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Arrest  of  Hon.  Robert  Smalls. 
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Asbby,  Daniel 

Atwell,  Samnel  R 

At  wood,  A.  M. 
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Banking  and  Currency^  Committee  on,  Reports  from  : 

Engraving  and  printing  government  issues 

Banning,  Hknry  B.  (Representative  from  Ohio),  Reports  made 
by: 

Chamberlain,  Lowell  A 

Barber,  Miles 

Barber,  Merrett 

Barnes,  Gordon  B 

Barrett,  Dwight  A 

Barrett,  Lnciuda 

Barron,  John  M 

Bartholomew  Agricultnral  Society 

Bates,  James  C 

Battersbv,  William 

Baxter,  William  Q 

Beach,  Edg<ar  A 

Beckman,  Henry 

Beebe,  George  M.  (Representative  from  New  York ),  Reports  made 
by: 

Counsel  fees  in  Osage  land  suits 

Lock  wood,  Myroue  M 

Marble,  Susanna,  et  al 

Spencer  &  Mead 

Belding,  H.  K 

Belford  vs.  Patterson 

Bell,  Elias  B 

Bell,  Sarah  A 

Benevolent  Society,  Swiss 

Bermingham,  James 

BiCKNKLL,  George  A.   (Representative  from  Indiana),  R- port 
made  by : 

Repeal  of  certain  sections  of  Revised  Statutes 

Bidow  &  Wilson 

Billups,  Joel  A 

Binford,  J.D 

Blackburn, Joseph  C.S.  (Representative  from  Kentucky),  Reports 
made  by  : 
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Low  grounds  m  Washington,  D.  C 

Purchase  of  Seaton  House 

Blackwell,  W.  T.,  and  Company 

Black  Hawk  war  pensions 
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made  by : 

Pacific  Railroad  commissioners 
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Blair,  Lieut.  Thomas 

Blair,  Samuel  M 
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Roberts,  Charles  S 
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Scott,  Robert 

Segar,  Thomas  W 

Shugart,  John  H.  aud  Robert  F 

Stone,  D.  C 

Turner,  Junius  T 

Welch,  James 

Williamson,  John  E 

Wood,  Capt.  J.  D 

Bramford,  Robert  C 

BrattoD,  Joseph 

Braxton,  John  S..... 

Brazil,  steamers  to 

Brentano,  Lorenzo  (Representative  from  Illinois),  Rei)ort  made 
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Breunon,  Catharine 

Brewster,  Victoria  L 

Bricc,  Janie^ 

Bridges,  Samuel  A.  (Representative  from  Pennsylvania),  Report 
made  by  : 

Venezuelan  awards 

Bright,  John  M.  (Representative  from  Tennessee),  Reports  made 
by : 

Allowance  of  claims  in  the  bill  H.  R.  3068 

Brindle,  William 

Clymer,  Joseph 

Thomas,  John  I 

Brindle,  William 

Bronson,  Altamirah 

Brooklyn,  city  of 

Brothertown  Indian  reservation - 

Browne,  William  R 

Brown,  Henry 

Brown,  Thomas  W ,, 

Browning,  George  W • 

Brnner,  Frederick  R 

Bryan,  Richard  T 

Buchanan,  James ^ 

Bnchanan,  Robert  C 

Buchanan,  Robert  C 

Buchanan,  W.  Jesse 

Buck,  Charlotte 

Buckley,  William 

Bugbeo,  Charles  H 

Bullard,  William 

Bullock,  AlfredD 

Burbridge,  J.  W.  &  Co.,  ei  al 
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made  by : 
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Payment  of  certain  internal-revenue  officers 

Burgess,  W.  S.  H.,  ef  at 

Burlington,  Iowa,  granting  laud  to 

Burnet,  David  G 

Buroughs,  Thomas 

Burwell,  William  P 

Butler,  Benjamin  F.  (Representative  from  Massachusetts),  Re- 
ports made  by  : 
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Ferguson,  William  P 

Isaacs,  William  B.,&  Co , 
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CharlestowD,  W.  Ya..  Methodist  Episcopal  Charch,  Sonth 

Charges  against  the  Doorkeeper 

Chatham,  Mass.,  Stage  Harbor  light-hoase 

Chase,  John  F 

Cheeseman,  David  W 

CLerokee  Indians,  eastern  band  of 

Cherokee  Indians,  western  band  of 

Chewning,  Reabin  J 

Chicago,  public  bnildings  in 

Chicago,  title  to  certain  public  lands  in 

Chickering,  John  W .'^ 

Chickasaw  Nation 

Chickasaw  Nation,  arrears  due 

Chincoteagne  Bay,  day  beacon 

Chinese  immigration 

Choctaw  Nation  of  Indians 

Chouteau,  Charles  P 

Church,  Unitarian,  lease  of,  in  Washington 

Claflin,  William  (Represoutative/rom  Massachusetts),  Reports 
made  by : 

Commitment  of  certain  prisoners  in  District  of  Columbia 

Claims,  Committee  of.  Reports  from : 

Abbott,  Samuel  W 

Allowance  of,  in  H.  R.  3068 

Barber,  Merritt 

Beach,  Edgar  A 

Belding,  H.  K 

Bidow  and  Wilson 

Billups,  Joel  A 

Blackwell,  William  T.,  &  Co 

Boardman,  H.  G 
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Braxton,  John  S 
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Burnett,  David  G 

Burwell,  William  P 

Bryant,  Richard  T 

Call,  Anson 

Campbell,  John  G , 

Caufield,  Samuel  H 

Carter,  Champe,jr , 
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Clark,  R.W 

Clifford,  Edwin  A 

Clinton,  John 
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Commercial  Bank  of  Knoxville,  Teun 

Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company 

Cumfort,  John  C 

Cumming,  Joseph  M.,  et  al 

Custer,  Elizabeth  B 

Dabler,  Charles  L 

De  Leon,  Edwin 

Dickens,  Asbury,  heirs  of 

Dodil,Johu  W.,&Co 

Dorsey.Jobu  M.,aud  William  F.  Shepard 

Duffleld,  Milton  B 

Edmonston,  William  C 

Fawcett,  Robert  T.,&  Co 
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Claims,  Committee  of,  Reports  from — Continned. 

Fleishill,  Jacob  J 

Ford.WiUiamG 

Franklin,  Sarah  B 

Fraser,  J , 

Gallaf^her,  Peter . 


Garrison,  Nehemiah,  assignee 

Georgia,  relief  of  State  of. 

Golliday,J.S.,and  J.  W.  Boiling 

Grant,  Albert 

Gnilbeau,  Francis 

Garley,E.  J 

Hardeman,  Sally .. 

Harmon,  Hanson 

Harrison,  James  G 

Hawley,  Richard ,  and  Sons 

Hawkins,  Philemon  B 

Head,£  B 

Hedgepeth,  William 

Hervey,  Will  R 

Holman,  James  D 

Ireland,  Amos 

James,  B.  S 

Jones,  John,  et  al 

Joseph,  Richard 

Kendig,  T.  A 

Latham,  Obadiah  and  Oliver  8 

Lee,  Franklin,  and  Charles  F.  Danbar, 

Leitensdorf er,  Engene 

Lemon,  H.  H 

Lively,  E.  H 

Luther,  Sidney  P . 

Lynch,  Bernard 

Macon,  Ga.,  taxes 


>Iann,  William  A 

Mason,  Charles  H 

McCormick,  Paul 

McCormick.  V.  H 

Mclndoe,  William 

Merritt,  William  H 

Miley,  Aaron 

Moore,  Jennie  K 

Morris,  John  H 

Morris,  William  S.,  f<  al , 

Morrison,  Sarah  B 

Mnrpby  and  Good 

Morphy,  Robert  C 

O^LoQghlin,  Mary 

Owens,  Josephine  C 

Peasley  and  McClary 

Perkins,  Daniel  W - 

Perrin,  Mrs.  F.  A.. » • 

Perry,  Colnmbns  F , 

Pierson,  Charles  E 

Pil»er,  William  J 

Pickard,  Isaiah 

Preston,  Simon  M 

Reed,  John  N 

Rew,  John  A.,  &  Co 

Reynolds,  Charles  C 

Rhett,  William  H 

Riley,  Arabella 

Robb,  Susan 

Robertj^.  James  and  Noah 

Rolfe,  Henry  P 

Sanger,  Henry  K.,  estate  of 
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Claims,  Committee  on,  Reports  from — Continued. 

Senor,  Jacob  and  Elizabeth 

Short,  Mrs.  O.  F 

Smith,  Nathaniel  G 

Spencer,  Nannie,  administratrix , 

Strider,  Thomas 

Targarona,  Peter 

Thomas,  John  I 

Titsworth,  M.  D 

Todd,  Samuel  P 

Todd,  Samuel  P , 

Towle,  Albert 

Trowbridge,  Sabiu , 

Tweedy,  John 

Uuiversity  of  Notre  Dame  Dn  Lac , 

Van  Cott,  John,  and  Samuel  Martin 

Walker,  C.H 

Walker,  Ebenezer 

Walker,  Mary  E 

Walker,  T.  A 

WarBft*  Robert 

Wead,  D.  D 

Webber,  Mary  C 

Wells,  George  M 

Wells,  Mrs.  James  H 

Wheeler,  William  F 

Whiteman,  A.  F.,  administrator,  &c 

Workmen  at  Poverty  Island  light-house 

Witherspoon  and  Suffell 

Claims  of  citizens  of  Montana 

Clakk,  Alvau  a.  (Representative  from  New  Jersey ),  Reports  made 
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Annis,  Mrs.  Ann 

Cemetery  lot,  Montgomery,  Ala 

Manuel,  John  J 

Poindexter,  John  S 

Scouden,  Peter 

Scouden,  Peter 

Clark,  Anna  M 

Clark,  C.C 

Clark,  M.F 

Clark,  Ovid  H 

Clark,  R.W 
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Clifford,  Edwin  A 

Clinton,  John 
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Clymer,  Joseph 

Cobaugh,  William  D 

Cobb,  Thomas  R.  (Representative  from  Indiana),  Report  made 
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Tillman  vs.  Smalls 

Coggswell,  William 

Coin,  goloid 

Mileage  of  members  of  Congress  (Ist  session,  No.  2) 

Coinage,  Wkights,  and  Measukks,  Committee  on.  Report  from : 
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Collier,  Thomas  W    
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Colorado  boundary  line T. , 

Commerce,  interstate , 
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Sabject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


CoMMKRCE,  Committee  on,  Reports  from : 

Day  beacoD  in  Cbinooteague  Bay 

Fog-bell  on  Sonth  Farallon  Island 

Fog-8i|^Dal  at  Racine,  Wis.... 

Hyde,  William  A.,  and  Thomas  G.  Mackie 

Leef,  Joliet,  and  John  McKee 

Life-Saving  Service 

Ligfat-boase  at  Grand  Maria,  Lake  Saperior,  Minnesota 

Light-bonse  and  fog-signal  on  Roand  Island 

Logbt-bouse  at  Pentwater 

Light -boose  at  Pere  Marquette 

Ligbt-bonse  at  Stage  Harbor,  Massachusetts 

Ligbt-honse  at  mouth  of  Thunder  Bay,  Michigan 

Liigbt-hoQse  at  Half-way  Rock,  Massachusetts 

Liigbt-hoose  at  Menomonee  Harbor 

Ligbi-hoose  at  San  Luis  Obispo  Harbor 

Light- boose  at  Great  Beds,  Raritan  Bay,  New  Jersey 

Light-house  at  Little  Traverse  Bay.. 

Marine  danger-signal 

Marine  hospital  at  Saint  Panl,  Minn 

Navigation  of  Twelve-mile  Bayoa 

North  Louisiana  Railroad  Company 

Old  Dominion  Steamship  Company 

Regulation  of  interstate  commerce 

Regulation  of  steam-vessels 

Steam  fog-signal  at  Stannard^s  Rock 

Yeasels  not  propelled  by  steam  or  sail 

Commercial  Bank  of  Kooxville,  Teun 

Commissioner  of  Claims 

Commissioners,  Board  of  Pacific  Railroad 

Compton,  Daniel 

Constitntion  of  the  United  States,  amending 

Construction  of  Rules  No.  69  aud  94  of  House 

Contracts  of  the  Navy  Department 

Cook,JaniesH 

Coppinger,  William 

Corbett,  Sewell  B 

Cornell,  J.  B.,  et  al 

Cornell,  William  H 

Corlett.John  S 

Corl,  Michael  S 

Cothran,  John  B 

Cotton  army- worm.... 

Cotton,  Jane  D 

Conncil  Blufft^,  Iowa,  public  buildings  at 

Counsel  fees  in  Osage  land  suits 

Court  of  Claims,  jurisdiction  in  Indian  treaties 

Coverdale,  Nnnis  H 

Covert,  James  W.  (Representative  from  New  York),  Rt^port  made 
by: 

Transportation  of  animals 

Crabb«,  Helen 

Craig,  Maria  B 

Cramer,  Lieut.  Jacob,  heirs  of 

Cravens,  Jordan  £.  (Representative  from  Arkansas),  Report  made 
by: 

Elective  franchise  in  Utah 

Crawford,  Thomas 

Creditors  of  the  late  republic  of  Texas .' 

Creditors,  jodgment 

Creek  orphan  claim 

Creek  war  pensions 

Crenshaw,  A.  L.  H 

CRiTTEXi>B.y,  Thomas  T.  (Representative  from  Missouri),  Reports 
made  by  : 
Cornell,  Wi'lUatn  H, 


Vol.  i  No.  Parts. 


4 
4 
2 
2 
4 
2 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
1 
5 
5 
4 
1 
1 
1 
I 
1 
1 
2 
I 
3 
1 
4 
1 
4 
5 
2 
2 
5 
4 
5 
4 
5 
2 
1 
5 
2 
5 


4 
4 
1 
2 


5 
1 
2 
2 
5 
1 
1 


817 
788 
423 
347 
705 
426 
699 
419 
421 
420 
698 
821 
822 
823 
824 
786 
116 
907 
950 
809 
200 

33 
245 

62 
114 
115 
369 
205 
620 
145 
819 

13 
787 
879 
349 
219 
924 
827 
872 
783 
973 
250 

i:j5 

1006 
377 

1001 
198 


715 
763 
176 
•^47 


949 
26 
236 
225 
905 
64 
217 


1  '> 


1,2 


4  1  827 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Crittknden,  Thomas  T.,  Reports  made  by — Con  tinned. 

Jenkins,  Thornton  A 

Jenkins,  Thornton  A 

McGnnniglee,  Isabella  R 

Odell.J.J. 

Relief  of  certain  naval  officers 

Worthington  and  Sioux  Falls  Railroad  Company 

Croman,  Jacob  G 

Cross,  Mary  Bradley 

Cross,  Thomas  R. 

Crossin,  Jesse 

Crowley,  James  W 

Craban^h,  Zepheuiah 

Culberson,  £>.  B.  (Representative  from  Texas),  Report  made 
by: 

Worth,  Andrew  J 

Culley,  Langley  B 

Culver,  F.B 

Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company 

Cumming,  Joseph  M.,  ct  al 

CuMMiNos,  Henry  J.  B.  (Representative  from  Iowa),  Reports  made 
by: 

Bryant,  Richard  T 

Burwell,  William  P 

Call,  Anson 

City  Distilling  Company  of  Pekin,  111 

Clark,  M.F 

Dickins,  Asbury,  heirs  of 

Hervey,  Will  R 

Holman,  James  D 

McCormick,  Paul 

Merritt,  William  H 

Morrison,  Sarah  B .' 

Preston,  Simon  M 

Walker,  T.  A 

Webber,  Mary  C 

Wells,  Mrs.  James  H 

Witherspoon  and  Suffell 

Workingmen  at  Poverty  Island  light-house 

Cnmmings,  J.J 

Cunningham,  Moses 

Curby,  Abraham 

Currau,  William  H 

Cushing,  Thomas  B 

Custer,  Elizabeth  B 

CuBtom-bouse,  Memphis,  Tenu 

Cutler,  Augustus  W.  (Representative  trora  New  Jersey),  Report 
made  by : 

Transportation  of  animals 


D. 


Dahler,  Charles  L , 

Dahlgren,  Madaline  V 

Dakota,  penitentiary  in 

Danford,  Lorenzo  (Representative  from  Ohio),  Report  made 
by: 

Jarboe,  Horace 

Malster,  William  T 

Potts,  Howard  D 

Danlon  John 

Danville,  Va.,  public  buildiugs  at 

Danger-signalsi 

Darrell  vs.  Acklcn 

Davenport,  Levi  C 

Davis,  Mrs.  Elizabeth 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 
2 
2 
4 
1 
5 
2 


2 
5 
2 
3 
.5 


1 
1 
1 
3 
2 
3 
1 
1 
2 
2 
1 
1 
3 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
1 
2 
5 
1 
4 


638 
637 
6.35 
639 
636 
187 
584 
573 
743 
28 
873 
322 


201 
942 

228 
693 
897 


104 
31 
58 
674 
393 
675 
105 
197 
394 
392 
103 
106 
673 
113 
196 
32 
102 
453 
500 
161 
263 
925 
191 
816 


715 


2 

410 

ft 

885 

5 

915 

2 

277 

2. 

290 

1 

99 

5 

870 

4 

785 

5 

907 

1 

147 

2 

586 

4 

734 

1  2 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Davis,  Josrph  J.  (Representative  from  North  Carolina),  Reports 
made  by  : 

Bidon  and  Wilson 

Bond,  J.  D.,  and  Brother 

Barrel!,  David  G 

Comfort,  John  C * 

Commercial  Bank  of  Knoxville,  Tenn 

Camberland  Valley  Railroad  Company 

Camming,  Joseph  M.,  ti  al 

De  Leon,  Edwin 

Franklin,  Sarah  B 

Georgia,  State  of,  relief  of 

Harmon,  Hanson 

James,  B.  S 

Jones,  John,  R.  H.  Ramsey,  and  W.  G.  Saaterman 

Leitensdorfer,  Eagene 

McCormick,  V.  H 

Hoore,  Jennie  K 

Rhett,  William  H 

Seoer,  Jacob  and  Elizabeth  ., 

Strider,  Thomas 

Torgarona,  Peter , 

Towle,  Albert 

Walker,  Mary  E 

Wells,  George  M , 

Whitewood  Flume  Company 

Whitman,  A.  F.,  administrator,  d^c 

Davis,  Rachael  A 

Davis,  W.S 

Day-beacon  in  Chinooteague 

Daf,  Charles  H 

Dean  rf.  Field 

Decker,  Silas  B ^ 

Decry,  William  H 

De  Haven,  Mary  N 

Delegate  from  Indian  Territory 

De  Leon,  Edwin 

De  Leon,  Santiago 

Denene,  William 

Dexiso^,  Dudley  C.  (Representative  from  Vermont),  Report  made 
by: 

GrantiDg  land  to  the  city  of  Burlington,  Iowa. 

Denny,  George 

Denver,  donation  of  lot  in,  for  schools 

Desbrow,  Mary , 

DeWitt,  I.Clinton 

Dewling,  iMaiah 

DiBRELL,  Gkokge  G.  (Representative  from  Tennessee),  Reports 
made  by : 

Armstrong,  Francis , 

Bnchanau,  W.  Jesse 

Clif  t,  James , 

Dudley,  Mrs.  Annie  M 

Evans,  John  H , 

Fifteenth  and  Sixteenth  Missouri  Cavalry  Volunteers 

Hobbs,  George '. 

Knonk,  Lieut.  Thomas  F 

McLin,  James  E 

Montana,  citizens  of 

Ninth  United  States  lufantry 

Quintin,  Lieut.  Julius 

Smith,  James 

Summers,  Charles  G 

Summers,  ('harles  G 

Von  HBacke,  Adolpb 

Troa4  Cbarlea  W 

Woodf  Wesley - 


Vol. 

No. 

Parts. 
1 

1 

55 

T 

1 

54 

1 

190 

5 

898 

2 

369 

3 

693 

5 
3 

897 
692 

5 

895 

2 

370 

2 

367 

2 

373 

1 

110 

1 

189 

2 

372 

3 

695 

3 

694 

2 

371 

2 

3fi8 

2 

366 

5 

894 

5 

896 

3 

697 

5 

887 

3 

696 

768 

87 

817 

173 

239 

759 

2 

357 

5 

972 

4 

807 

1,2 

3 

692 

5 

1013 

2 

580 

5 

1007 

5 

877 

4 

784 

2 

507 

2 

332 

5 

936 

5 

995  1 

1 

75  1 

1 

39 

2 

266 

1 

40 

5 

992 

1 

74 

2 

264 

2 

265 

2 

285 

5 

993 

2 

472  1 

1 

11 

5 

997 

5 

996 

2 

471 

1 

10 

\ 

5  \    994 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Vol. 


Dickens,  Asbnry,  heirs  of 

DiCKKY,  Hexry  L.  (Representative  from  Ohio),  Reports  made  by : 

Caster,  Elizabeth  B 

Ford,  William  G 

Gurley,  E.  J 

Mason,  Charles  H 

Owens,  Josephine  C 

Pierson,  Charles  E 

University  of  Notre  Dame,  Du  Lac 

Dillehunty,  LacindaC 

Dillenger,  John 

DiUon,  William  B 

Dismal  Swamp  Canal  Company 

District  of  Columbia,  Committee  on.  Reports  from  : 

Commitment  of  prisoners  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

Franklin  Insurance  Company 

Gas-light  companies  in  Washington  City 

Leasing  Unitarian  church  property 

Low  grounds  in  Washington,  D.  C 

Practice  of  pharmacy 

Purchase  of  Seaton  House 

Sovereigns'  Distributive  Agency 

Swiss  Benevolent  Society 

Washington  Eye,  Ear,  and  Throat  hospital 

District  of  Columbia  prison 

Distilling  Company  of  Pekin,  Illinois 

Dodd,  JohnW.&Co 

Dodson,  Bigsley  E 

Donnelly,  l)aniel 

Don  Pedro,  schooner 

Doorkeeper  of  the  House,  charges  against 

Dorsey.  John  M 

Doty,  H.  H .• 

Doty,  De  Forest  T 

Dry-dock  at  Mare  Island,  California 

Duclozel,  Charles  O 

Dudley,  Annie  M 

Duffield,  Milton  B 

Dunbar,  Charles  F 

Dunbar,  Mrs.  Isabella '. 

Duncan,  J.  H 

DcNNELL,  Mark  H.  (Representative  from  Minnesota),  Reports 
made  by : 

Fog-signal  at  Racine,  Wis 

Hyde,  William  A.,  and  Thomas  G.  Mackey 

Light-house,  Grand  Marias,  Minn 

Marine  danger-signal 

Marine  hospital,  Saint  Paul,  Minn 

Old  Dominion  Steamship  Company 

Dunscomb,  Samuel  H 

Durham,  Mii.ton  J.  (Representative  from  Kentucky),  Report 
made  by : 

Hall,  G.  A 

Duvall,  William  T 

E. 

Eagle  and  PLopnix  Manufacturing  Company , 

Eaton,  Henry  Z 

Eaton,  John 

Edkn,  John  R.  (Representative  from  Illinois),  Reports  made  by : 

Bomboui'll,  Charles 

Gall,  John  W 

Harmon,  M.  G 

Shannon,  Joseph  R 

Transfer  of  claims  under  act  of  July  4,  1864,  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Claims 


1 
3 
1 
1 
1 
I 
3 
3 
5 
3 
4 

4 
I 

1 
2 
4 
2 
4 
1 
I 
1 
4 
3 
1 
2 

2 

t) 

<w 

2 
3 
3 
3 
4 
5 
2 
2 
3 
2 
1 


2 
2 
3 
5 
o 
1 
2 


5 


No.  Parts. 


5 


4 
4 
1 
2 


675 

191 
667 
192 
19.^) 
193 
194 
666 
607 
869 
602 
802 

815 
231 
233 
418 
814 
351 
813 
232 
234 
235 
819 
674 
108 
561 
585 
439 
422 
665 
626 
594 
829 
947 
266 
459 
668 
299 
25 


423 
347 

699 
907 
950 

3;^ 

444 


353 

889 


4 

1011 

283 

828 
712 
50  I 
440  I 

205 


1,2 


1,2 
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Sabject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Eden,  John  R.,  Reporte  made  by — Continned : 

Valier,  Charles 

EdQioDBOD,  CatbarineS .- 

EdoioostoD,  William  C 

ti>rcATiox  AND  Labor,  Committee  od,  Reports  from  : 

Cbmese  immigration 

Edacation  of  the  blind , 

National  Iron-Molders'  Union 

Tra St ees  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Seminary 

William  and  Mary  College,  Virginia 

Edncation  of  the  blind 

Edwards,  Benjamin  E 

Edwards,  Harriet  E 

Edwards,  William  H 

Egbert,  Caroline  M 

Elections,  Committee  of,  Reports  from  : 

Ackien  r«.  Darrell 

Deanrs.  Field 

Patterson  w.  Belford 

Richardson  r«.  Rainey 

Tillman  vs.  Smalls 

Wigginton  vs.  Pacheco 

Wigginton  vs.  Pacheco 

Election  of  delegate  from  Indian  Territory 

EWtion  of  delegates  from  Indian  Territory 

Election  of  delegates  from  Indian  Territory 

Election  of  President  and  Vice-President 

Elective  franchise  in  Utah 

Electoral  vote  of  Maryland 

Electrical  annunciators 

Elxis,E.  John  (Representative  from  Louisiana),  Krjport  made 
by: 

Richardson  r«.  Rainey  

EUi8,JohnF 

Ellsworth,  Charles C.  (Representative  from  Michigan),  Reports 
made  by : 

Boyden,  N : 

Brice,  James 

Campbell,  John  G 

Clinton,  John 

Dabler,  Charles  L 

Daffield,  Milton  B 

EdmoDston,  William  C 

Felton,  C.  N 

Grant,  Albert 

Hardeman,  Sally 

Hawkins,  Philemon  B 

Mnrpby,  Robert  C 

O'Langhlin,  Mary , 

Perkins,  Daniel  W 

Perrin,  Mrs.  F.  A 

Rew,  John  A.,  &  Co 

Riley,  Arabella 

Robb,  Susan 

Roberts,  James  and  Noah 

Rolfe,  Henry  P 

Sanger,  Henry  K.,  estate  of 

Spencer,  Nannie,  administratrix 

Todd,  Samuel  P 

Todd,  Samuel  P 

Engineers,  civil,  in  the  Navy 

Engraving  and  printing  government  issues..^. » 

Enlistments  in  the  Navy 

Enterjmse  Insurance  Company 

JSqaalization  of  bountiea  — --.--.----...-......,... 

£rhcn,  Henry .,m» ......^ ---.•-.... 


4 
5 
2 

1 
2 
2 
1 
1 
2 
1 
2 
4 
4 


711 
970 

458 

240 
455 
364 
91 
12 
455 
221 
302 
764 
793 


1  ill7 


1 
1 
4 
5 
1 
1 
1 
4 
5 
4 
5 
5 
1 


4 
2 


239 

14 

806 

916 

118 

83 

95 

807 

1002 

819 

949 

998 

52 


806 
563 


2 

462 

1 

61 

2 

412 

1 

48 

2 

410 

2 

457 

2 

468 

2 

408 

1 

101 

2 

417 

2 

409 

2 

411 

2 

460 

1 

60 

2 

407 

2 

416 

2 

415 

1 

3 

2 

414 

2 

413 

2 

461 

1 

15 

1 

47 

1 

49 

5 

938 

5 

906 

2 

432 

5 

944 

5 

1000 

3 

661 

1,2 


1,2 


1,2 
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Sabject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  ^hat  CommitteeB.  I  Vol. 


Erie  and  Michigan  Lakes,  transportation  between 

Erie,  Pa^  public  buildings  in 

Erwin,  Kobert 

Evans,  Is  bell  L 

Evans,  I.  Ne^vton  (Representative  from  Pennsylvania),  Reports 
made  by: 

Deebrow,  Mary 

Farwell,  Ebenezer 

Frankeberffer,  William 

Evans,  Mrs.  Julia  S.  W 

Evans,  John  H 

EviNS,  John  H.  (Representative  from  South  Carolina),  Reports 
made  by : 

Canfield,  Baker 

Qoodhue,  John  M 

Gregg,  Feriba  A 

Hakes,  Dwight  H 

Jobe,  G.  W 

Expedition  to  Arctic  Seas , 

Expenditures  in  the  Navy  Department,  Committee  on,  Re- 
port from  : 

Contracts  of  Navy  Department , 

Expenditures  in  the  State  Department,  Committee  on,  Re- 
port from : 

Impeachment  of  Oliver  B.  Bradford 

Expeubes  of  States  in  defense  of  United  States 

F. 

Fairlev,  Agnes 

Falls,  William , 

Farallon  Island,  fog-bell  on , 

Farley,  Annie 

Farrar,  Nelson  M 

Farrar,  W.  B 

Farwell,  Ebenezer , 

Fancett,  Robert  T.,*&  Co 

Fearou,  Mary 

Fechtels,  Helena 

Fegan,  Christopher 

Felton,  C.  N 

Ferguson,  William  P 

Ferrell,  John  H 

Field  r«.  Doan 

Fish,  Dudley  A 

Fish  back,  James 

Fishbnrne,  Henry 

Fleishill,  Jacob  J 

Flock,  Herman 

Florida  land-scrip 

Florida  war  pensions 

Flume  Company,  Whitewood 

Flynn,  John 

Fog-bell  on  South  Farallon  Iklaud 

Fog-signal  at  Stannard's  Rock. 

Fog-signal  at  Racine,  Wis 

Fonda,  William  S 

Ford,  William  G 

Foreign  Affairs,  Committee  on,  Reports  from  : 

Coppinger,  William,  and  Augustus  Watson 

Japanese  indemnity  fund 

Mexican  awards 

Paris  exhibition  (first  session,  No.  3,  parts  1  and  2) 

Pelletier,  Antonio 

Refunding  tonnage-tax 

Relations  of  United  States  with  Mexico 


5 
5 
5 
2 


2 
2 
2 
2 
1 


2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 


No.    I  Parts. 


1010 

1006 

910 

567 


507 
509 
508 
298 
40 


257 
258 
259 
2.55 
256 
96 


787 


1,2 


4 

818 

2 

209 

1 
1 

1 

1 
134 

2 

452 

4 

788 

2 

554 

2 

551 

5 

880 

2 

509 

2 

405  1 

1 

28 

5 

837  , 

5 

N4 

2 

408  i 

4 

832 

5 

84(3  : 

1 

239 

1 

169 

1 

107 

4 

773  ' 

3 

691 

2 

3-^0 

2 

249 

1 

64 

5 

&"^7 

1 

45 

4 

788  j 

1 

114  , 

2 

423 

4 

776 

^ 

667 

2 

349 

,5 

913  1 

1 

27  1 

1 

3 

1,2 

1 

51 

1 

124 

1,2 

3 
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Ssbject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


FoRXiGX  Affairs,  Committee  on,  Reports  from — CoDtinaed. 

Rosario  and  Carmen  Mining  Company 

Yenezaelan  awards 

Teneznelan  awards 

Forfeitore  of  land-grants  to  railroads 

Forty,  Abraham 

FoBT,  Grkekburt  L.  (Representative  from  Illinois),  Report  made 
by: 

£o|{raTing  and  printing  government  issues 

Fort  Yuma  Desert;  fresh  wa^r 

Foster,  Mrs.  Ellen  B 

FraUey,  Eliza  H 

Frankeoberger,  William 

Franklin  Insurance  Company 

Franklin,  Sarah  B 

Frazer,  J 

Frazee,Hary 

Freil,  Levi  J , 

French,  Henry  8 

Frey,  John 

Fritz,  George 

Fry,  A^es  E 

Frt,  W  iixiam  P,  (Representative  from  Maine),  Reports  made  by : 

Battersby,  William 

Erwin,  Robert 

Sehooner  Don  Pedro 

Folks,  Elizabeth 

Fuller,  Benoni  S.  (Representative  from  Indiana),  Reports  made 
by: 

Forfeiture  of  land-grants  to  certain  railroad  companies 

Taxation  on  railro^  lauds 

Fnller,  Mary 

G. 


Vol.  I  No.    Parts 


3 

700 

3 

702 

4 

805 

5 

911 

4 

744 

GaflF,  T.  and  J.  W.,  &  Co 

Galezio,  Charles  G 

Gall,  John  W 

Gallagher,  Catharine  H 

Gallagher,  Peter 

GalveMon  and  Vera  Cruz  mails 

Gardner,  Mills  (Representative  from  Ohio),  Reports  made  by  : 

Cline,  Charles 

HoUand,  John 

Kurtz,  Elizabeth 

Paine,  Franklin 

Slawson,  Charles 

Thorn |>8on,  James  P 

Weatherby ,  Henry  C 

Webb,  Martha 

Garrison,  Nehemi ah,  assignee 

Garrett,  William  H 

Gas-light  companies  in  Washirgton 

Gates,  H.  Louise 

Gaul  t,  John,  jr 

Gause,  Lucikx  C.  (Representative  from  Arkansas),  Report  made 
by: 

Freshwater  in  Fort  Yuma  Desert 

Gavin,  John 

Gee,  Henry 

Gourmill,  Catharine 

Geneva  award,  distribution  of 

George,  Esther  A 

George,  Stephen  L 

Georgia,  State  of 

Gibb^s  A  Company 

Gibson,  William 


5 
2 
2 
5 
2 
1 
5 
3 
5 
2 
2 
2 
3 
5 

2 
5 
2 
5 
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4 


2 
2 
4 
2 
5 
5 

4 
2 
2 
3 
1 
1 
1 
2 
3 
4 
1 
5 
2 


5 
2 
4 
3 
2 
2 
2 
1 
4 


906 
3«0 
356 
858 
508 
231 
895 
670 
848 
515 
447 
359 
650 
931 

438 
910 
439 
960 


911 
709 
641 


374 
327 

712  ! 

3ri5  ) 

903  I 

886 

713  I 
505  I 
504 
503 
128 
120 
127 
506 
672 
720 
233 
878 
477 


380 
867 
428 
778 
663 
529 
577 
370 
206 
779 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 

■ 

Giddings,  George  H.  (first  session) 

GiDDiNGS,  D.  C.  (Representative  from  Texas),  Report  made  by  : 

Transportation  of  mails  between  Vera  Cruz  aud  Galveston, 

Texas 

Gillespie,  James  B 

Gillespie,  John  B 

G1ackin,Patrick 

Gleasou,  Andrew 

Goldsborongh,  Elizabeth  W 

Golliday,J.S.,andJ.W.Bolling 

Goloid  coin 

Good  &  Murphy 

GooDE,  John  (Representative  from  Virginia),  Reports  made  by : 

Bullock,  Alfred  D 

Dry-dock,  Mare  Island,  California 

Kane,  Aloysius 

League  Island  navy-yard 

Trustees  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Seminary,  Virginia  . ... 

Waltemyer,  J 

William  and  Mary  College 

Gooding,  Andrew  A 

Goodhue,  John  M 

Gordon, James  R....r 

Goss,  Sarah  J 

Gould,  William  A 

Government  issues,  engraving  and  printing 

Government  Printing  Office 

Graham,  J.  D 

Grand  Marais,  light-house  at 

Grant,  Albert 

Grant-Pemberton  Monument,  Vicksburg,  Miss 

Graydon,  James  W«ir 

Great  Southern  Railway 

Great  Beds,  light-house  at 

Green  and  Parvin 

Greensboro,  N.  C,  public  buildings 

Gregg,  Feriba  A 

Groce,  Jacob  M 

Grossman,  Henry 

Grove,  George 

Grove,  Samuel 

Grubbins,  John 

Guilbeau,  Francis 

GuNTKR,  Thomas  M.  (Representative  from  Arkansas),  Reports 
made  by : 

Arrears  due  Chickasaw  Nation 

Arrears  due  Chickasaw  Nation 

BoltOD  claim 

Location  of  laud  scri  p 

Location  of  land  scrip  in  Florida,  Louisiana,  aud  Missouri  .. 

McGregor,  James 

Payments  from  the  sale  of  Osage  Indian  lands 

Gurley,  E.  J 

Guthrie,  John * 

Guthrie,  Louise  J.,  et  als 

H. 

Habersham,  Robert,  e<  al 

Hadley,  Henry 

Haifords,  William 

Haile,  Mary  C 

Haines,  John 

Hakes,  Dwight  W 

Halbert,  Nathaniel 

Haley,  John 


Parts. 


5 

&dQ 

1 

142 

4 

796 

5 

842 

5 

891 

1 

96 

5 

900 

f) 

918 

1 

109 

2 

280 

4 

829 

1 

41 

o 

834 

1 

91 

2 

2H1 

1 

12 

2 

519 

2 

258 

4 

771 

2 

555 

2 

3:^7 

5 

906 

1 

199 

3 

631 

3 

699 

1 

101 

2 

288 

3 

624 

5 

999 

4 

786 

5 

1016 

5 

I  1006 

2 

259 

2 

549 

4 

719 

2 

.343 

2 

365 

5 

865 

5 

901 

2 

.354 

4 

808 

1 

243 

2 

248 

2 

249 

1 

226 

5 

914 

1 

192 

3 

624 

1 

141 

f) 

921 

2 

531 

1 

167 

3 

600 

1 

78 

2 

255 

.5 

963 

3 

652 
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XVII 


8object  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


HalfwAT  Rock  lif^ht-hoase , 

Hall,  Elizabeth , 

HaU,6.  A 

ElaU,  Johns 

Hall,  John  P 

Elall  of  Hoose,  ventilation  of 

Hallam,  Hannah 

Haller,  Maj.  GrandWlle  O 

Halpin.  William  G 

Halstead,  Calvin 

Halwick,  Peter  M 

Samilton,  Andrew  H.  (Representative  from  Indiana),  Reports 
made  by : 

Paris  Exhibition  (1st  session,  No.  3,  part  2) 

Venezoelanawards.... 

Hamilton,  Sarah 

ilanilink.  Derrick  F 

[lAmpton  Roads  qaarantine  hospital 

Iakna,  John  (Representative  from  Indiana),  Reports  made  by : 

BarroD,  John  M 

Cornell,  J.  B.,  et  al , 

Cnshing,  Thomas  B 

Erben,  Henry 

Golddborongb,  Elizabeth  W 

Holroyd,  John. 

McCrea,  Commander  Edward  P 

McKay,  Nathaniel 

JfcKaj,  Donald 

Naval  contractors 

Navy  and  Marine  Corps  life  insnrance 

Nicholson,  Somerville 

Reaney,  Son  and  Archibold 

Secor  Sl  Co.  and  Perine,  Secor  &,  Co 

Strele,  William  A.,  and  Charles  P.  Chontean 

Haosell,  William  S.,  &  Sons 

Hardeman,  Sallie 

Hare,  Elizabeth  B.  C 

Harmkr,  Axfred  C.  (Representative  from  Pennsylvania),  Reports 
made  by : 

lioyall,  Benjamin  P 

McGill,JohnD  

Meagher,  Peter 

Harmon,  Hanson 

Harmon,  M.G 

Harpeoding,  Hiram,  minor  children  of 

Ff  ARRIS,  Bbnjamin  W.  (Representative  from  Massachusetts),  Re- 
ports made  by : 

Board  of  assistants  for  the  Navy 

Coverdale,  Nnnis  H 

Dahlgren,  Madeline  V 

Doty,  H.  H 

Movable  torpedoes 

Removal  of  Naval  Observatory 

Van  Cort,Mr8.  C.  A 

W^eeks,  Asa 

Harris,  Catherine 

Harris,  Hknry  R.  (Representative  from  Georgia),  Reports  made 

by: 

Dahlgren,  Madeline  V 

Miller,  John  S.,  estate  of 

Warring,  James  J 

Sarkis,  John  T.  (Representative  from  Virginia),  Reports  made 
by : 

Ackleo  v$.  Darrall 

Hurst,  Fielding. 

Psit  tenon  rs.  Bel  ford,...  ^, _ 


4 
4 
2 
1 
5 
1 
4 
2 
2 
4 
1 


1 
4 
2 
3 
3 

2 
5 
5 
3 
1 
2 
3 
2 
2 
2 
5 
5 
2 
2 
5 
2 
2 
2 


2 
3 
3 
2 
1 
5 


Parts. 


H.  Bep. 


-XT 


5 
3 
5 
2 
3 
1 
2 


5 
1 
1 


1 
4 
1 


822 
735 
35.J 
130 
912 
119 
745 
375 
474 
789 
79  J 


3 
702 
565 
660 
629 

276 
924 
925 
(H)l 
98 
275 
628 
271 
274 
272 
926 
928 
273 
270 
927 
491 
417 
361 


278  I 
633 
634 
367 
50 
H55 


662 
198 
885 
626 
943 
454 
627 

6:3 

540 


885 
30 
29 


147 
820 
14 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Harris,  John  T.,  Reports  made  by— Continued. 

Sirapkins,  Jesse  J 

Wipginton  r«.  Pacheco 

Harris,  Jane  A 

Harris,  Mary  G 

Harrison,  Carter  H.  (Representative  from  Illinois),  Report  made 
by: 

Doorkeeper  of  House,  charges  against 

Harrison,  George  A 

Harrison,  James  G 

Harrison,  Sidney  A 

Hartridge,  Ji'LiAX  (Representative  from  Georgia),  Reports  made 
by : 

Bondinot,  E.  C 


Eagle  and  Phcienix  Manufacturing  Company  of  Georgia. 
ib< 


Habersham,  Robert,  et  al 

Johnson,  James 

Judicial  proceedings  to  give  effect  to  the  electoral  vote  of 
Maryland  in  the  late  Presidential  election 

Settlement  of  accounts  of  certain  railways 

Haskell,  Dudley  C.  (Representative  from  Kansas),  Report  made 
by: 

Education  of  the  blind 

Haveland,  Abby  C 

Hawkins,  Philemon  B , 

Hawley,  Caroline 

Hawley,  Richard,  and  Sons 

Hayes,  James  H 

Hazard,  William  P 

Hazelton,  George  C.  (Representative. from  Wisconsin),  Reports 
made  by : 

Dismal  Swamp  Canal 

Water  transportation  between  Lakes  Michigan  and  Erie 

Head,E.  B  

Heater,  John 

Hebert,  Mrs.  Eliza  E 

Hedgepeth,  William 

Held,  Charles 

Hendee,  GeorgeW.  (Representative  from  Vermont),  Report  made 
by: 

I   Leasing  Unitarian  Church  property 

Henderson,  John ^ 

Henderson,  Thomas  J.  (RepresentMive  from  Illinois),  Reporta 
made  by : 

Abbott,  Samuel  W 

Barber,  Merrett 

BillupB,  Joel  A 

Blackwell,  William  T.,&  Co 

Boardman,  H.  G 

Braxton,  John  G 

Clark,  R.W 

Dodd,John  W.,&Co 

Faucett,  Robert  T.,&  Co 

Fishback,  James 

Morris,  William  G.y  et  al 

Murphy  and  Good 

Peasley  and  McClary 

Piper,  William  J - 

Short,  Mrs.  O.  F 

Smith,  Nathaniel  G 

Titswortb,  M.  D 

Hennessey,  Augustine 

Henry,  Daniel  M.  (Representative   from   Maryland),  Reports 
made  by : 

Bnrgess,  William  S.,  and  others 

Fleisbell,  Jacob  J 


1 
1 
2 
2 


2 
5 
3 
3 


5 
1 
5 


5 
5 


2 
5 
2 
3 
1 
4 
2 


5 
2 
1 
1 
2 
5 


1 
4 


3 
2 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 


92 
118 
54(5 
545 


422 

981 
6H4 
613 


920 

4 

921 

202 

998 
909 


455 
853 
409 
592 
112 
722 
286 


802 

1010 

397 

35 

216 

854 


418 
703 


683 
403 
68^ 
406 
400 
401 
687 


Parts. 


1 

108 

2 

405 

1 

107 

2 

402 

1 

109 

3 

682 

3 

685 

2 

404 

2 

399 

3 

684 

5 

968 

2 

.390 

3 

691 
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Sabject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees,  i  Vol. 


HKyRY,  Daniel  M.,  Reports  made  by — ContiDued. 

Golladay,  J.  S.,  and  J.  \V.  Bowling; 

Guilbeaa,  Francis 

Hedgepeth,  William 

Ireland,  Amos 

Rendig,  T.  A 

Lemoo.  H.  H 

Lather,  Sidney  P 

Molndoe,  William 

Packard,  Isaiah 

Van  Cott,  John,  and  Samuel  Martin 

Walker,  C.  H 

Warner,  Robert  .-^ 

Hairy,  Philip 

HenUey,  Weslev 

Herbert,  Mrs.  Eliza  E 

HefT,  A.  H  ......  ...... .....J.... ...................... ........ 

Herrick,  Nancv  A 

Hervey,  Will  R 

Heaselberger,  Gustave  A 

Hewett,  C^arles 

HKwnr,  Goldsmith  W.  (Representative  from  Alabama),  Re- 
ports made  by : 

Abendend  roth,  William 

Barnes,  Gordon  B 

Barrett,  Lacinda 

Baxter,  William  Q 

Bogga,  Robert  P 

Chamberlain,  Josiab  B 

•  Chaae,  John  F 

Clark,  Ovid  H 

Clai7,  Daniel 

Daviea,  Elizabeth 

Ferrell,  Joseph  H 

Foster,  Ellen  B 

Frazee,  Mary 

Frits,  Geornce 

Ganett,  William  H 

Giltespie,  James  B 

Ciooding,  Andrew  A 

Groasman,  Henry... 

Gnthrie,  Louisa  J.,  etcU 

Haley,  John < 

Hall,  Elizabeth 

Hajca,  .Taroee  H 

Kenneally,  Mary 

Lawrence,  Lemuel  L • 

Lee,  William  H 

Loy,  Adaline  P 

Makin.  HujrhB 

Ifaxwell,  Maria  L 

McBryer,  John  H 

McKeerer,  Mary  F 

CBiian,  Agatha 

O'Hrian,  Michael 

Parrott,  Jacob 

Penaions  to  persons  who  served  in  the  Mexican  and  other  wars. 

Petenon,  Thomas  S 

Pyle,  Mary  Jane 

Reynolds,  William 

Rupert,  Jeptha 

Sackett,  Lncins 

Taonahill,  William  N 

Thompson,  Ratha  C 

Vaogban,  Catharine .■ 

Wiliiams,  Mary  D 


I 


Vol. 

No. 

Parte, 

5 

900 

5 

iK)l 

2 

389 

3 

690 

2 

:i&7 

2 

386 

3 

668 

1 
3 

56 
6^ 

2 

391 

1 

57 

2 

388 

2 

342 

5 

984 

1 

216 

2 

448 

1 

9 

1 

105 

2 

348 

3 

605 

2 

518 

4 

731 

5 

845 

4 

729 

4 

733 

2 

309 

2 

520 

2 

313 

1 

139 

4 

734 

5 

846 

2 

356 

5 

848 

3 

650 

4 

720 

1 

142 

2 

519 

4 

719 

1 

141 

3 

a52 

4 

7:i5 

4 

722 

4 

738 

1 

140 

2 

527 

4 

723 

1 

144 

3 

651 

5 

847 

2 

521 

2 

517 

4 

725 

4 

727 

1 

64 

2 

310 

4 

7.36 

4 

724 

4 

730 

2 

312 

4 

728 

1 

143 

4 

726 

2 

311 

XX 
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Subject  of  ReportSi  by  wbom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Hewitt,  Goldsmith  W.,  Reports  made  by — Continaed. 

Williamson,  Martha  A 

Wilson,  Marcellns 

Winans.  Lewis  £ 

Wolfe,  6eorge 

Hewett,  Thomas  W 

Heymes,  Matilda  and  Mary 

Higgins,  Andrew  F 

Higley,  Henry  W 

Hill,  James  N.  and  H.  C 

Hicchman,  Dalton 

Hines,  William 

Hixon,  Amos 

Hobbs,  George 

Holland,  John 

HoUiugsworth.  Benjamin 

Hollis,  Othniel  P 

Holman,  James  D 

Holroyd,  John 

Creek  orphan  claims 

Warren,  Henry 

Hopper,  Bridget  T 

Horner,  William 

Hooe,  EmilieR 

HoOKKR,  Charlks  E.  (Representative  from  Mississippi),  Reports 
made  by : 

Hospital,  Marine,  Saint  Paul 

Hospital,  eye,  ear,  and  throat 

House,  John  F.  (Representative  from  Tennessee),  Reports  made 
by: 

Texas  Pacific  Railroad 

Texas  Pacific  Railroad 

Houston,  Sarah 

Hl'bbelt^  Jay  A.  (Representative  from  Michigan),  Reports  made 
by: 

Light-house  and  fog-signnl  on  Ronnd  Island 

Light-bouse  at  Pere  Marquette 

Light-house  at  Pent  Water 

Steam  fog-signal  at  Stannard's  Rook 

Vessels  not )  repelled  by  steam  or  sail 

Hull,  Elizabeth  R , 

Humes,  Susan 

HuMPiiUBY,  H.  L.  (Representative  from  Wisconsin),  Re^rt  made 
by: 

Construction  of  certain  public  buildings 

Hunt,  Catharine  D 

Hurl bert,  Timothy  J 

Hurst,  Fielding 

Huston,  George 

Hyde,  William  A 

L 

Immigration,  Chinese , 

Improvement  of  Mississippi  River 

Indian  Affairs,  Committee  on,  Reports  from — 

Arrears  due  Chickasaw  Nation 

Arrears  due  Chickasaw  Nation 

Brothertown  Indian  reservation 

Choctaw  Nation  of  Indians    

Counsel  fees  in  Osage  land  suits 

Ci*eek  orphans' claim 

Culver,  F.B 

Eastern  band  of  Cherokee  Indians 

Election  of  Delegate  from  Indian  Territory , 

Election  of  Delegate  from  Indian  Territory 


4 
3 
4 
4 
2 
2 
5 
3 
2 
4 
2 
1 
1 
2 
3 
2 
1 
2 
2 


5 
1 
1 
5 
5 
1 


1 
3 
4 


2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
2 
3 


5 
2 
4 
4 
1 
2 


1 
3 

2 
3 
1 
2 
2 
5 
1 
2 
4 
1 


Parte. 


721 
653 
737 
732 
511 
319 
843 
659 
449 
717 
487 
184 
74 
505 
756 
340 
197 
275 
593 


905 
227 
21 
961 
980 
235 


238 
619 
795 


419 
420 
421 
114 
115 
512 
603 


1006 
331 
758 
820 
154 
347 


240 
714 

354 
808 

37 
251 
377 
905 
228 
466 
807 

95 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Invalid  Pensions,  Committee  on,  Reports  from— Continued. 

Bruner,  Frederick  R 

Buchanan,  James 

Buck,  Charlotte 

Buckley,  William 

Bu^bee,  Charles  H 

Bullard,  William 

Burroughs,  Thomas -. 

Butler,  Robert 

Carter,  Julia  Ann 

Cassidy,  Isabella 

Ceville,  Eliza 

Chamberlain,  Josiah  B 

Chambers,  Horace  A.,  heirs  of 

Chase,  John  F 

Chewning,  Renbin  J 

Clark,  Ovid  H 

Clary,  Daniel 

Clippiuffer,  Annie  M 

Cobaugb,  William  D 

Coggswell,  William 

Colony,  Margaret  R 

Compton,  Daniel 

Cook,  James  H 

Corlett,  John  6 *. 

Corl,  Michael  S 

Cothran,  John  B 

Cotton,  Jane  D 

Crabbe,  Helen 

Craig,  Muria  B 

Crawley,  James  W 

Crawford,  Thomas 

Croman,  Jacob  Q 

Cross,  Thomas  R 

Cross,  Mary  Bradley 

Crubaugh,  Zepheniah 

Curby,  Abraham 

Danlon,  John 

Davenport,  Levi  C 

Davis,  Elizabeth 

Davis,  Rachael  A 

Davis,  William  S 

Day,  Charles  H 

Decker,  Selar  B 

Deery,  William  H 

De  Haven,  Mary  N 

Delay  of  bnsinesa  in  Pension  Bureau 

Denney,  George 

Denene,  William 

De  Witt,  I.  Clinton 

Dillinger,  John 

Dillon,  William  B 

Dodson,  Bigsley  £ 

Donnelly,  Daniel 

Doty,  De  Forest  T 

Dunbar,  Isabella 

Edmondsun,  Catharine  S 

Edwards,  Harriet  E 

Edwards,  William  H 

Egbert,  Caroline  M 

Ellis,  John  F 

Evans,  Isabella  L 

Evans,  Julia  S.  W 

Fairly,  Agnes 

Failey,  Annie 

Farrar,  Nelson  M 


Vol. 

No. 

Parts. 

2 

536 

4 

753 

4 

571 

3 

64d 

2 

581 

1 

162 

2 

333 

2 

526 

4 

740 

1 

172 

2 

530 

2 

309 

4 

751 

2 

520 

1 

24 

2 

313 

1 

139 

2 

339 

3 

649 

2 

558 

1 

131 

1 

145 

5 

879 

5 

872 

4 

783 

5 

973 

1 

135 

4 

763 

2 

176 

5 

873 

1 

26 

5 

5-^4 

4 

743 

2 

573 

1 

322 

1 

161 

5 

870 

2 

586 

4 

734 

4 

768 

1 

87 

1 

173 

4 

759 

2 

357 

5 

972 

2 

352 

5 

877 

2 

580 

2 

332 

5 

869 

6 

602 

2 

561 

2 

585 

3 

594 

2 

299 

5 

970 

2 

302 

4 

764 

5 

793 

2 

563 

3 

567 

2 

298 

1 

134 

2 

554 

2 

551 
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Sabjeet  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Ikyaud  Pensions,  Committee  on.  Reports  from — Continaed. 

Fegmn,  Christopher 

Ferrel],JohDH 

Fechtels,  Helena 

Fish,  Dudley  A 

Fisbboroe,  Henry 

Flock,  Herman 

Flynn,  John 

FoimU,  WiUiam  8 

Fony,  Abraham 

Foster,  Ellen  B 

Frailey,  Eliza  H 

Frazee,  Mary 

Freil,  Levi  J 

Frey,  John 

Frits,  George 

Fnlks,  Elizabeth 

Galezio,  Charles  G *. 

Gallagher,  Catharine  H 

Garrett,  William  H 

Gavin,  John 

Gatea,  H.  Lonisa 

Genunill,  Catharine 

George,  Esther  A 

George,  Stephen  L 

Gibson,  William..... 

Gillespie,  James  B 

Gillespie,  John  B 

Glacklin,  Patrick 

Gooding,  Andrew  A 

Gordon,  James  R 

Goss,  Sarah  J 

Goald,WiUiam  H 

Grace,Jacob  M 

Grassmao,  Henry.... 

Grove,  George..*.. 

Gmbbins,  John 

Gaitbrie,  Lonisa  J.,  et  a2 

Hadley,  Henry 

HaffonJ,  William 

Haile.Mary  C 

Halbert,  Nathaniel 

Haley,  John 

Hallam,  Hannah 

Hall,  Elizabeth 

Hall,  Johns 

Halstead,  Calvin 

Hamilton,  Mrs.  Sarah 

Hamlink,  Derrick  F 

Hare,  Elizabeth  B.C 

Harpending,  Hiram  G.,  children  of 

Harris,  Catharine 

Harris,  Mary  G 

Harris,  Jane  A 

Harrison,  George  A ■ 

Haviland,  Abby  C 

Ha  wley,  Caroline 

Hawes,  James  H 

Held,  Charles 

Hennessey,  Augnstine ^ 

Henry,  Philip 

Hewitt,  Charles 

Hewitt,  Thomas  W 

Heymes,  Matilda  and  Mary 

JBi^mas,  Andrew  ^.. 

Higlej,  Honry  W. , 


Vol. 

No. 

Parts. 

5 

844 

5 

846 

5 

837 

1 

169 

4 

773 

2 

320 

1 

45 

4 

776 

4 

744 

2 

356 

5 

858 

5 

848 

2 

515 

2 

359 

3 

650 

5 

960 

2 

327 

2 

355 

4 

720 

5 

867 

5 

878 

4 

778 

2 

529 

2 

577 

4 

779 

1 

142 

4 

796 

5 

842 

2 

519 

4 

771 

2 

555 

2 

337 

2 

549 

4 

719 

2 

343 

5 

865 

1 

141 

2 

531 

1 

167 

3 

600 

5 

963 

3 

652 

4 

745 

4 

735 

1 

130 

3 

789 

2 

565 

3 

660 

2 

361 

5 

855 

2 

540 

2 

545 

2 

546 

5 

981 

5 

as3 

3 

592 

4 

722 

5 

854 

5 

968 

2 

342 

3 

605 

2 

511 

2 

319 

5 

843 
6^9 

I 

3 
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Subject  of  Reporsty  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Invalid  Pensions,  Committee  on,  Reports  from — Continued. 

Hincbman,Dalton 

HizBon,AmoM 

Hollingswortb,  Benjamin 

Hollis,  Othniel  P 

Hooe.Emilie  R 

Hopper,  Bridget  T 

Homer,  William 

Honston,  Sarah 

Hull,  Elizabeth  R 

Humes,  Susan 

Hunt,  Catharine  I) 

Hurlbut,  Timothy  J 

Huston,  George 

Increasing  pensions  in  certain  cases 

Ingle,  MefviDa 

Irons,  Oliver  H 

Irving,  Arthur  W 

Jackson,  Michael 

Johnson,  James 

Keele,  A.  B  ,  guardian,  &c 

Keenah,  Margaret 

Kelly,  Thomas 

Kenneally,  Mary 

Kenny,  Miriam  V 

Kinder,  Jefferaon 

Kinkead,  Alexander 

Kinsella,  Patrick 

Koeniger.  Anna 

Kegel,  John 

Kuhlman,  Joanna 

Langland,  John 

Lanman,  Adu  Cornelia 

Lawrence,  George 

Lawrence,  Lemuel  L 

Leafify,  Bridget 

Leamy,  George  W 

Lebow,Mary  J 

Lee,  William  H 

Leonard,  Harriet 

Lewis,  Edwin  F 

Ley  ford,  Emily  H .• 

Lienrance,  Esther  E 

Livingstone,  Robert  W 

Lovell,  Margaret  S 

Lowry,  Thomas 

Loy,  AdalineP 

Makin,Hagh  B 

Marshall,  Susan  W 

Martin,  Daniel  W 

Martin, Mary 

Mason,  James  G 

Maxwell,  Maria  L 

Maxwell,  Rebecca  C 

Mayhew,  James 

McBruyer,  John  H 

McCalla,  Theodore  H 

McCklland,  Nancy  E 

McComb,  David 

McCoy,  Dr.  George 

McDonald, Robert  A..... 

McGiuniss,  Dennis 

McGinty,  Michael 

Mcln  tyre,  John 

Mclntyre,  Mary  D 

McKee,  Jane 


Vol. 

No. 

Parts. 

4 

717 

1 

184 

4 

756 

2 

340 

3 

593 

, 

1 

21 

5 

961 

4 

795 

2 

512 

3 

603 

2 

331 

4 

758 

1 

154 

2 

431 

5 

959 

3 

646 

2 

572 

2 

544 

5 

863 

5 

967 

1 

146 

2 

587 

4 

7:i8 

2 

317 

4 

741 

5 

861 

5 

856 

3 

598 

2 

548 

2 

538 

2 

324 

4 

798 

4 

782 

1 

140 

5 

974 

4 

762 

2 

543 

2 

527 

1 

152 

1 

166 

1 

165 

.'» 

955 

2 

315 

2 

534 

5 

978 

4 

723 

1 

144 

2 

588 

1 

138 

1 

171 

2 

303 

3 

651 

1 

20 

4 

791 

5 

847 

5 

965 

3 

617 

4 

747 

1 

19 

5 

980 

4 

794 

4 

746 

3 

657 

1 

89 

5 

852 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Invalid  Pensions.  Committee  on,  Reports  from— Continued 

Reilly,Jobn  H 

Reiving,  Henry 

Reuss.  Dr.  P.  F 

Reynolds,  William • 

Riley,  James 

Roberts,  Elizabeths 

Roberts,  Perley  P < 

Roberts,  Jonathan 

Robertson,  Samael  B • 

Robinson,  Jere 

Robinson,  Martha  J 

Rogers,  Henry 

Roy.  Kate  Louisa 

Roylston,  William 

Rubert,  Jeptha 

Russell,  E.  J.,  widow  of 

Ruth,  Jacob  F 

Ryan,  Benjamin  S < 

Ryan,  Mary  E 

Ryne,  Hamilton 

Sackett,  Lncius 

Sanders.  Benjamin 

Sohenck,  Esther  K 

Scott,  Rebecca  T 

Saarle,  Sarah 

Semple,  James  Y 

Sheets,  Catharine 

Shieber,  John 

Shields,  General  James 

Shulti8,W.  H 

Silvers,  George 

Smith,  Frederick  W 

Smith,  Pamelia 

Snider,  Frank 

Somers,  Matthew 

Sprague,  tienry 

Spradlin,  Cynthia 

Staplin,  George  W 

Steif,  Caroline 

Stephenson,  William  W 

Stiuson,Adam  S : 

Stinson,  Samuel,  jr 

Stone,  Elizabeth  D 

Stone,  Elizabeth  D 

Stover,  Mary  J 

Stringbam,  Henrietta 

Stuter,  John  M 

Tannahil,  William  N , 

Taylor,  John  L 

Teagarden,  Elizabeth 

Thew,  James  H 

Theyson,  Henry 

Thomas,  Georgine 

Thomas,  Josephine  DaC 

Thomas,  Josephine  DaC 

Thompson,  James  W 

Thompson,  Rutha  C 

Thompson,  Mary  T 

Thon,  Phillip 

Tiedeman,  Lewis  Christopher • 

Tilman,  Jonathan  R 

Tinney,  Almira 

Tinslevt  Ann 

Totten,  Elizabeth 

Totteu,Jnlia  H 


Vol. 

No. 

Parts. 

2 

,547 

1 

46 

2 

300 

4 

724 

4 

752 

3 

591 

2 

344 

2 

576 

1 

164 

3 

601 

3 

645 

2 

301 

1 

133 

2 

297 

4 

730 

5 

971 

3 

655 

2 

560 

5 

954 

2 

358 

2 

312 

5 

840 

3 

569 

2 

363 

5 

977 

1 

132 

2 

308 

1 

85 

2 

539 

1 

170 

2 

334 

2 

579 

1 

90 

5 

851 

2 

559 

1 

44 

4 

754 

4 

766 

5 

953 

3 

599 

1 

84 

2 

294 

1 

23 

3 

616 

5 

850 

1 

150 

5 

849 

4 

728 

5 

876 

2 

323 

2 

5:J2 

1 

174 

4 

739 

1 

iJSO 

2 

330 

2 

525 

1 

143 

2 

306 

4 

755 

5 

975 

1 

151 

4 

765 

1 

182 

1 

175 

1 

158 
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Subject  of  Beports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


JarmaD,  Willis 

Jeffrey,  Rosa  V 

Jeffreys,  R' sa  V.,  e<  a^ 

Jenkins,  Thornton  A — .. 

Jenkins,  Thornton  A 

Jessup,  Alfred  D 

Jobe.G.  W 

Johnston,  James 

Johnson,  Claude  M.,  heirs  of 

Johnson,  Hiram,  et  al 

Johnson,  James 

Jones,  Frank  (Representative  from  New  Hampshire),  Reports 
made  by : 

Anderson,  Sam ael  T 

Grabam,  J.  D 

Kehey,  James  E.^  et  al 

Marston,  Lieut.  Col.  Ward 

Pay-officers'  clerks  in  the  Navy 

Ricbai'dson,  A.  H 

Jones,  John  S.  (Representative  from  Ohio),  Reports  made  by : 

Casey,  Stephen 

Duvall,  William  T 

Electrical  annunciators 

Gleason,  Andrew 

Jessup,  Alfred  D 

Jones,  Patrick  H 

Looney,  Dennis , 

Public  buildings  in  certain  cities 

Jones,  John 

Jones,  Patrick  H 

Jones,  John  Rice,  heirs  of. 

Joseph,  Richard 

Joyce,  Ciiahlks  H.  (Representative  from  Vermoot),  Reports 
madA  by : 

Barber,  Miles 

Bates,  James  C 

Bradford,  Sarah  H , 

Brown,  Thomas  W 

Burroughs,  Thomas , 

Cassady,  Isabella , 

Corlett,  John  S 

Craig,  Mary  B » 

Crawle V,  James  W , 

Davis,  William  S 

Day,  Charles  H , 

Dennev,  George , 

DeW'itt,  I.Clinton 

Doty,  DeFore^tT 

Fish,  Dudley  A 

Frey,  John 

Gates,  H.  Louisa , 

Gemmill,  Catharine 

GibHon,  William , 

Gould,  William  H , 

Haffords,  William 

Hare,  Elizabeth  B.  C 

Hawley,  Caroline 

Hove,  EmilieR 

Hunt,  Catharine  D 

Lanman,  Ann  Cornelia • 

Lawrence,  George 

Lewis,  Edwin  F 

Martin,  Mary 

Mercer,  Samuel  and  Mary  F 

Nott,  Oscar  B 

Parker,  W.H 


3 
1 
2 
3 
3 
5 
2 
5 
2 
I 
1 


3 
3 
2 
3 
5 
5 

5 
5 
I 
5 
5 
5 
5 
1 
1 
^ 
I 
2 


2 
3 
.5 
1 
2 
1 
5 
1 
5 
1 
I 
5 
2 
3 
1 
2 
5 
4 
4 
2 
1 
2 
3 
3 
2 
4 
4 
1 
1 
1 
4 
1 


Parts. 


612 
215 
441 
637 
638 
1003 
256 
863 
441 
214 
202 


630 
631 
279 
632 
941 
940 

892 
889 

52 

891 

1003 

890 

893 

53 
110 
890 
223 
396 


360 
595 
875 
168 
333 
172 
872 
176 
873 
87 
173 
877 
332 
594 
169 
359 
878 
778 
779 
337 
167 
361 
592 
593 
331 
798 
782 
166 
171 
178 
797 
179 


T 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  wbom  made,  and  from  Tvhat  Committees.      Vol.      No. 


Keifrr,  J.  Warrkn,  Reports  made  by — Continued. 

DeLeon,  Santiago 

Heater,  John 

Keene,  Alderson  T 

Methodist  Church,  Charlestown,  W.  Va , 

Methodist  Church,  Clarksburg,  W.  Va 

Nelson,  M.  A.  C 

Nutt,  Julia 

Parvin  &  Green 

Plnmmer,  Francis  H 

Slemaker,  Ellen  Q 

Zumstein,  John 

Kelsey,  James  E.,  et  a2 

Kelley,  Thomas 

Kelley,  Moses  J 

Keltner,  John 

Kenney,  Meriam  V 

Kendig,  T.  A 

Kenxa,  John  E.  (Representative  from  West  Virginia),  Reports 
made  by : 

Chincoteague  Bay,  day  beacon 

Fog-bell  ou  South  Farallon  Island,  California 

Lightrhouse  at  Little  Traverse  Bay 

Kenneally,  Mary 

Key  West,  Florida,  public  buildings  in 

Kiernan,  John 

KiMMEL,  WiLUAM  (Representative  from  Maryland),  Reports  made 
by: 

Byrd,  Bright 

Enlistment  Ju  the  Navy 

Lynn,  James  H , 

Mead,  Henry  M , 

Moore,  Jane 

Seaman,  Laura , 

Todd,  Captain  John  G 

King,  James  S 

Kinder  Jefferson 

Kincaid,  Alexander 

Kinsella,  Patrick , 

Knott,  J.  Pkoctor  (Representative  from  Kentucky),  Reports 
made  by : 

Arrest  and  imprisonment  of  Hon.  Robert  Smalls 

Distribution  of  the  Geneva  award 

Lands  sold  for  direct  taxes 

Ptrry,  Charles  A    , 

Knox,  Lieut.  Thomas  T 

Knoxville,  Tennessee,  Commercial  Bank 

Koeniger,  Annie 

Kogel,  John 

Kublman,  Johanna 

Kurtz,  Elizabeth 

L. 

La  Crosse,  Wisconsin,  public  buildings  at 

Lancaster,  Leonard  L 

Land-scrip,  location  of,  in  certain  States 

Land'Bcrip,  location  of 

Land-grants  to  railroads  forfeited 

Land-claim,  Sntton-Arnejo 

Lands  located  on  military  warrants 

Lands  sold  for  direct  taxes 

Langford,  William  G 

Langland,  John 

Laninan,  Ann  Cornelia , 


\iSol. 

No. 

Parts 

5 

1013 

1 

35 

1 

212 

5 

1009 

5 

1008 

I 

229 

4 

710 

5 

1016 

5 

1015  1 

5 

1014 

1 

213 

2 

279 

2 

587 

^ 

980 

2 

501 

2 

317 

2 

337 

4 

817 

4 

7H8 

1 

116 

4 

738 

5 

1006 

2 

468 

3 

644 

2 

432 

2 

268 

1 

94 

3 

643 

3 

642 

2 

269 

1 

72 

4 

741 

5 

861 

5 

856 

1 

100 

3 

663 

5 

908 

2 

437 

2 

264 

2 

369 

3 

59^ 

2 

548 

2 

538 

2 

504 

5 

1006 

2 

261 

2 

249 

2 

248 

5 

911 

2 

46:^ 

4 

707 

1/-^ 

5 

908 

4 

830 

2  ! 

374 

4 

798 
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Subject  of  ReportSi  by  whom  m»de,  and  from  what  Committees. 


LonisiaDa  land-scrip 

Lovell,  Mrs.  Marsaret  I 

Low  grounds  in  Washington  City 

Lowry,  Thomas 

Loy,  AdalineP 

Loyal,  Beniamin  P 

Luther,  Sidney  P 

LuTTRELL,  John  K.  (Representative  from  California),  Report 
made  by : 

Texas  and  Pacific  Railroad 

Lyford,  Emily  H 

Lynch.  Bernard 

Lyuchbnrg,  Va.,  public  buildings 

Lyndb,  William  Pitt  (Representative  from  Wisconsin),  Reports 
made  by : 

Clark,  C.  C 

Rea,  James 

Lynn,  James  H 

M. 

Mackey,  L.  a.  (Representative  from  Pennsylvania),  Reports  made 
by: 

Anderson,  Syvert  A , 

Bell,  Sarah  A 

Blancett,  William 

Booker,  Ed  ward 

Bowers,  Catharine '. 

Butler,  Robert 

Ceville,  Eliza 

Corl,  Michael  S 

Cothran,  John  B 

Cotton,  Jane  D 

Deery,  William  H 

DeHaven,MaryN 

Delay  of  business  in  Pension  Bureau 

Edmoudson,  Catharine  S 

Edwards,  Harriet  E „.. 

Frailey,  Eliza  H 

George,  Esther  A 

Gillespie,  John  B 

Iladley,  Henry 

Houston,  Sarah 

Jackson,  Jarvis 

Kinoaid,  Alexander 

Martin,  Daniel  W 

Mason,  James  G 

McClure,  Alexander 

McGinnis,  Dennis • 

Mclntyre,  John 

McNamara,  Francis  B 

Miller,  Abram  V 

Mitchell,  David,  and  Mary  Fuller 

Mitchell,  Lucy  J 

Monroe,  James 

Munroe,  Alice  B - 

Naylor,  Ruth  Isabella 

Pensions  for  loss  of  one  foot  and  one  hand 

Quentine,  Regina 

Qninn,  Robert 

Reiving,  Henry 

Rogers,  Henry 

Russell,  E.J 

Sears,  Mary  J 

Sipple,  Heiirv 

Small,  Daniel 


2 
2 
4 
5 
4 
2 
3 


1 
1 
o 
5 


5 
5 
2 


Parts. 


249 
534 
814 
978 
723 
278 
688 


238 

165 

902 

1006 


1005 

1004 

2&:j 


3 

658 

2 

528 

3 

640 

2 

499 

2 

292 

2 

526 

2 

530 

4 

783 

5 

973 

1 

135 

2 

a57 

5 

972 

2 

352 

5 

970 

2 

302 

5 

858 

2 

529 

4 

796 

2 

531 

4 

795 

2 

493 

5 

861 

1 

138 

2 

303 

2 

498 

4 

794 

3 

657 

2 

524 

1 

136 

3 

641 

2 

305 

2 

492 

5 

860 

1 

137 

5 

862 

2 

•  304 

2 

494 

1 

46 

2 

301 

5 

971 

2 

497 

2 

293 

1 

125 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees.  |  Vol. 


McDavitt,  Edj^ar 

McDeriMott,  Georjje 

McDonald,  Robert  A 

McGarrahan,  William 

McGill,  John  D 

McGiuuis,  Dennis 

McGinty,  Michael 

McGowAX,  J.  H.  (Representative  from  Michigan),  Reijorts  made 

by- 

Herrick,  Nancy  A 

Clark,  Annie  M 

Rio  Hondo  land-claims 

McGregor,  James •• 

McGannigle,  Isabella  R 

Mclndoe,  William 

Mclntyre,  John 

Mclntyre,  Mary  D 

McKay,  Donald 

McKay,  Nathaniel 

McKee,  Jane 

McKee,  John 

McKeever,  Mary  F 

McMahon,  Joun  a.  (Representative  from  Ohio),  Reports  made 

by- 

Marrtou,  Patrick  P 

McNamara,  Francis  B 

McNamara,  Mary 

McNeal,  E.  P 

McTaggart,  Mattie 

Meade  and  Spencer 

Meade,  Henry  M 

Meagher,  Peter 

Meighan,  Mary 

Meixsell,  Anna  M 

Mellou,  August* , 

Members  of  Congress,  mileage  of  (first  session,  No.  2) 

Memphis,  Tenn.,  castom-house 

Menomnee  Harbor,  light-house  at 

Mercer,  Samuel  ana  Mary  F 

Metcalfe,  Lyne  S.,  (Representative  from  Missouri),  Reports  made 
bjr— 

Allen,  Mrs.  Mary  A 

Bratton,  Joseph 

Buchanan,  James 

Chambers,  Horace  A.,  heirs  of 

Decker,  Selor  B 

Harrison,  George  A 

Holliugsworth,  Benjamin 

Ilurlbut,  Timothy  J 

Lowry,  Thomas 

McDonald,  Robert  A 

Payne,  Samuel  L 

Putman,  Daniel  C 

Riley,  James 

Spradlin,  Cynthia 

Thon.Philip 

Truett,  William 

Vallandingham,  John  O 

Vashage,  Annie 

Ward,  Joseph 

Wilson,  Samuel  J 

Winters,  Nathan  A 

Merritt,  William  H [M 

Methodist  Church,  Charleston,  W.  Va 

Methodist  Church,  Clarksburg,  W.Va 

Mexican  awards 


2 
4 

5 
5 

4 
4 


1 
2 
1 
1 
3 
I 
3 
I 
2 
2 
5 
4 
2 


2 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
1 
3 
2 
4 
3 
1 
4 
4 
1 


4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
5 
4 
4 
5 
5 
1 
4 
4 
4 
4 
1 
4 
4 
4 
5 
4 
2 
5 
.5 


No.     Parts. 


444 

oeo 

951 
633 
794 
746 


0 
464 
222 
226 
63,5 

56 
637 

89 
274 
271 
a52 
705 
521 


434 
524 
148 
443 
341 
376 
94 
6.34 
542 
774 
647 
2 
816 
82:^ 
178 


US 

799 

753  , 

751 

759 

981 

756 

758 

978 

98() 

186 

801  , 

752 

754 

755 

185 

757  , 

749 

800 

979 

750 

392 
1009 
1008  ' 
27 
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Sabject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Vol.      No. 


Parts. 


Military  Affairs,  Committee  on — Continued. 

Payment  of  certain  State  debts 

Pensler,  Au^st 

Plowman,  Henry. 

Poindexter,  John  S 

Pratt,  Joseph  K 

Quentin,  Julins 

Roberts,  Charles  S 

Rnby,  James  M 

Scott,  Robert 

Sconden,  Peler 

Sconden,  Peter 

Segar,  Thomas  W 

Shngart,  John  H.  and  Robert  F 

Smith,  Charles  B.,  heirs  of 

Smith,  James 

Stanhope,  Philip  W 

Steele,  Mason  A 

Stone,  D.  C 

Summers,  Charles  G 

Summers,  Charles  O 

Thompson,  Francis  B 

Turner,  Junius  T 

Vinnedge,  Alexander  M 

Von  Haacke,  Adolph 

Western  Railroad  Company,  Minnesota 

Welcb,  James 

Wilkinson,  Henry  E 

Williamson,  John  E , 

Wood,  Charles  W 

Wood,  Capt.  J.  D 

Wood,  Wesley 

Military  warrants,  lands  located  with 

Miller,  Aaron  H 

Miller,  Abram  V 

Miller,  Hillborn  C 

Miller,  Rose 

Miller,  John  S 

Miller,  William  A 

Millsaps,  Marion 

Mills,  William 

Mincer,  John 

M1NR8  AND  Mining,  Committee  on,  Reports  from  : 

Whit«wood  Flume  Company 

Minnesota,  supplies  furnished  Sioux  Indians  in , 

Minnesota  Western  Railroad  Company 

Mississippi  River,  improvement  of. 

Missouri  Cavalry,  Filteenth  and  Sixteenth  Volunteers 

Missouri  land  scrip , 

Mitchell,  David , 

Mitchell,  Lucy  J 

Mizelle,  Cynthia  A 

Monroe,  James 

Montana,  claims  of  citizens  of , 

Montgomery,  Alabama,  cemetery  lot 

Montgomery,  R.  H 

Monument,  Grant-Pemberton 

Moore,  Florence  V 

Moore,  Jane 

Moore,  Jennie  K 

Moore,  Mary  H 

Mooreland,  James 

Morgan,  Cn\RLES  H.  (Rei^resentative  from  Missouri),  Reports 
made  by : 

Brothertown  Indian  Reservation 

Eastern  band  of  Cherokee  Indians 

Saaford,  D.  G.  and  D.  A 


1 
1 

1 
2 
2 
5 
2 
1 
1 
2 
2 
5 
2 
1 
2 
1 

■» 

o 

5 

5 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

5 

4 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

2 

5 

■» 

y 
4 
2 
4 
5 
2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
1 
4 


1 
2 
2 


68 
70 
254 
ttl 
489 
472 
988 
476 

m 

82 
485 
480 
982 
262 

11 
253 

77 
990 
996 
997 

10 
482 

76 
471 
252 

69 
260 
282 

10 
479 
994 
707 
574 
130 

67 
29() 

30 
163 
566 
469 
^57 

887 
833 
:i52 
714 
992 
249 
641 
305 
514 
492 
285 
483 
246 
288 
314 
643 
695 
153 
770 


37 
466 
465 


1-2 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  aod  from  what  Commlttee8. 


Naval  Affairs,  Committee  on,  Reports  from — CoDtianed. 

Jenkins,  Thorntou  A 

Kane,  Aloysins  J 

Kelsey,  James  E.,  ef  aZ 

League  Island  navy-yard 

Loyal,  Benjamin  P 

Lynn,  James  H 

Macomb,  David  B 

Malster,  William  T 

Marston,  Lieutenant-Colonel  Ward 

McCrca,  Commander  Edward  P 

McGill,JohnD 

McGunnigle,  Isabella  R 

McKay,  Donald 

McKay,  Nathaniel 

Meade,  Henry  M 

Meagher,  Peter 

Morrison,  James  H 

Movable  torpedoes 

Naval  contractors 

Navy  and  Marine  Corps  Life  Insurance , 

Nicholson,  Somerville 

Odell,  J.  J 

Pay  officers*  clerks  in  the  Navy 

Pay  of  retired  rear-admirals 

Potts,  Howard  D 

Prize-money  to  fleet-officers 

Quarantine  hospital  in  Hampton  Roads 

Ram  Albemarle 

Reaney,  Son,  &  Archibald 

Relief  of  certain  naval  officers 

Relief  of  officers  of  the  Navy 

Removal  of  Naval  Observatory 

Richardson,  A.  H 

Secor  &  Co.  and  Perine,  Secor  &Co 

Sale  of  land  in  Wallabout  Bay 

Todd,  Capt.  John  G 

Torpedoes,  movable 

Varney,  William  H 

Von  Cort,  Mrs.  C.  A 

Waltemeyer,  J 

Weeks,  Asa 

Wilson,  Theodore  D 

Naval  contractors,  relief  of  certain 

Naval  Observatory,  removal 

Naval  officers,  relief  of  certain 

Naval  officers,  relief  of 

Navy,  board  of  assistants  for 

Navy,  chaplains  in  the., 

Navy,  civil  engineers  in 

Navy  Department,  contracts  of 

Navy,  enlistments  in 

Navy  and  Marine  Corps  Life  Insurance 

Navy,  officers  of  the 

Navy,  pay-officers  clerks  in  the 

Navy -yard.  League  Island 

Nay  lor,  Ruth  Isabella 

Neale,John  T 

Nebraska,  additional  Representative  from 

Nelson,  M.  A.  C 

Netterfield,  Herman 

Newman,  W.  H 

New  Mexico,  Armejo-Sutton  land  claim  in 

New  York  Cavalry,  Twenty-first  Regiment 

Nichols,  John  R 

Nicholson,  Thomas  A.  (first  session, No.  4.) 


Vol. 

1 

i 
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i 
638 

1 

41 
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279  I 

f) 

b34  ! 

2 

278 

2 

2G8  1 

3 

t)2:i  1 

2 

290  1 

A 

032  1 

3 

628 

3 

633 
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635  1 
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274 

2 

271  1 

1 

94 

3 

634  1 

5 

9^*^  1 

5 

943  1 

2 

272  1 

5 

926  , 

5 

928 

3 

iV.\i) 

5 

941 

fy 

937  ! 

1 

99  i 

5 

929  ; 

3 

629  1 

2 

97 

2 

273 

3 

636 

5 

934 

2 

454 

5 

940 

2 

270 

5 

932 

2 

269 

5 

943 

5 

939 

3 

627 

2 

281  1 

1 

63  1 

5 

933 

2 

272 

2 

4.54  1 

3 

636 

5 

934 

3 

m2 

5 

9,30  , 

5 

938  , 

4 

787  ! 

2 

432 

5 

926  ■ 

5 

934  1 

5 

941 
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8:J4 

1 

i:{7  1 

2 

451  1 

5 

923 

1 

229 

5 
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1 

8 

2 

463 

2 

289 

2 

429 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


Pacific  Railroad,  Committee  on— Continued. 

Pacific  Railroad,  Northern 

Pacific  Railroad,  Northern 

Pacific  Railroad,  Texas 

Page,  Horace  F.  (Representative  from  California),  Reports  made 
by  : 

Pottawatomie  Indian  treaty 

Settlers  in  Wind  River  Valley 

Paine,  Franklin 

Paine,  Samuel  L 

Palmer,  Sarah  C 

Paris  Exhibition,  majority  report,  ^.  firgf  oea«ion  No  3  nartaland2 
ParisExhibitiou,  minority  report,  5  "^®^  session,  iNo.  d,  parts  1  ana  £. 

Parker,  William  H 

Parrott,  Jacob 

Parvin  and  Greene 

Patents,  Committee  on,  reports  from: 

Bedford,  J.  W 

Patterson  vs.  Belford 

pATiERSox,  George  W.  (Representative  from  New  York),  Reports 
made  by : 

Cuuninp;ham,  Moses 

Keltner,  John '. 

Remick,  Rebecca  B 

W^heeler,  Eliashib  A 

Patterson,  Thomas  M.  (Representative  from  Colorado),  Reports 
made  by : 

Boundary-line  between  Colorado  and  Utah 

Donation  of  lot  in  Denver 

Lands  located  on  military-warrants 

Pay  of  letter-carriers 

Pay  of  rear-admirals,  retired 

Pay  officers'  clerks  in  the  Navv 

Payment  of  certain  debts  by  the  ij^vemmeut  in  the  several  States. 

Payment  of  judgments  against  the  United  States 

Peasley  and  McClary 

Pekin,  111.,  City  Distilling  Company 

Pelletier,  Antonio 

Pembina,  Territory  of 

Penitentiary  in  Dakota 

Penitentiary  in  Wyoming 

Pennycough,  James 

Penrose,  Valeria  C 

Pension  Bnreau,  delay  of  business  in 

Pension  for  the  loss  of  one  foot  and  one  hand 

Pensions,  increasing  certain 

Pensler,  August 

Pentwater,  Michigan,  light-house 

Pere  Marquette  light-house 

Ferine,  Secor  &  Co 

Perkins,  Daniel  W 

Perkins,  Wealthy 

Perrin,  Mrs.  F.  A 

Perry,  Charles  A. 

Perry,  Columbus  P 

Perry„  Dean  Fran^^ois 

Peterson,  R.  G 

Peterson,  Thomas  S 

Pharmacy  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

Phelps,  James  (Representative  from  Connecticut),  Reports  made 
by: 

Enterprise  Insurance  Company  of  Cincinnati 

Farrar,  W.  B 

Hall,  John  B 

Kearney,  Thomas 

Pollock,  WMlliam  J 


Vol.   No.  Parts 


3  I  618 
1  :  120 
3  I  619 


3 
1 
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4 
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4 
1 
5 
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5 
2 
2 

2 
5 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
1 
4 
2 
2 
3 
4 
3 
2 
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433 
835 
603 
186 
159 
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1  !  179 

4  I  727 

5  1  1016 

5  1017 
1    14 


2  500 

2  I  501 

1  i  129 

2  502 


5 
5 
5 
5 


708 
784 
707 
117 
937 
941 

68 
831 
682 
674 

51 
350 
915 
291 

:^ 

874 

;^2 

862 
431 

70 
421 
420 
270 

60 
7-81 
407 
437 
671 
826 
590 
310 
351 


944 

880 
916 

884 
882 
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Subjectof  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees.      Vol.       No    Parts. 


Price,  William  S.,  heirs  of 

President  and  Vice-President  of  the  United  States,  election  of... 

Preston,  Simon  M 

Printing,  Committee  on,  Report  from  : 

Wages  in  Government  Printing  Office 

Prisoners,  certain,  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

Private  claims  against  the  government 

Private  Land-Claims,  Committee  on,  Reports  from : 

Allen,  Lewis 

Bolton  claim 

Boundary  of  Las  Pulgas  Rancho 

Clark,  Anna  M 

Cramer,  Lieut.  Jacob,  heirs  of 

Duclozel,  Charles  Olivier 

Edwards,  Benjamin  E 

Granting  lands  to  city  of  Burlington,  Iowa 

Herrick,NancyA 

.Tont  s,  John  Rice,  heirs  of 

Perry,  Jean  Francois 

Rio  Hondo  land-claims , 

Scrip,  location  of  lands  with 

Scrip,  location  in  Florida,  Louisiana,  and  Missouri 

Settlers  on  certain  lands  in  California 

Sutton,  Josex)h,  land -claim 

Wilson,  Joseph  F 

Prize-money  to  fleet  officers , 

Protestant  Episcopal  Seminary  in  Virginia 

Providence,  R.  I.,  public  buildings  at 

Public  buildings  in  certain  cities 

Public  bnildings,  construction  of  certain , 

Public  Buildings  xsd  Grounds,  Committee  on,  Reports  from  : 

Casey,  Stephen 

Construction  of  certain  publio  buildings 

Dnvall,  William  T 

Electrical  annunciators 

Gleason,  Andrew 

Jessup,  Alfred  D , 

Jones,  Patrick  H 

Looney,  Dennis 

Memphis,  Ten  n.,  custom-house 

National  Museum  building 

Public  bnildings  in  certain  cities 

Public  building  at  Danville,  Va 

Public  grounds  in  Chicago,  title  to 

Public  Lands.  Committee  on,  Reports  from : 

Boundary  line  between  Colorado  and  Utah 

Donation  of  lot  in  Denver,  Colo 

Forfeiture  of  land-grants  to  certain  railroad  companies 

Fresh  water  on  Fore  Yuma  Desert 

Gee,  Henry 

Lands  located  on  military  warrants 

McGarrahan,  William 

Settlers  on  public  lands 

Settlers  on  Sascol  Ranch,  California 

Taxation  of  railroad  lands 

Pulling,  Thomas 

Putman,  Daniel  C 

Pyle,  Mary  Jane 


Q. 

Quarantine  Hospital,  Hampton  Roads,  Virginia 

Quarrel,  George 

Qnentin,RegiDa 

Quenten,  Lieut.  Julius 

Quinn,  Robert 
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1007 

9 

1 

223 

4 

826 

1 

222 

2 

248 

2 

249 

4 

811 

2 

463 
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Snbject  of  ReportSi  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees.     Vol.      No.     Parts. 


Reagan  John  H.  (Representative  from  Texas),  Reports  made 
by: 

Regulation  of  inter  State  commerce 1 

Regnlation  of  steam  vessels 1 

Reaney,  Son  &  Archibald 'si 

Rear-Admirals,  pay  of 5 

Records,  Fannie  £ 1 

Reed,  John  N 3 

Reed,  Miles  L 2 

Reese,  Elizabeth 2 

Reford,  Joseph  W 5 

Reform  in  the  Civil  Service,  Committee  on.  Reports  from  : 

Doorkeeper  of  the  Honse,  charges  against 2 

Private  claims  against  the  government 4 

Refunding  certain  taxes  on  manufactured  tobacco 5 

Reich,  Rebecca  C 2 

Reily,  JohnH 2 

Rbilly,  James  B.  (Representative  from  Pennsylvania),  Reports  ^ 
made  by : 

Crenshaw,  A.  L.  H 1 

Eraser,  J 3 

Garrison,  Nehemiah,  assignee '  3 

Perrv,  Columbus  F '  3 

Walker,  Dabney I 

Rowing,  Henry '  1 

Renick,  Rebecca  B '  1 

Representative  from  Nebraska,  additional 5 

Reuse,  Dr.  P.  F 2 

Revised  Statutes,  repeal  of  certain  sections  of 5 

Revision  of  the  Laws,  Committee  on  the,  R»*ports  from : 

Revised  Statutes,  repeal  of  certain  sections  of 5 

Revolutionary  Pensions,  Committee  on,  Reports  from : 

Ashby,  Daniel 3 

Blancett,  William 3 

Booker,  Edward 2 

Bowers,  Catharine 2 

Byrd,  Bright 3 

Ciiue,  Charles 4 

Cunningham,  Moses 2 

Desbrow,  Mary 2 

Dillahunty,  Lncinda  D 3 

Farwell,  Ebenezer 2 

Fran  keberger,  William 2 

Guthrie,  John 3 

Harrison,  Mrs.  Sidney  A 3 

Holland,  John 2 

Jackson,  Jarvis 1 2 

Jarwan,  Svillis 3 

Kiltner,  John 2 

Kurtz,  Elizabeth *> 

McClure,  Alexander 2 

Mitchell,  David  and  Mary  Fuller 3 

Monroe,  James 2 

Moore,  .Fane 3 

Paine,  Franklin 2 

Phillip,  George  W 3 

Quinn,  Robert 2 

Reniick,  Rebecca  B I 

Rogers,  Sallie 3 

Seamen,  Laura 3 

Sears,  Mary  J 2 

Sipple,  Henry 2 

Slawson,  Charles 1 

Small,  David 1 

StallingH.  Jesse 3 

Sutton,  Leroy  D 3 


245 

62 

273 

937 

H6 

669 

335 

362 

1017 

422 

H12 
946 
550 
547 


217 

670 
672 
671 
21H 
46 
129 
923 
300 
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654 
640 
499 
292 
644 
713 
500 
507 
607 
509 
.508 
611 
613 
505 
493 
612 
.501 
,504 
49H 
041 
41»2 
643 
503 
610 
2*)4 
129 
()15 
642 
497 
293 
12H 
125 
(>09 
614 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committees. 


KiCF,  William  W.,  Reports  made  by — Continued. 

Northern  Pacific  Railroad 

Pacific  Railroad  commissioners 

Richards,  Amelia  A.H 

Richardson,  A.  H 

Richardson  rs,  Rainey 

Riddle,  Haywood  Y.  (Representative  from  Tennessee),  Reports 
made  by : 

Allison,  James  M 

Artzt,  Theodore 

Brewster,  Victoria  L 

Brnner,  Frederick  R 

Buck,  Charlotte 

Carter,  Julia  Ann 

Coggswell,  William • 

Cross,  Thomas  R 

Dodson,  Bigsley  £ 

Ellis,  John  F 

Evans,  Isabelle  L 

Farley,  Annie 

Farrar,  Nelson  M 

Flynn,  John 

Forry,  Abraham 

Fulks,  Elizabeth 

Goss,  Sarah  J 

Grace,  Jacob  M 

Halbert,  Nathaniel 

Hallam,  Hannah 

Halstead,  Calvin 

Hamilton,  Mrs.  Sarah 

Harpendin^,  Hiram  G.,  children  of 

Haviland,  Abby  C , 

Held,  Charles 

Hennessey,  Ansjustine ; 

Heymes,  Kfatilda  and  Mary 

Horner,  William , 

Huston,  Geor^^e 

Increasini;  pensions  in  certain  cases ^ 

Ingle,  Melvina 

Keele,  A.  B.,  guardian,  &c - 

Kenny,  Miriam  V 

Kinder,  Jefferson , 

Kinsella,  Patrick 

Kogel,  John , 

Leonard,  Harriet 

Livingston,  Robert  W 

McCalla,  Theodore  H 

McComb,  David , 

McGinty,  Michael , 

McKee,  Jane , 

Millsaps,  Marion 

Moore,  Florence  V 

Moore,  Mary  H , 

Mott,  Victorine , 

Murphy,  John 

Nye,  EzraO 

Ogden,  Eliza  W 

Penitentiary  in  Dakota , 

Porter,  Elizabeth  Ann 

Raff,  Martin 

Reich,  Rebecca  C 

Ryan,  Benjamin  S 

Ryne,  Hamilton 

Schenck,  Ester  K 

Snider,  Frank 

Somers,  Mathew , 
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317 
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,548 
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152 

315 

5 

965 
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747 

4 
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852 
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566 
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314 

1 

153 
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964 
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316 
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552 
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a57 
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508 
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562 
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550 
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560 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom'made,  and  from  what  Committees,    i  Vol.  j  No.   [Parts. 


S. 

Sackett,  Lucius 

Saint  Paulf  Mino.,  marine  hospital  at 

Saint  Michaers  church,  Charleston,  S.  C 

Sanders,  Benjamin 

Sanford,  D.  G.  and  D.  A 

Sanger,  Henry  K.,  estate  of 

San  Jos<S  reservation 

San  Luis  Obispo  lifrht-house 

Safp,  William  F.  (Representative  from  Iowa),  Report  made  by  : 

Lauds  located  on  military  warrants 

Sauterman,  W.  G 

Say'ler  Milton  (Representative  from  Ohio),  Report  made  by : 

Heuderson,  John 

Scales,  Alfred  M.  (Representative  from  North  Carolina),  Re- 
ports made  by : 

Transfer  of  Indian  Bureau  to  the  War  Department 

Choctaw  Nation  of  Indians 

Schenck,  Esther  K 

Schleicher,  Gustave  (Representative  from  Texas),  Reports  made 
by: 

Cheap  transportation,  east  and  west 

Japanese  indemnity  fund 

Relations  of  United  States  with  Mexico 

Rules  79  and  94  of  the  House 

Schooner  Don  Pedro 

Scott,  Robert 

Scott,  Rebecca  T 

Sconden,  Peter 

Sconden,  Peter 

Soranton,  Pennsj'lvania,  government  offices  at 

Seamen,  Laura 

Searle,  Sarah 

Sears,  Mary  J 

Seaton  House,  purchase  of 

Secor  &  Co.  and  Periue,  Secor  &  Co 

Segar,  Thomas  W 

Semple.  James  Y 

Sener,  Jacob  and  Elizabeth 

Settlers  on  lands  in  California 

Settlers  on  Loscal  rauche,  Cal 

Settlers  on  public  lands 

Settlers  in  Wind  River  Valley 

Shannon,  Joseph  R 

Sheets,  Catherine 

Sheiber,  John 

Shelley,  Charles  M.  (Representative  from  Alabama),  Reports 
made  by : 

Armstrong,  John  T 

Bartholomew  Agricultural  Society 

Blair,  Saraut^l  B 

Boyce,  W.  R 

Great  Southern  Railway 

Raines,  Mrs.  Amanda 

Richards,  Amelia  A.  H 

Slocumb,  Cora  A.,  ct  a/ 

Statton,  John  T^et  al 

Sheppard,  William  F.^  ei  al 

Shields,  Gen.  James 

Slemaker,  Ellen  G  ...; I 

Short,  Mrs.  O.  F 

Shngart,  John  and  Robert  F | 

Shultis,  W.  H.. 

Silvers,  George 

Simkius,  Joseph  J 
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404 
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170 
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334 
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Subject  of  Reports,  by  whom  made,  and  from  what  Committee.    |  Vol. 


No.     Parts. 


Sontb  Farallou  iHland,  CaliforDia,  fog-bell 

Sovereigns'  distribution  agency 

Spencer  &  Meade 

Spencer,  Nannie,  administratrix 

Spradlin,  Cyntbia 

Sprague,  Henry 

Springer,  Hon.  William  M 

Spkingbk,  Wilijam  M.  (Representative  from  Illinois),  Reports 
made  by : 

Dean  vs.  Field 

In>peacbment  of  Oliver  B.  Bradford 

Wigginton  vs,  Pacheco 

-^t age  Harbor,  Massachusetts,  light-house 

-Stallings,  Jessee 

Stanhope,  Phillip  W 

Staunard  Rock,  steam  fog-signal 

Staplin,  George  W 

-Stekn,  John  H.  (Representative  from  New  York),  Report  made 
by : 

Edwards,  Benjamin  E 

State  debts,  payment  of  certain 

States,  expenses  of  certain 

State  of  the  Law  kespecting  Aacbrtainment  and  Declara- 
tion OF  Result  of  Election  of  President  and  Vice- 
President,  Committee  on.  Report  from  : 

Amending  the  Constitution  as  to  the  election  of  President  and 

Vice-President 

Stauber,  Samuel  B.^etal 

Steam -vessels,  regulation  of 

Steele,  Mason  A 

Steele,  Walter  L.  (Representative  from  North  Carolina),  Re- 
ports made  by : 

Asbby,  Daniel 

•Cotton  army- worm 

vDillabnuty,  Lucinda  D 

Guthrie,  John 

Jarnian,  Willis 

Phillips,  George  D 

'Stallings,  Jessee 

Water-ditch  in  Utah  Territory 

Wright,  George  W 

■Steele,  William  A.fCtal • 

Steif,  Caroline 

Stengek,  William  S.  (Representative  from  Pennsylvania),  Re- 
ports made  by : 

Additional  Representatives  from  Nebraska 

Williams,  E.  A 

SteuBon,  Samuel  J 

Stephenson,  William  W 

Stewart,  Jacob  H.  (Representative  from  Minnesota),  Report 
madn  by : 

Supplies  furnished  Sioux  Indians 

StiuHon,  Adam  S 

Saint  Louis,  Mo.,  public  buildings  at 

Saint  Michael's  Church,  Charleston,  S.  C 

Stone,  D.C 

Stone,  Elizabeth  D 

Stone,  Elizabeth  D , 

Jitorer,  M«ry  J , 
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2  VENEZl  ELAN   AWARDS. 

objectioDable  agencies  and  inflaenoes  by  which  Mr.  Talma^re  and  other 
claimants  had  secured  the  passage  of  the  above-cited  law,  and  developed 
mach  new  evidence  of  irregnlarity  and  fraud  in  the  proceedings  and 
judgments  of  the  commission.  An  elaborate  and  able  report  was  made 
by  Mr.  Springer,  and  the  House  unanimously  passed  a  resolution  direct- 
ing the  Secretary  of  State  to  suspend  the  further  distribution  of  the 
sums  paid  by  Venezuela  on  account  of  these  awards.  (H.  E.  787,  first 
session  Forty-fourth  Congress.) 

These  several  reports,  and  especially  the  report  of  Mr.  Springer,  so 
fully  recite  the  history  of  the  case  that  no  repetition  of  the  merely  his- 
toric facts  is  deemed  necessary. 

After  the  report  of  Mr.  Springer  was  made  additional  testimony  was 
taken  by  the  committee  of  the  Forty-fourth  Congress,  which  has  been 
printed  by  order  of  this  House.  (Mis.  Doc.  11,  second  session  Forty- 
fifth  Congress.)  The  President,  in  his  annual  message  of  December  last, 
resubmits  to  Congress  the  whole  subject,  and  asks  legislation  in  relation 
thereto. 

In  answer  to  a  resolution  of  the  House,  he  transmitted  very  important 
documentary  evidence  bearing  upon  the  subject,  which  was  referred  to 
your  committee.  (Ex.  Doc.  30,  second  session  Forty-fifth  Congress.)  Ad- 
ditional and  important  testimony  was  taken  by  the  committee,  and  it 
accompanies  this  report.  (Mis.  Doc.  30,  second  session  Forty-fifth  Con- 
gress.) 

The  committee  think  it  unnecessary  to  extend  this  report  to  the  length 
that  would  be  required  by  an  exhaustive  analysis  of  the  large  mass  of 
testimony  and  documentary  evidence  bearing  upon  the  case,  but  pro- 
pose to  state  briefly  the  general  conclusions  to  which  a  careful  examina- 
tion of  all  this  testimony  and  evidence  and  the  whole  history  of  the 
commission  has  led  them.  Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion,  from 
such  examination,  that  there  was  irregularity  in  the  selection  of  the 
umpire,  and  manifest  incompetency  on  the  part  of  the  commission;  that 
some  of  the  claims  allowed  were,  to  say  the  least,  very  questionable  in 
character,  and  that  the  entire  proceedings  are  so  tainted  with  fraud  and 
corruption  that  the  objections  urged  thereto  by  the  Government  of 
Venezuela  are  well  founded,  and  its  request  for  a  rehearing  is  entitled 
to  favorable  consideration;  and  that  justice  to  American  citizens  who 
have  been  wronged  and  defrauded  by  the  commission,  as  well  as  a 
proper  regard  for  the  honor  and  character  of  this  government,  requires 
that  there  should  be  a  reexamination  of  all  the  claims  passea  upon  by 
that  commission. 

It  has  not  been  deemed  necessary  to  pass  upon  the  legal  question,  so 
elaborately  and  ably  argued  by  counsel  on  both  sides,  as  to  the  power 
of  Congress  to  set  aside  treaties  or  to  direct  the  President  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  treaty-making  power,  as  it  is  only  proposed  to  repeal  the 
law  of  the  25th  of  April,  1873,  and  empower  the  President  to  take  such 
action  as,  in  his  discretion,  he  may  deem  to  be  required  by  the  facts 
and  circumstances  of  the  case.  The  act  above  cited,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  State,  precludes  any  negotiation 
looking  to  the  correction  of  the  wrong  we  think  has  been  done.  The 
action  of  the  House  in  passing  unanimously  the  resolution  recom- 
mended in  the  report  of  the  committee  made  by  Mr.  Springer,  has  made 
it  improper,  in  the  judgment  of  the  President,  for  him  to  distribute  the 
sums  paid  by  Venezuela,  or  to  consider  the  "  questions  presented  ^  by 
recent  disclosures  in  the  case.  The  matter  has  been  submitted  to  Con- 
gress and  the  President  is  awaiting  its  action. 

A  failure  to  act  at  all  will  leave  the  question  where  it  now  rests,  so 
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placed  therein  by  tbe  owners  of  the  distillery  at  which  the  same  were 
made,  and  that  he,  Henderson,  paid  to  the  United  States  collector  the 
taxes  dae  on  the  spirits  and  removed  them  from  the  warehouse  accord- 
ing to  law,  without  knowledge  on  his  part,  at  any  time  before  seizure,  of 
any  fraud  on  the  part  of  the  distiller,  either  actual'or  alleged;  that  Hen- 
derson was  a  purchaser,  innocent  and  bona  fide,  and  paid  himself  the 
tax  on  the  spirits. 

2d.  That  he  shipped  the  same  to  Saint  Louis,  and  that  they  were  in 
his  constructive  possession  at  the  time  of  seizure. 

3d.  That  they  were  manufactured  and  distilled  at  a  distillery  in  the 
first  collection-district  of  Louisiana  in  May  and  June,  1868,  carried  on  in 
the  name  of  Nimrod  Johnson,  by  the  use  and  means  of  certain  boilers, 
stills,  and  other  vessels,  of  which  Johnson  was  superintendent  and 
owner. 

4th.  That  the  fourth  article  in  the  information  was  true,  but  that  Hen- 
derson, subsequently  to  removal  from  the  distillery  and  before  removal 
from  the  bonded  warehouse,  and  before  seizure,  paid  the  tax  on  said 
spirits,,  and  was  a  bona-fide  and  innocent  purchaser  thereof. 

5th.  That  he  was  not  a  purchaser  from  the  United  States,  and  the 
United  States  at  no  time  sold  said  spirits. 

Tbe  district  court  gave  judgment  for  Henderson.  Tlie  United  States 
appealed  to  the  circuit  court  for  Missouri.  That  court  afllrmed  the  judg- 
ment of  the  district  court,  and  held  that  as  the  overt  act  alleged,  namely, 
the  removal  of  the  spirits  from  the  United  States  bonded  warehouse, 
was  rightful,  ^^  it  was  difficult  to  Bee  how  it  could  have  been  made  to 
defraud  the  United  States  of  the  tax,  and  that  a  mere  intent  to  defraud, 
formed  or  existing  in  the  mind  of  tbe  distiller"  (Henderson  was  not  the 
distiller),  ''which  intention  bad  never  been  executed  or  attempted  to  be, 
was  not  made  a  ground  of  forfeiture." 

The  United  States  carried  the  case  on  writ  of  error  to  the  Supreme 
Ck)urt  of  the  United  States,  which  court  reversed  the  judgment  of  the 
court  below,  and  directed  a  judgment  to  be  entered  against  Henderson 
and  sureties  on  the  bond  for  the  amount  thereof,  to  wit,  $5,000,  which 
said  judgment  Henderson  has  paid,  exclusive  of  costs.  It  is  admitted 
by  the  United  States  that  Henderson,  at  tbe  time  of  the  purchase  and 
subsequently,  had  no  knowledge  whatsoever  of  anything  wrong  about 
the  spirits,  or  the  manufacture  thereof,  and  that  he  purchased  the  some 
in  good  faith  at  its  market  value,  in  tbe  regular  course  of  his  business, 
and  that  Henderson  was  absolutely  an  innocent  and  bona-fide  purchaser ; 
and  that  at  the  time  of  the  purchase  the  spirits  were  iu  the  exclusive 
keeping  of  tbe  United  States,  and  were  sold  to  him  subject  to  the  inter- 
nal-revenue tax,  which  he  paid  in  full  to  the  collector  of  internabrevenue 
at  New  Orleans  before  the  removal  of  tbe  spirits  from  said  bonded 
warehouse.  If  there  had  ever  existed  any  fraudulent  intent  in  the 
mind  of  the  distiller  it  was  wholly  unknown  to  Henderson. 

The  Supreme  Court,  by  a  majority  opinion,  declared  the  law  to  be  that 
any  intent  to  commit  a  fraud  against  the  revenue  laws  by  tbe  distiller 
at  once  forfeited  tbe  spirits  to  the  United  States,  and  that  an  innocent 
and  bona-fi^e  purchaser  could  not  acquire  title  thereto,  althongh  the 
purchase  was  made  while  the  spirits  were  in  a  bonded  warehouse  of  the 
United  States,  and  tbe  taxes  due  the  government  thereon  were  paid  by 
the  purchaser. 

Tbe  dissenting  opinion  of  tbe  Chief  Justice  and  Justices  Miller  and 
Field,  delivered  by  Justice  Field,  states  that — 

The  forfeiture  is  decreed  beoanse  tbe  former  owner,  in  removing  the  spirits  to  the 
bonded  warehouse,  intended,  at  the  time,  to  defraud  the  government  of  the  tax 
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Congress.  It  is  tbe  parpose  of  Congress  to  encourage  trade  and  com- 
merce, not  to  discourage  tbem.  The  interpretation  gi^en  to  the  statute 
in  this  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  would  deter  all  men  from  dealing 
in  spirits  for  fear  of  subsequently  losing  the  principal  by  a  judgment 
of  forfeiture  for  some  intended  but  unexecuted  fraud  on  the  part  of  the 
distiller.  Henderson  being  a  bona  fide  and  innocent  purchaser,  it  is  fair 
and  just  that  the  United  States  should  have  the  tax,  and  Henderson  the 
spirits.  Now,  as  the  case  stands,  the  United  States  has  all  the  tax  re- 
ceived from  Henderson  besides  the  $5,000  paid  on  tbe  judgment  against 
him.  Justice  and  equity  require  that  this  $5,000  should  be  refunded 
to  him. 

Under  these  circumstances  your  committee  are  of  opinion  that,  as  it  is 
admitted  that  the  spirits  were  never  removed  before  the  purchase  by 
Henderson  except  from  the  distillery  where  they  were  manufactured  to 
the  bonded  warehouse  of  the  United  States,  and  while  in  such  bonded 
warehouse  Henderson  became  a  bonafi^e  purchaser  thereof,  subject  to 
the  tax  due  thereon  to  the  United  States,  which  tax  he  paid,  and  that  in 
all  his  connection  with  such  spirits  he  was  entirely  innocent  of  any  wrong 
intent  or  wrong-doing  in  relation  to  such  spirits,  and  that  the  removal 
by  Henderson  of  the  spirits  from  the  United  States  bonded  warehouse 
was  in  accordance  with  law,  and  that  he  was  entirely  ignorant  of  any 
fraud  or  of  intended  fraud  on  the  part  of  the  distiller,  and  that  he  Iras 
a  bona-fi^e  and  innocent  purchaser  thereof;  and  it  appearing  that  Hen- 
derson has  paid  the  judgment  rendered  against  him  in  accordance  with 
the  judgment  prononnc^  by  the  majority  of  the  Supreme  Court,  to  wit, 
the  sum  of  $5,000  exclusive  of  costs,  that  the  sum  of  $5,000  so  paid  by 
Henderson,  as  aforesaid,  ought  to  be  refunded  to  him.  They  therefore 
recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


APPENDIX. 

Letter  of  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  Internal  Revenue, 

Washington,  March  19,  1878. 

Sir:  Io  reply  to  tbe  letter  of  Willmin  Hemphill  Jones,  clerk  to  the  Committee  ot  Wars 
and  Means,  of  the  Tith  instant,  in  which  he  incloses  a  copy  of  Honse  bill  No.  1727,  for 
the  relief  of  John  Henderson,  and  requests  that  I  examine  it  carefully  and  retnm  it 
with  my  views  thereon,  I  have  to  say  that  from  papers  on  file  in  this  office  it  appears 
that  John  Henderson,  who  was  a  wholesale  liqaor-dealer  in  New  Orleans,  La.,  pur- 
chased of  Nimrod  Jonnson,  a  distiller,  in  1867  or  1868,  a  certain  quantity  «f  distilled 
spirits  in  bond.  On  the  18th  of  Atwust,  1868,  Mr.  Henderson  paid  $2,484.60  to  Collector 
Steedman,  as  tax  on  100  barrels  of  these  spirits,  which  he  withdrew  from  bond  and 
shipped  to  Saint  Louis,  Mo.  Upon  the  arrival  of  the  spirits  at  Saint  Louis,  they  were 
seized  on  account  of  fraud  or  fraudulent  intent  of  the  distiller.  Upon  trial  of  the  case 
in  the  district  and  circuit  court's,  judgment  was  given  for  the  claimant,  Henderson, 
but,  on  an  appeal  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  the  decision  of  the  lower  court 
was  reversea  and  the  spirits  declared  forfeited  to  the  United  States,  for  and  on  account 
of  fraudulent  intent  on  the  part  of  the  distiller,  prior  to  the  payment  of  the  tax  by 
tl^e  claimant  to  the  collector,  of  which  fraudulent  intent  the  claimant,  Henderson,  had 
no  notice.  (See  Internal-Revenue  Records,  vol.  xii,  page  153;  vol.  xv,  page  119 ;  and 
14  Wallace,  44. 

After  the  decision  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Conrt.  the  claimant  presented  a 
claim  to  this  office  for  the  refunding  of  the  tax  paid  by  nim  on  the  spirits,  but  the 
claim  was  rejected  by  Commissioner  Douglass  upon  the  ground  that  the  tax  was  le- 
•gally  collected  and  could  not  be  refunded  under  ttie  law. 

The  forfeiture  of  the  property  was  declared  by  said  cor.rt,  and  it  is  not  for  this  office 
to  question  the  law  as  there  pronounced. 
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sacfa  lands  in  those  localities.  The  asaal  manner  of  proceeding  there 
was  that  the  attorneys  to  whom  the  papers  were  sent  wonld  locate  any  de- 
sired tracts  for  parties  seeking  to  acquire  them,  npon  paymentof  $2.50  per 
acre  for  the  claim,  the  purchaser  paying  usually  in  addition  thereto  the 
fees  demanded  at  the  United  States  land  office  of  $22  on  80  acres;  then 
the  register  would  issue  his  certificate  that  the  person  in  whose  name 
the  entry  was  made  was  entitled  to  a  patent  for  said  land  upon  presen- 
tation of  said  certificate  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office, 
and  the  receiver  would  issue  duplicate  receipts  for  the  fees  and  com- 
missions paid,  and  the  attorney  would  execute  a  deed,  as  the  attorney 
in  fact  of  the  person  in  whose  name  tbe  entry  was  made  to  the  pur- 
chaser. 

Of  course,  under  the  instructions  and  the  manner  of  locating  these 
claims  authorized  by  the  printed  regulations  of  the  General  Land  Office, 
unprincipled  parties  could  manufacture  bogus  papers  and  proofs  oi 
the  right  of  entry  under  said  acts,  and  such  bogus  papers  and  proofs 
were  under  those  faulty  instructions  received  the  same  as  genuine  by 
the  local  land  officers,  and  entries  made  thereon  and  certificates  for  pat- 
ents issued. 

In  due  time  these  forgeries  were  discovered  in  the  General  Land  Office, 
but  not  until  the  swindler  had  ample  time  to  receive  the  proceeds  of  his 
crime  or  sell  the  land  to  some  innocent  and  unsuspecting  person  who 
bought  the  bogus  claim,  or  tbe  land,  mainly  upon  the  faith  of  the  en- 
tries actually  made  by  the  United  States  land  officers  and  upon  the 
faith  of  tbe  certificates  issued  by  the  officers  of  the  government.  It 
will  thus  be  seen  that  by  reason  of  tbe  faulty  regulations  issued  by  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  the  government  unwittingly 
assisted  swindlers  in  defrauding  honest  and  innocent  people  whose 
only  fault  was  that  of  reposing  too  much  faith  and  confidence  in  the  acts 
of  the  officers  of  tbe  government,  and  by  reason  of  allowing  such  en- 
tries the  government  received  from  these  innocent  victims  considerable 
sums  in  payment  of  fees  and  commissions  required  under  the  regula- 
tions of  tbe  General  Land  Office  which  were  paid  into  tbe  United  States 
Treasury.  Tbe  entries  based  upon  these  spurious  papers  were  in  due 
time  canceled,  and  these  innocent  parties  have  thus  received  no  consid- 
er: t^ion  whatever  for  the  suras  of  money  which  they  paid  to  the  govern- 
ment. These  innocent  parties  are  entitled  to  have  said  sums  so  paid  to 
the  United  States  Government  refunded.  It  would  be  a  violation  of 
every  principle  of  right  and  justice  to  refuse  it  and  it  is  certainly  the 
least  the  government  can  do,  to  refund  what  was  wrongfully  obtained  by 
it,  and  it  is  the  only  way  in  which  the  government  can  disavow  moral 
complicity  in  the  wrongs  perpetrated  upon  these  people. 

This  bill  only  provides  for  refunding  that  which  the  government 
wrongfully  and  unjustly  obtained.  We  do  not  find  fault  with  tbe  pro- 
visions of  tbe  instructions  referred  to  which  dispense  with  the  require- 
mont  of  personal  attendance  of  the  beneficiary  at  the  United  States 
land-office  where  the  entry  is  sought  to  be  made,  for  the  law  never 
contemplated  such  requirement;  nor  is  there  anything  unlawful  in 
the  manner  of  disposing  of  these  rights  through  powers  of  attor- 
ney. Tbe  courts  have  decided  that  an  inchoate  title  to  land  is  prop- 
erty, and  therefore  subject  to  sale  as  other  property,  unless  there  is 
a  provision  in  the  statute  forbidding  the  sale,  as  in  the  pre-emption 
or  homestead  law ;  but  there  is  no  such  provision  attach^  either  to 
section  2306  of  the  Revised  Statutes  or  the  act  of  March  3, 1873,  above 
referred  to ;  no  conditions  were  imposed  in  this  respect  by  said  laws, 
and  it  then  fbllows  that  the  right  conferred  by  the  act  became  vested 
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that  road  was  not  built  within  that  distance,  but  perhaps  from  one  to 
fifty  miles  away,  the  consideration  for  that  increased  price  failed,  and  to 
provide  for  such  cases  the  act  of  March  3, 1875,  was  passed,  which,  how- 
eyer,  is  found  not  to  be  broad  enough  to  cover  the  cases  provided  for  in 
the  third  section  of  this  bill.  This  third  section  afi'ords  an  equitable, 
easy,  and  inexpensive  mode  of  repayment  satisfactory  to  the  settler  and 
just  to  the  government.  Legislation  to  accomplish  this  object  is  recom- 
mended by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  fourth  section  presents  the  same  reasons  and  equities  as  the  fore- 
going, it  only  being  a  different  class  of  entries,  and  the  relief  provided 
is  the  same  in  substance. 

The  fifth  section  of  the  bill  provides  that  the  person  who  may  procure 
the  cancellation  of  a  homestead  entry,  whether  by  the  purchase  of  a 
settler's  claim  or  otherwise  by  a  contest,  shall  have  a  preferred  right  of 
entry  for  sixty  days  after  the  former  entry  is  canceled.  Under  the 
present  rulings  of  the  department  a  person  who  may  purchase  a  settler's 
improvements  and  procure  his  abandonment  of  the  land,  with  a  view 
to  entering  the  same  himself  under  the  homestead  law,  obtains  no  pre- 
ferred right  thereto,  no  matter  how  valuable  the  improvements  may  be 
which  he  has  purchased,  nor  does  a  person  who  defrays  the  expenses  of 
a  contest,  which  in  many  cases  amounts  to  several  hundred  dollars, 
obtain  any  preference  to  the  land.  The  result  is  that  many  homestead 
entries,  where  no  pretense  has  been  made  to  comply  with  the  law,  re- 
main undisturbed,  and  actual  and  bona-fide  settlers  are  deterred  from 
commencing  contest  against  such  illegal  entries,  or,  if  they  do,  the 
chances  are  that  some  hanger-on  around  the  district  land-office,  who 
may  be  in  collusion  with  the  land  ofiicers,  will  learn  of  the  cancellation 
of  the  entry  before  the  actual  settler,  and  he  will  secure  the  land,  and 
the  actual  settler,  who  paid  the  expenses  of  the  contest,  or  purchased 
the  improvements  from  the  former  settler,  is  frequently  compelled  to 
buy  off  this  diligent  claimant. 

Section  6  provides  for  the  issuing  of  rules  and  instructions  to  carry 
the  provisions  of  the  act  into  effect. 

Section  7  repeals  acts  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  the  bill. 

For  these  reasons  your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 


2  JULIET   LEEF   AND   JOHN   m'kEE. 

States  consul  explicitly  disavowe<l ;  all  which  proceediugs  of  the  author- 
ities of  the  United  States  have  involved  the  memorialists  in  serious  dam- 
age and  loss,  fully  set  forth  in  their  details  in  the  papers  accompanying 
the  memorial. 

From  the  correspondence  which  took  place  relative  to  this  case  between 
our  consul,  Mr.  Tyler,  and  our  minister  at  Bio,  and  our  then  Secretary  of 
State,  it  appears  that  our  minister  entirely  disapproved  of  the  conduct 
of  our  consul  in  seizing  and  detaining  the  vessel.  The  consul,  however, 
having  determined  to  carry  out  his  design  to  treat  the  vessel  as  confis- 
cated to  the  government,  Mr.  McKee,  as  supercargo  and  representative 
of  the  owners,  addressed  a  letter  to  the  consul,  in  which,  after  reciting 
the  action  of  the  consul  in  reference  to  said  vessel,  he  says : 

I  have  no  recourse  bnt  to  abandon  her,  which  I  hereby  do  to  yon,  aa  consnl  of  the 
United  States  and  as  the  representative  of  the  government  thereof;  hereby  solemnly 
protesting  against  yon,  as  consal  of  the  United  States  and  the  representative  thereof, 
for  the  valne  of  the  said  bark  Mary  Teresa,  owned  by  Henry  Leef ,  of  Baltimore,  of  251 
tons  bnrden,  and  for  all  damages  aooniing  to  all  and  every  person  concerned  lu  said 
vessel  or  cargo,  which  I  estimate  at  30,000  silver  dollars. 

• 

It  thus  appears  that  a  wrong  has  been  done  to  two  of  our  citizens  by 
the  representative  agent  of  the  government  in  a  foreign  land  while  in 
the  exercise  of  his  functions,  and  acting  in  behalf  of  and  in  the  name 
of  the  United  States. 

This  case  has  heretofore  been  twice  passed  upon  by  the  Committee 
on  Commerce,  and  reported  to  the  House;  and  this  committee  now,  for 
the  third  time,  after  a  careful  review  of  the  evidence,  concur  with  the 
opinion  of  their  predecessors  here  referred  to,  that  this  is  a  case  in 
which  Congress  should  interpose  to  grant  relief. 

There  is  a  wide  distinction  between  the  case  of  an  officer  of  the  gov- 
ernment doing  an  illegal  act  tchile  in  the  employment  of  an  individual^ 
and  acting  for  him,  as  for  the  improper  service  of  a  writ  at  the  suit  of  a 
citizen,  and  the  act  of  such  an  officer  while  in  the  discharge  of  an  offi- 
cial duty  as  the  agent  of  the  government,  and  proceeding  in  its  name 
and  for  its  use.  In  the  case  before  us,  the  action  was  intended  solely  for 
the  benefit  of  the  government,  to  enforce  its  laws ;  and  if  the  ship  had 
been  finally  condemned,  her  value  would  have  gone  into  the  Treasury  of 
the  government. 

The  committee  have  examined  a  large  number  of  cases  in  which  the 
government  has  acknowledged  its  liability  iu  analogous  cases,  and  se- 
lect the  following  cases  as  sufficiently  conclusive  of  the  past  action  of 
the  government: 

March  31,  1814.  Act  to  reimburse  Samuel  Ellis,  marshal  district  of 
Maine,  amount  of  judgment  recovered  against  him  for  seizing  certain 
flour. 

February  27, 1815.  Act  to  reimburse  Joshua  Sands,  collector  at  New 
York,  amount  of  judgment  recovered  against  him  for  seizing  certain 
vessels. 

May  19, 1824.  Act  to  reimburse  Archibald  Clark,  collector  at  Saint 
Mary's,  amount  of  judgment  recovered  against  him  for  detaining  ship 
Apollo. 

July  14, 1832.  Act  to  pay  the  amount  of  certain  judgments  recovered 
against  the  marshal  for  the  district  of  Pennsylvania,  for  seizing  certain 
teas,  to  the  parties  interested  therein. 

March  2, 1833.  Act  to  reimburse  Cyrenius  Hall,  collector  at  Sandusky, 
amount  of  judgment  recovered  against  him  for  seizing  a  vessel. 

June  30, 1834.  Act  to  reimburse  W.  C.  H.  Waddell,  amount  of  judg- 
ment recovered  against  him,  as  marshal,  in  seizing  certain  brandies. 
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That  on  or  abont  said  date  he  was  ordered  to  tarn  over  his  property  to  First  Lient. 
L.  Lomia,  Fifth  Artillery,  United  States  Army,  and  to  sail  with  his  company  for  Fort 
Pulaski,  Georgia,  on  the  16th  of  November,  1872,  to  relieve  a  company  of  the  Third 
Artillery,  which  was  to  take  post  at  Fort  Wadsworth. 

That  daring  the  transfer  ox  said  property  two  lots  of  coal  were  fonnd  containing  the 

followihg  amonnts seoared,  710, 630  lbs. ;  exposed,  166, 643  ;  total,  877,273 

for  which  only  this  amonnt  was . 

allowed seoared. 604, 455  lbs. ;  exposed,  69,745;  total,  674, 200 

leaving  a  deficiency secured;  106, 175  lbs. ;  exposed,  96, 898 ;  total,  203, 073 

That  this  deficiency  in  ^ater  part  was  made  by  inaccarate  measarement  by  Lieu- 
tenant Lomia,  especially  in  that  part  marked  "  secured.'' 

That  petitioner  protested  against  taking  receipts  for  the  smaller  amounts  from  Lieu- 
tenant Lomia,  and  that  it  was  agreed  that  the  coal  should  be  weighed  on  the  arrival 
of  the  Third  Artillery  company,  an  oflBcer  of  which  was  to  receive  the  property  from 
Lieutenant  Lomia,  and  that  new  receipts  should  be  forwarded  to  petitioner. 

That  it  was  reported  to  i»etitioner  that  the  ooal  had  been  weighed,  and  the  deficiency 
still  existed. 

That  about  one  year  afterward  petitioner  discovered  that  none  of  the  coal  had  been 
weighed. 

That  as  soon  as  practicable  thereafter  petitioner  laid  the  matter  before  a  board  of 
survey ,  proceedings  of  which  are  hereto  annexed. 

Attention  is  invited  to  the  following  points  in  evidence  before  the  board : 

1.  The  ooal  was  delivered  to  petitioner  by  weight. 

2.  It  was  receipted  for  by  measurement  to  petitioner. 

3.  A  great  part  of  the  coal,  greater  in  amount  than  petitioner  obtained  receipts  for, 
was  stored  in  a  secure  place,  and  had  been  on  hand  but  three  months. 

4.  That  it  was  impracticable  to  secure  the  exposed  coal  faster  than  was  being  done. 

5.  Evidence  that  immense  quantities  of  coal  were  carried  away  from  the  exposed 
pile  after  petitioner  had  transferred  his  property. 

Petitioner  also  invites  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  president  of  the  board  dissents 
from  the  finding  of  the  board  on  its  final  session. 
Also  to  the  affidavit  of  Lieutenant-Colonel  Brannan,  setting  forth — 

1.  That  petitioner  performed  his  duties  entirely  to  his  satisfaction. 

2.  That  it  was  impossible  to  furnish  guards  for  all  the  fuel  and  other  property. 

3.  That  from  this  and  other  reasons  ne  is  of  opinion  that  fuel  was  used  in  excess  of 
the  allowance  from  the  exposed  pile  by  enlisted  men  and  others. 

4.  That  petitioner  exercised  due  care  aqd  diligence  in  the  storage  and  issue  of  said 
fiiel,  and  should  not  be  held  responsible  for  said  deficiency. 

And  your  petitioner  prays  to  be  relieved  from  the  responsibility  for  said  deficiency 
of  203,073  pounds  of  coal,  and  that  the  money  value  thereof,  |r»07.07,  which  has  been 
withheld  from  bis  pay,  may  be  reimbursed  him. 
And  your  petitioner  will  ever  pray,  &,q, 

L.  A.  CHAMBERLIN, 
First  Lieutenant,  First  Artillery, 
Fort  Monroe,  Va.,  Octoher  15, 1877. 


Brvt.  MaJ.  Gen.  John  M.  Brannan,  lieutenant-colonel  First  United  States  Artillery, 
being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  was  in  command  of  the  poet  of  Fort 
Wadsworth,  New  York  Harbor,  from  February  20,  1870,  until  November  ^  1872. 
That  from  September  1,  1870,  until  November  16, 1872,  Lieut.  L.  A.  Chamberlin,  First 
Artillery,  was  acting  assistant  quartermaster  of  said  post.  That  in  the  performance  of 
all  his  anties  as  acting  assistant  quartermaster  said  Chamberlin  gave  entire  satisAic- 
tion  to  deponent.  That  deponent  is  now  aware  that  said  Chamberlin  is  held  respon- 
sible for  the  loss  of  203,073  pounds  of  coal,  and  has  carefully  read  the  proceedings  of 
the  board  of  survey  which  fixed  the  responsibilitv  on  him.  That  from  the  evidence 
sub  mitted  to  him  and  from  personal  knowledge  of  the  circumstances,  dei>onent  believes 
the  deficiency  to  have  arisen  from  the  following  causes : 

That  the  barracks  occupied  by  the  troops  and  laundresses  were  old,  dilapidated 
buildings  of  wood,  erected  for  temporary  recruiting  pnrpos  ee  during  the  late  war;  that 
it  was  extremely  difficult  to  warm  them ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  in  deponent's  mind  that 
fuel  was  used  greatly  in  excess  of  the  allowance,  by  the  troops  and  laundresses,  during 
the  severe  winters  of  that  latitude. 

That  owing  to  the  unfiDished  condition  of  the  works  at  Fort  Wadsworth  no  place  of 
security  could  be  provided  for  fuel  until  August.  1872,  and  it  was  therefore  exposed  to 
being  stolen  and  used  in  excess,  as  above  dencribed.  That  owing  to  the  small  size  of 
the  garrison  the  necessary  guards  for  the  protection  of  all  the  public  property  at  a  post 
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warrants  have  been  located,  and  the  bill  nnder  consideration  is  for  the 
purpose  of  requiring  nuch  payment  to  be  made.  It  has  been  contended 
that  the  five  per  cent,  to  be  paid  to  these  States  has  reference  to  cash 
sales  of  the  public  lauds,  and  none  other.  The  States  interested  main- 
tain that  this  is  not  a  sound  interpretation  of  the  obligations  assumed 
by  the  government;  and  some  of  the  reasons  for  this  claim  will  be  stated. 
The  several  grants  of  land  for  military  services  rendered  in  the  three 
f^reat  wars  of  this  country,  namely  the  Revolutionary  war,  the  war  of 
1812,  and  the  Mexican  war,  were  not  bounties  merely ;  they  were  not 
mere  gratuities  given  by  the  government  out  of  a  spirit  of  generosity  to 
the  soldiers  who  served  in  these  wars ;  they  were  not  granted  or  re- 
ceived in  this  spirit,  but  were  by  the  very  terms  of  most  of  the  acts 
authorizing  the  same,  given  in  part  payment  for  military  services.  They 
entered  into  and  formed  a  part  of  the  contract  of  enlistment.  The  object 
of  these  grants  was  to  facilitate  au6  encourage  enlistments.  In  order  to 
fill  up  the  rank  and  file  of  the  Army  rapidly,  Congress  offered  in  advance, 
besides  specified  monthly  wages  in  money,  an  additional  inducement  or 
consideration  in  lauds — not  for  past  services,  but  for  services  there- 
after to  be  rendered.  The  land-warrant  to  be  received  was  as  much  a 
part  of  the  stipulated  compensation  provided  for  by  the  law  under 
which  the  enlistment  was  made,  and  entered  into  the  contract  just 
as  fully  between  the  soldier  and  the  government,  as  his  monthly  pay 
did.  If  these  grants  had  all  been  made  after  the  rendition  of  the 
military  services  it  might  be  otherwise ;  but  they  were  not.  They 
were  offered  as  a  part  of  the  compensation  that  would  be  paid  for 
such  services.  Whatever  differences  of  opinion  exists  as  to  whether 
these  grants  were  sales  or  not,  may  to  a  great  extent  be  attributed  to  a 
misunderstanding  of  the  term  <*  bounty''  as  applied  to  this  kind  of  reward 
for  military  services.  It  is  not  used  in  Its  popular  sense  as  importing 
a  gratuity,  but  in  the  technical  sense  of  a  gross  sum  or  quantity,  given 
in  addition  to  the  monthly  stipend,  but  given  like  the  latter  in  consid- 
eration of  and  as  payment  for  services  to  be  rendered.  Thus  in  the  late 
war,  in  order  to  stimulate  enlistments,  a  pecuniary  <^ bounty" — that  is, 
a  gross  sum  in  addition  to  the  monthly  wages — was  offered  by  the  gov- 
ernment to  all  who  would  enlist  in  the  military  service ;  and  in  numerous 
instances  further  bounties  of  the  same  kind  were  offered  and  paid  by 
counties  and  cities  in  order  to  induce  enlistments  to  fill  up  their  re- 
spective quotas  of  men.  Such  offers,  when  accepted  and  acted  upon, 
so  completely  constituted  contracts  with  the  parties  enlisting  under 
them  that  in  repeated  instances  fulfillment  thereof  has  been  enforced 
by  the  courts.  These  pecuniary  "bounties,"  by  which  enlistments  were 
so  largely  procured  during  the  late  rebellion,  occupy  precisely  the  same 
attitude  as  respects  the  question  now  under  consideration  as  the  so- 
called  bounty  land  warrants  do.  Both  really  were  simply  extra  allow- 
ances offered  for  the  same  purpose,  and  when  accepted  and  enlistments 
made  thereunder,  they  became  ipso  facto  contracts  which  any  court 
would  recognize  and  enforce.  In  this  way  the  public  lands  were  made 
available  as  a  resource/or  defraying  the  national  burdens  just  as  effect- 
ually as  if  they  had  been  converted  into  money,  and  the  money  used  in 
paying  the  enlisted  men.  It  was  an  exchange  of  one  valuable  thing  for 
another,  which  in  law  makes  it  a  case  of  sale,  to  constitute  which  it  is 
enough  that  the  title  to  property  is  parted  with  for  a  valuable  consid- 
eration. It  is  not  necessary  that  there  be  a  moneyed  consideration  in 
order  to  constitute  a  sale.  Any  other  valuable  consideration  will  be  as 
effectual  in  supporting  a  contract  and  in  making  a  sale,  which  will  pass 
he  title,  whether  it  be  merchandise,  other  property,  or  services.     Sup- 


4    LANDS  LOCATED  ON  MILITARY  WARRANTS  IN  CERTAIN  STATES. 

embodied  in  it,  and  without  inqairy  as  to  the  consideration  in  which  it 
originated.  In  this  connection  it  is  proper  to  state  that  Congress  has 
treated  these  warrants  for  military  services  as  money,  both  by  receiving 
them  in  payment  for  large  tracts  of  land  or  by  authorizing  their  conver- 
sion into  scrip  and  then  receiving  this  scrip  in  payment  for  any  public 
laud,  wherever  situate.  This  scrip  so  issued  in  lieu  of  land-warrants 
or  in  redemption  of  the  same  has  always  been  treated  as  money  by  the 
government.  It  has  always  been  received  in  payment  for  laud  just  the 
same  as  money,  and  when  lands  have  been  taken  up  by  this  scrip,  repre- 
senting the  land-warrants,  the  government  has  paid  the  five  per  cent, 
to  the  States  where  it  was  situate,  while  the  per  cent,  has  been  withheld 
where  the  laud  has  been  taken  up  by  the  warrants  themselves.  We 
think  no  good  reason  can  be  assigned  for  this  distinction.  The  land  ab- 
sorbed  by  either  class  of  paper  is  precisely  the  same  in  effect,  so  far  as 
tbe  government  is  concerned,  and  both  alike  xlischarge  its  obligations, 
and  for  that  very  reason  the  land  so  absorbed  by  both  classes  of  paper 
should  be  treated  as  having  been  sold. 

Again,  on  March  2, 1855,  Congress  passed  an  act  entitled  ^'An  act 
to  settle  certain  accounts  between  the  United  States  and  the  State  of 
Alabama."    This  act  provides  : 

That  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  required 
to  state  au  account  between  the  United  States  and  tbe  ^tate  of  Alabama,  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertainios  what  sum  or  sqran  of  money  are  due  to  said  State  hereto- 
fore unsettled  under  the  act  of  March  2,  1819,  for  the  admission  of  Alabama  into  the 
Union,  and  that  he  be  required  to  include  in  said  account  the  several  reservations 
under  the  various  treaties  with  the  Chickasaw,  Choctaw,  and  Creek  Indians  within 
the  limits  of  Alabama,  and  allow  and  pay  to  said  State  five  per  cent,  thereon  as  in 
case  of  other  sales. 

Subsequentl3^  to  this.  Congress  passed  an  act  entitled  ''An  act  to 
settle  certain  accounts  between  the  United  States  and  the  State  of 
Mississippi  and  other  States,''  which  was  approved  March  3,  1857,  and 
is  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  RepreBentaticee  of  the  United  States  in  Congress 
assembled,  That  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
required  to  state  an  account  between  the  United  States  and  the  State  of  Mississippi, 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what  sum  or  sums  of  money  are  due  to  said  State,  here- 
tofore unsettled,  on  account  ot  tbe  public  lands  in  said  State,  and  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciples and  allowance  as  prescribed  in  tbe  *'Act  to  settle  certain  accounts  between  the 
United  States  and  the  State  of  Alabama,''  approved  the  2d  of  March,  1855 ;  and  that 
he  be  required  to  include  in  said  account  the  several  reservations  under  the  various 
treaties  with  the  Chickasaw  and  Choctaw  Indians  within  the  limits  of  Mississippi,  and 
allow  and  pay  to  tbe  said  State  five  per  centum  thereon  as  in  case  of  other  Bales,  esti- 
mating the  lands  at  the  value  of  $1.25  per  acre. 

Sec.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  said  Commissioner  shall  also  state  an  account 
between  the  United  States  and  each  of  the  other  Srates  upon  the  same  principles ;  and 
shall  allow  and  pay  to  each  State  such  amount  as  shall  thus  be  found  due,  estimating 
all  lands  and  i)ermanent  reservations  at  $1.25  per  acre. 

The  settlements  authorized  and  required  by  these  acts  between  the 
government  and  the  States  of  Alabama  and  Mississippi,  and  the  pay- 
ment of  the  five  per  cent,  for  these  reservations,  estimating  the  land 
at  $1.25  per  acre,  are  a  clear  recognition  of  the  principle  contended  for 
by  the  States  named  in  the  bill  under  consideration.  The  fee  to  the  land 
in  these  reservations  was  granted  to  the  Indians,  either  out  of  good-will, 
and  to  encourage  friendly  relations,  or  in  part  consideration  of  their 
possessory  right  to  large  tracts  of  this  country,  surrendered  to  the  gov- 
ernment. It  was  no  cash  sale  of  the  lands  to  the  Indians.  So  the  mili- 
tary land-warrants  were  granted  to  the  soldiers  either  as  a  grateful 
acknowledgment  of  their  services  or  in  part  payment  of  the  samef 
and  whether  one  or  the  other,  the  two  cases  are  the  same  in  principle, 
and  the  five  per  cent,  should  be  paid  in  both  pases  or  should  not  be  paid 
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and  that  any  other  disposition  of  these  lands  defeats  the  consideration 
that  induced  them  to  enter  into  the  stipulations  provided  for  on  their 
part.  We  think  there  are  strong  reasons  for  this  position,  and  that  the 
government  in  all  justice  cannot  dispose  of  the  public  lands  in  these 
States  for  military  services,  and  then  refuse  to  pay  to  them  the  per  cent, 
provided  for  by  the  compact.  Suppose  that  A  agrees  with  B  that  he 
will  pay  him  a  commission  of  Ute  per  cent,  for  selling  a  section  of  land 
at  a  given  price,  and  after. making  this  agreement  he  directs  B  to  take 
a  given  quantity  of  merchandise  for  the  same,  which  B  does,  can  there 
be  any  doubt  that  B  is  entitled  to  the  commission  agreed  upon  for  mak- 
ing the  sale  because  the  mode  of  paying  for  the  same  is  changed  by 
A  from  cash  to  merchandise!  And,  if  not,  is  not  the  government  as 
much  bound  under  its  contract  with  these  States  to  pay  the  five 
per  cent,  agreed  upon,  where  the  land  is  given  for  and  in  consider- 
ation of  military  services,  as  it  would  be  if  the  sale  had  been  for 
cashf  In  other  words,  the  contract  presupposes  that  all  the  public 
lands  will  be  so  sold  and  disposed  of  that  the  States  will  realize  the 
per  cent,  agreed  upon;  and  that  no  disposition  of  them,  to  be  m^de  la 
such  manner  as  to  defeat  the  same,  was  contemplated  at  the  time;  and 
that  such  is  the  implication  arising  from  the  contract  itsdf.  Such 
was  clearly  the  view  taken  by  Oongress  of  this  question  in  the  acts 
of  March  2, 1855,  and  March  3, 1857.  Hence  the  language  used,  ^^All 
lands  and  permanent  reservations^'*;  and  as  if  not  to  be  misunderstood  the 
same  are  ^^to  be  valued  at  $1.25  per  aore.^^  Not  five  per  cent,  of  the 
proceeds  from  the  cash  sales,  but  five  per  cent,  on  all  lands  disposed  of 
in  any  other  way^  estimating  the  same  at  $1.25  per  acre.  Any  other 
view  would  defeat  this  legislation  both  in  letter  and  in  spirit,  and  would 
do  violence  to  every  rule  of  construction  known  to  the  law.  It  could 
not  have  been  within  the  contemplation  of  the  parties  that  Congress 
might  defeat  the  payment  of  the  five  per  cent,  by  some  other  disposition 
of  the  public  lands  than  a  sale  of  the  same  for  cash  ;  for  if  it  had  been, 
this  privilege  would  have  been  reserved ;  and  it  is  deary  evident  no 
right  whatever  was  reserved  to  make  any  disposition  of  the  same  that 
would  relinquish  the  payment  of  this  five  per  cent.  Such  being  the 
contract,  what  is  the  duty  of  Congress  in  respect  to  this  claim  made  by 
these  States  f    On  this  subject  Chancellor  Kent  says : 

That  a  law  embodying  a  contract  duly  passed  and  promnlgated,  thenceforward 
becomes  the  law  of  the  land,  and  that  is  as  binding  iii>on  Congress  a9  iipou  the  people, 
or  any  other  branch  of  the  government,  or  as  any  other  contract  would  be  binding 
upon  the  government  executed  under  the  authority  of  law. 

The  obligations  imposed  upon  these  States  were  onerous.  The  loss  of 
revenue  in  not  being  allowed  to  exercise  the  power  of  taxation,  alone 
would  far  exceed  in  value  the  amount  that  will  be  gained  by  them  if  the 
five  per  cent,  is  paid  on  all  public  lands  including  cash  sales  and  those 
exchanged  for  military  services.  After  careful  consideration  and  much 
deliberation,  your  committee  have  reached  the  following  conclusions : 

First.  That  the  several  enabling  acts  admitting  the  new  States  into 
the  Union,  as  it  respect  the  payment  of  five  per  centum  on  the  sales  of 
the  public  lands,  do  embody  the  elements  of  a  legal  and  binding  contract 
between  said  States  and  the  national  government,  which  both  parties 
are  entitled  to  have  carried  into  efiect  in  the  same  manner  and  on  the 
same  principles  as  contracts  are  between  individuals. 

Second.  That  the  agreement  to  pay  the  five  per  centum  has  a  suffi- 
cient consideration  in  the  concessions  made  by  these  States  in  the  acts 
of  admission  into  the  Union,  in  the  surrender  of  revenue  and  otherwise, 
and  that  it  was  not  within  the  contemplation  of  the  parties  that  Congress 
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of  the  general  government,  except  in  so  far  as  making  the  lands  of  the 
government  nontaxable  might  be  so  considered,  bat  were,  in  fact,  ex- 
actions for  the  benefit  of  the  new  States  themselves,  since  these  exemp- 
tions encouraged  immigration,  investments,  and  im|>rovements  in  a  mach 
greater  ratio  than  would  otherwise  have  occurred,  and  was  in  pursuance 
of  that  liberal  governmental  policy  in  favor  of  the  pioneer  agriculturists^ 
which  has  conduced  more  directly  than  any  other  cause  to  the  present 
greatness  of  these  identical  States.  When,  as  with  some  of  the  States^ 
Congress  required  that  they  should  not  tax  lands  grant<'d  for  military 
services  in  the  war  of  1812  for  three  years,  it  was  a  recognition  of  serv- 
ices rendered  by  the  nation's  defenders,  which  redounded  to  the  honor 
and  benefit  of  every  citizen  and  State,  and  was  never  considered  as  a 
burden  by  any  of  the  States  within  which  these  veterans  settled.  In 
any  event,  whatever  the  nature  of  the  stipulations  was,  the  State  was 
at  liberty  to  accept  or  reject  them  ;  and  we  must  all  concede  that  the 
benefits  of  being  a  State  within  the  Union  far  outweigh  the  burden  im- 
posed by  the  stipulations.  But  the  general  government  did  not  stop 
with  exactions  from  the  new  States ;  it  was  liberal  with  its  grants  of 
material  aid  and  support.  The  generous  gift  of  lands  for  common 
schools,  for  universities,  penitentiaries,  public  buildings,  and  agricultural 
colleges  bears  witness  to  its  liberality.  Its  benevolent  laws  of  home- 
stead and  preemption  filled  their  boders  with  a  hardy  and  virtuous  citi- 
zenship, which  is  at  once  their  pride  and  glory. 

Among  the  bounties  received  by  these  States  upon  their  admission 
was  the  grant  to  them  of  5  per  cent  in  money  upon  the  proceeds  of  the 
sales  ef  the  public  lands  within  them.  It  is  admitted  this  percentage 
has  been  paid  upon  all  lands  sold  for  cash,  and  in  some  of  the  States 
upon  lands  contained  within  Indian  reservatioDS,  rated  at  $1.25  per  acre^ 
and  also  upon  lands  sold  for  scrip,  which  the  government  by  law  agreed 
to  receive  in  payment  therefor.  But  the  government  has  not  paid  any 
sum  upon  lands  located  by  means  of  the  military  land-warrants  issued 
after  the  wars  of  1812  and  with  Mexico. 

The  obligation,  if  any  exists,  to  pay  the  pereentum  upon  lands  located 
by  these  military  warrants  must  be  found  in  the  several  acts  for  the  ad- 
mission of  these  States  into  the  Union. 

The  12th  section  of  the  act  for  the  admission  of  Colorado  into  the 
Union  establishes  the  obligation,  if  any  exists,  and  is  in  substance  the 
same  as  that  under  which  each  of  the  Other  States  makes  the  demand. 
It  reads : 

Sec.  14.  That  five  per  ceDtnm  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  lying 
within  said  Siate,  which  shall  be  sold  by  the  United  States  SDbeeqnent  to  the  admis- 
sion of  the  said  State  into  the  Union,  after  deducting  all  of  the  expenses  incident  to 
the  samC)  shall  be  paid  to  the  said  State,  &c. 

As  the  claimants  must  rest  upon  the  statute,  it  is  of  the  first  impor- 
tance to  understand  its  meaning.  Professor  Lieber,  in  his  work  on 
legal  and  political  hermeneutics,  lays  down  this  sonnd  proposition,  'Hhat 
the  very  basis  of  all  interpretation  is  that  no  sentence  or  form  of  words 
can  have  more  than  one  true  sense,"  so  that  a  statute  enacted  by  the 
legislature,  like  the  utterances  of  an  individual  or  of  any  other  body  of 
individuals,  in  the  use  of  words,  does  so  to  convey  some  certain  mean- 
ing, and  to  find  their  precise  meaning  is  the  whole  object  of  interpreta- 
tion.   (Potter's  Dwarris  on  Stats.,  &c.,  47.) 

If  words  nsed  are  so  employed  that  tbey  are  capable  of  two  meanings,  equally  sen- 
sible, it  amounts  to  sucb  an  absurdity  that  it  is  equivalent  to  having  no  meaning  at 
aU. — Ibid, 
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essential  element  of  a  sale,  money,  was  lacking.  What  did  the  govern- 
ment receive  for  these  lands  f  Military  services  alone  were  the  proceeds 
of  the  transaction.  How  can  the  government  pay  to  these  States  five 
per  centam  of  the  proceeds  of  such  lands  f  When  we  can  cat  out  from 
the  grand  total  of  military  services  five  per  centum  to  be  distributed 
among  the  States,  then,  and  not  till  then,  is  it  possible  to  transfer  any 
of  the  proceeds  of  such  lands  to  the  States. 

The  legal  and  ordinary  meaning  of  words  must  be  overturned  ;  that 
which  is  not  money  must  be  transposed  into  money,  and  Congress  must 
be  held  to  have  solemnly  declared  that  which  it  did  not  mean  before  the 
interpretation  sought  for  these  statutes  can  be  given  to  them. 

In  discussing  the  statutes  upon  which  this  claim  is  based,  the  dis- 
tinction is  lost  between  a  ^^  sale"  and  a  ^^  contract";  the  latter  may  be  a 
"  sale,"  a  "  barter,"  or  an  "  exchange."  The  illustration  by  the  major- 
ity, of  one  wbp  employs  another  to  work  for  a  given  period  of  time 
under  an  agreement  to  pay  him  monthly  wages  at  a  given  price  per 
month  and  forty  acres  of  land,  to  be  conveyed  when  the  term  of  service 
expires,  shows  this.  After  the  work  was  performed,  the  conveyance  of 
the  land  might  be  enforced  or  its  value  recovered  in  money.  But  that 
is  not  because  there  was  a  ^^ sale"  of  the  land,  but  because  there  was  a 
contract  of  barter  or  exchange  for  it.  The  courts  would  enforce  the 
contract  as  quickly  for  the  land  as  for  the  wages.  It  is  not  denied  but 
that  the  promise  to  convey  lands  for  military  services  was  a  contract 
which  was  and  should  have  been  carried  into  effect,  but  there  was  no 
sale  of  such  lands,  and  the  government  received  no  proceeds  therefor  of 
which  it  could  pay  to  the  States  five  per  cent.  These  land-warrants 
did  not  obligate  the  government  to  pay  one  dollar  to  the  holder;  they 
were  part  of  the  machinery  by  which  the  soldier  or  his  assigns  might 
obtain  the  land  the  government  exchanged  for  his  services.  Hence, 
that  they  were  assignable  counts  nothing.  That  was  for  the  benefit  of 
the  soldier.  The  government  assumed  no  new  liability.  Like  as  in  any 
other  contract,  the  assignee  received  the  benefits. 

The  claimants,  compelled  to  acknowledge  that,  under  the  acts  of  admis- 
sion, the  government  is  not  liable,  seek  to  hold  it  under  subsequent 
legislation.  No  law  quoted  helps  them.  The  fact  that  the  government 
authorized  conversion  of  the  revolutionary  warrants  into  scrip,  and  then 
specifically  provided  that  this  scrip  should  be  received  in  paynient  for 
lands,  cannot  alter  the  plain  letter  of  the  statutes,  except  in  so  far  as 
Congress  expressly  authorized  the  exchange  of  warrants  into  that  which 
it  would  afterward  receive  as  money. 

A  strict  construction  of  the  law  might  not  entitle  the  States  to  five 
per  centum  of  the  value  of  such  lands  rated  at  one  dollar  and  twenty- 
five  cents  per  acre ;  but  because  the  government,  under  the  peculiar 
wording  of  this  statute,  and  which  referred  to  a  very  small  fraction  of 
all  the  warrants  issued,  saw  fit  to  deal  liberally  with  the  States,  is  no 
reason  why  all  the  other  statutes  should  be  perverted  for  the  benefit  ot 
those  claiming  under  them.  The  one  fact,  if  no  other,  that  the  govern- 
ment gave  to  the  holders  of  land-warrants  issued  by  the  commonwealth 
of  Virginia,  and  under  the  authority  of  the  Continental  Congress,  for 
military  services  during  the  Eevolution,  the  right  to  exchange  them  for 
scrip  which  would  be  received  as  money  in  payment  of  lands,  is  evidence 
that  all  other  bounty  warrants  were  not  so  considered,  but  were  merely 
the  evidence  of  the  right  of  the  holder  to  locate  the  lands  which  the 
government  had  promised  to  give  to  soldiers  in  addition  to  pay  for  their 
honorable  services.    ' 

But  claimants  refer  to  one  other  act  as  some  evidence  of  the  intent  of 
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nent  Indiau  reservations;  and  in  determiQiDg  the  gross  sum  due  yoa 
under  tfaiis  agreement,  yoa  shall  estimate  all  snob  lands  at  one  dollar 
and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre." 

Tkat  this  is  the  meaning  of  the  act,  the  solemn  action  of  the  States, 
their  agents,  and  of  Congress  have  testified. 

lu  construing  statutes  it  is  a  question  to  know  what  the  contracting 
powers  have  agreed  upon  in  order  to  determine  precisely  what  has  been 
promised,  and  how  the  parties  concerned  nnderstood  the  language  when 
the  act  was  prepared  and  accepted.  Apply  this  rule,  and  we  find  that, 
although  millions  of  acres  had  been  located  by  land-warrants,  neither 
Congress  nor  the  States  understood  the  language  to  include  them  within 
the  five  per  centum  clause. 

Hon.  Isaac  N.  Norris,  representing,  the  States  of  Indiana,  Illinois,  and 
Ohio,  as  counsel  in  seeking  for  those  States  the  withheld  two  per  centum, 
in  referring  to  the  second  section  of  the  Mississippi  statutes,  says: 

There  were  no  States  upon  which  the  second  section  could  operate  bnt  Ohio,  Indiana, 
Illinois,  and  Missonri.  Their  two  per  centum,  as  now  pretended  by  some,  had  been  ap- 
propriated to  and  absorbed  in  the  construction  of  the  Cumberland  road.  If  the  section 
was  not  designed  to  apply  to  them,  it  waa  not  inteuded  to  apply  to  any  States, /or  there 
icere  none  others  upon  which  it  could  operate. 

Hods.  James  F.  Green  and  Frank  P.  Blair,  jr.,  Senators  in  Congress 
when  an  act  similar  to  the  Mississippi  act  was  passed  for  the  State  of 
Missouri,  under  date  of  January  20, 1864,  claimed  no  wider  operation  for 
the  law  than  the  disputed  two  per  centum. 

The  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House,  in  1871,  gave  an  interpreta- 
tion of  this  law  in  perfect  keeping  with  the  above,  and  which  is  so  clear 
that  it  should  set  the  matter  at  rest  forever.  Report  No.  40,  Forty- 
first  Congress,  third  session,  was  made  by  Hon.  M.  C.  Kerr.  Th^  Mis- 
sissippi statute  was  referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee  for  construc- 
tion, and  in  rendering  their  construction  the  report  of  the  committee 
thus  commences : 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom  was  referred  House  resolution  No. 
^^79,  to  ooti8true  a  statute  therein  named,  having  had  the  same  under  consideration,  beg 
leave  to  submit  the  following  report. 

Then  follows  the  discussion  of  the  statute.  It  shows  that  no  other 
States  than  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois  yet  remained  for  the  act  to  oper- 
ate upon.  All  the  other  States  had  been  settled  with.  If  the  present 
<3laim  existed  and  found  support  in  that  law,  not  one  of  these  eighteen 
States  had  been  settled  with.  Was  it  possible  that  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee (even  if  the  States  had)  could  have  overlooked  an  item  of 
$4,000,000  in  construing  this  statute  f  And  yet  the  conclusion  of  the 
report  shows  that  the  committee  in  construing  it  entirely  excluded  it. 

The  report  closes  as  follows : 

The  committee,  in  conclusion,  recommend  the  passage  of  the  following  joi at  resolu- 
tion as  a  substitute  for  the  one  referred  to  them : 

JOINT  RESOLUTION  dechtfing  the  trae  oonstraotion  of  a  sUtate. 

Be  U  resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assemhledf  That  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  second  section  of  the 
act  approved  March  3,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty -seven,  entitled  "An  act  to  settle  cer- 
tain accounts  between  the  United  States  and  the  State  of  Mississippi  and  other  States/' 
is  that  all  other  States,  to  wit,  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois,  whicn  have  not  received 
the  full  amount  of  their  five  per  centum  of  the  net  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  public  lands 
lying  within  their  respective  limits,  as  mentioned  in  their  several  enabling  acts,  in 
money,  shall  have  their  accounts  stated,  both  on  the  public  lands  and  reservations, 
and  such  cash  balance  as  has  not  been  paid  to  said  States  allowed  and  paid. 

Nor  is  this  all.  The  construction  of  this  statute  has  been  given  by 
the  ablest  jurists  of  the  country.  Among  them  are  Judge  B.  R.  Curtis, 
Hon.  William  M.  Evarts,  and  Hon.  Caleb  Cushiug.    Each  of  these  hold, 


2  BOUNDARY   LINE   BETWEEN   COLORADO   AND    UTAH. 

tainnient  and  proper  marking  of  the  line  separating  these  great  political 
divisions  of  our  country. 

In  the  case  of  the  State  of  Colorado  a  particular  necessity  exists  at 
the  present  time  for  making  the  proposed  survey.  The  existence  of  rich 
gold  and  silver  deposits  all  along  this  boundary  line,  and  the  fact  that 
the  best  agricultural  and  grazing  lands  of  this  State  are  in  its  immedi- 
ate vicinity,  are  attracting  in  unexampled  numbers  those  seeking  the 
wealth  of  the  mines  and  permanent  homes  upon  farms  and  grazing- 
lands,  and  it  is  safe  to  predict  that,  with  the  contraction  of  the  present 
reservation  of  the  Dte  Indians  in  that  State  (a  bill  for  which  has  parsed 
the  present  Congress)  that  portion  of  Colorado  borderiug  upon  Utah 
will  immediately  fill  with  population,  and  become  as  wealthy  and  as 
populous  as  any  other  section  of  the  State. 

The  public  surveys  in  Northwestern  Colorado  are  already  close  to  the 
Utah  line,  and  should  be  connected  with  that  line.  In  the  Territory  of 
Utah  a  definite  meridian  line  is  needed  upon  which  to  close  its  public 
surveys;  the  proposed  line  will  furnish  it.  The  whole  of  the  Ute  Indian 
reservation  is  in  the  State  of  Colorado,  with  the  boundary  line  between 
Utah  and  Colorado  as  its  western  limit.  With  the  location  of  the 
boundary  line  unknown,  persons  living  on  the  Utah  side  of  the  reserva- 
tion cannot  tell  whether  they  are  infringing  upon  the  Indian  country  or 
not,  and  conflicts  between  the  whites  and  the  Indians  are  liable  to  arise 
on  account  of  this  uncertainty.  If  the  negotiations  with  the  Ute  Indians, 
authorized  by  the  present  Congress,  are  successful,  the  miners  and  others 
in  the  southwestern  part  of  Colorado  will  at  once  push  to  the  western 
limits  of  the  State,  and  across  the  line  into  Utah,  rendering  a  knowl- 
edge of  the  dividing  line  almost  indispensable.  In  view  of  these  consid- 
erations, and  many  others  which  suggest  themselves,  the  committee 
unanimously  recommend  that  the  necessary  legislation  for  carrying  into 
eflfect  the  provisions  of  the  accompaying  substitute  be  provided  by  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  in  the  bill  to  provide  for  the  sundry  civil 
expenses  of  the  government  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 1879. 

It  is  proper  for  the  committee  to  add  that  the  substitute  accompany- 
ing this  report  is  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  and  estimates 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  found  upon  page  167  of  his  letter 
transmitting  estimates  of  appropriations  tor  the  coming  fiscal  year. 


2  TAXATION  OF  RAILROAD  LANDS. 

compauies,  most  of  whom  have  completed  their  roads  for  ten  yearsy 
have  been  carrying,  and  are  carrying,  one  hundred  and  forty-seven  mill' 
ions  of  acres  of  land  for  purposes  of  speculation  and  evading  all  taxation 
thereon. 

In  every  respect  have  these  roads  treated  these  lands  as  if  they  were 
their  own.  The  acts  of  1862  provided  that  as  each  twenty  miles  of  these 
roads  were  built  and  accepted,  the  government  bonds  should  be  issued 
to  them  and  the  lands  patented.  These  companies  have  made  haste  to 
mortgage  them,  and  they  had  to  declare  solemnly  that  they  were  the 
owners  before  they  could  do  so ;  have  held  them  for  sale  as  they  could 
find  purchasers,  and  mortgaged  them  in  advance,  so  as  to  realize  on 
them.  The  Union  Pacific  Eailroad  Company  at  an  early  day  mortgaged 
all  its  lands  at  one  time  for  al)out  $10,000,000.  All  of  the  lauds  are 
included  on  their  lists,  and  are  being  sold  by  the  several  companies 
daily  in  large  quantities.  Millions  of  acres  of  these  lands,  lying  in  the 
States  of  Kansas  and  Nebraska,  are  of  the  best  agricultural  lands  in  these 
States.  By  the  construction  of  court-houses,  public-school  buildings, 
bridges,  improving  highways,  &c.,  in  the  several  counties,  these  lands 
are  being  enhanced  in  value,  till  some  are  held  and  being  sold  as  high 
as  from  ten  to  twenty  dollars  per  acre,  while  the  average  price  of  some 
millions  of  acres  sold  already  has  been  15  per  acre;  yet  the  owners  of 
these  lands  resist  any  State  taxation  of  them. 

By  the  twenty-first  section  of  the  amendatory  act  of  1864,  it  is  pro* 
vided  (see  Stat,  at  L.,  vol.  13,  p.  365) — 

8so.  21.  And  he  it  further  enacted,  That  before  any  land  gtmnted  by  this  act  shaU  be 
conveyed  to  any  company  or  part^  entitled  thereto  under  tbia  act,  there  shall  first  be 
paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  the  cost  of  surrey ing«  selecting,  and  con- 
veying the  same  by  the  said  company  or  party  in  interest  as  the  titles  shall  be  required 
by  said  company,  which  amount  shall,  without  any  farther  appropriation,  stand  to  the 
credit  of  the  proper  account,  to  be  used  by  the  Commissioner  of  the  Qeneral  Land 
Office  for  the  prosecution  of  the  survey  of  the  public  lands  along  the  line  of  said  road, 
and  so  from  year  to  year  until  the  whole  shall  be  completed,  as  provided  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act. 

The  custom  of  these  companies  has  been  to  apply  for  patents  as  they 
sold  the  lands.  Thus,  if  A,  B,  or  G  bought  a  section  apiece  of  them 
they  would  take  a  patent  covering  these  tracts,  and  record  the  same  in 
the  county  where  it  might  be,  together  with  a  release  of  mortgage  to 
such  tracts,  also  so  recorded,  and  then  give  a  deed.  That  ^is  has  been  in 
violation  of  the  whole  spirit  and  purpose  of  the  law,  it  is  needless  to 
s^.  The  roads  refuse  to  pay  a  fee  justly  due.  The  government  ha^ 
to  pay  for  the  sprveys  of  the  land  of  these  gentlemen  out  of  the  public 
treasury,  though  the  law  thus  provided  that  they  should  pay  it.  Be- 
cause they  do  not  pay  it  the  whole  amount  due  them  is  not  patented, 
and  thus  they  pay  in  driblets  as  they  sell  in  driblets,  and  the  persons 
to  whom  they  sell,  the  tillers  of  the  soil,  at  once  become  tax-payers. 

The  law  further  requires  that  under  its  operation  sales  shall  be  made 
by  the  govemtneut,  but  undei:  some  ruling  of  the  department  this  has 
not  been  done.  We  will  not  say  how  much  just  responsibility  has  been 
assumed  by  the  Executive  by  this  neglect 

It  will  be  seen  by  tl^^  act  approved  July  1,  1862  (Stat,  at  L.,  vol.  12, 
p«  4^2,  sec.  3)— 

And  all  such  lands,  so  granted  by  this  section,  which  shaU  not  be  sold  or  disposed 
o^bv  said  company  within^  three  years  aftei^tho^eotire  road  shall  have  been  completed, 
shall  be  subject  to  settlement  and  pre-emption,  like  other  lands,  at  a  price  not  exceed- 
ing one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  to  be  paid  to  said  company — 

that  these  companies  must  dispose  of  these  lands  within  three  years  after 
the  completion  of  their  roads,  or  the  government  will  sell  them  at  $1.25 
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2  JULIA  A.   NUTT. 

thus  given,  and  he  was  despoiled  of  a  vast  amount  of  property.  When 
General  Grant  marched  his  army  from  Young's  Point  down  the  Missis- 
sippi Biver,  in  his  movement  to  invest  Yicksburg,  he  passed  by  and 
through  the  plantations  "Everi^reen^  and  "Winter  Quarters,'^  on  Lake 
Saint  Joseph,  not  far  from  Bruinsburg,  where  the  crossing  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi was  effected,  just  below  Grand  Gulf.  The  planters,  except  Mr. 
Nutt,  in  the  country  through  which  the  Army  had  to  pass,  carried 
away  all  the  property  they  could  remove  before  the  troops  reached 
them.  The  Army  found  and  took  possession  of  very  large  supplies 
on  Mr.  ISTutt's  plantation,  and  it  is  very  doubtful  whether  they  could  have 
proceeded  to  the  successful  results  accomplished  without  great  suffer- 
ing to  the  troops  had  it  not  been  for  the  supplies  thus  obtained. 

General  Grant  afterward  ordered  a  commission  to  be  appointed  to 
investigate  and  ascertain  the  amount  and  value  of  the  property  taken. 
That  commission  was  appointed  by  General  Davidson,  under  orders 
of  General  Oanby,  "to  investigate,  prove,  and  assess  the  property  taken 
from  the  plantation  of  Mrs.  H.  Nutt,  on  Lake  Saint  Joseph."  (This  was 
in  January,  1866,  after  the  death  of  Mr.  Nutt.)  This  commission  or 
board  of  appraisers,  as  they  were  called,  was  comi)osed  of  Capt.  J.  W. 
Scully,  assistant  quartermaster  United  States  Army,  James  Gillespie, 
and  Thomas  Bowie,  who  proceeded  to  the  discharge  of  their  duties,  and 
on  January  20,  1866,  made  a  report,  in  which  they  recommended  the 
payment  of  $112,472.16  upon  certain  articles  of  property  therein  named; 
but  this  did  not  include  all  that  was  taken  on  those  plantations ;  nor 
did  it  include  any  part  of  what  was  taken  from  Mr.  Kutt  or  his  estate 
in  Mississippi.  The  report  was  presented  to  Lieutenant  General  Grant, 
who,  on  May  17, 1866,  strongly  indorsed  it,  and  concluded  his  indorse- 
ment as  follows : 

I  know  that  large  quantities  of  sapplies  were  taken  from  ber  plantation  and  nsed  by 
tbe  United  States  Army,  bat  cannot  state  amounts  or  value.  I  recommend  the  payment 
of  this  claim  under  General  Order  No.  109,  of  1862,  at  the  rates  paid  for  the  same  articles 
by  the  fi^vemmeut  at  the  time  these  were  taken. 

On  presentation  of  these  papers  to  the  War  Department,  the  Quar- 
termaster-General and  the  Commissary- General  of  Subsistence  decided 
that  they  had  no  authority  to  act  in  the  premises. 

When  the  Southern  Claims  Commission  was  organized,  Mrs.  Nutt, 
as  executrix,  presented  her  claim  to  that  tribunal,  which  allowed  her 
thereon  $56,368.25.  This  reduction  from  the  amount  of  her  claim,  as 
presented,  was  made  by  striking  out  certain  items  over  which  the  com- 
missioners thought  they  had  no  jurisdiction,  and  the  reduction  of  amounts 
as  to  others,  which  the  executrix  thinks  was  not  warranted,  either  by 
the  facts  or  the  proofs.  Mr.  Blair,  of  Michigan,  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  War-Claims  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  when  present- 
ing the  bill  for  an  appropriation  to  pay  this  allowance  made  by  the  com- 
missioners, expressed  himself  very  strongly  in  favor  of  a  much  larger 
allowance.  Up  to  the  time  when  Mrs  Nutt  had  presented  this  claim  to 
the  Southern  Claims  Commission,  she  had  supposed  that  all  the  prop- 
erty taken  from  these  plantations  had  been  for  the  use  of  the  Army 
immediately  under  the  command  of  General  Grant,  but  she  afterwards 
discovered  that  a  great  deal  was  taken  by  the  Marine  Brigade,  com- 
manded by  General  Ellett;  but  this  discovery  was  made  too  late  to 
enable  her  to  present  it  to  the  commission.  The  claim  for  the  money 
taken  from  her  by  order  of  General  Brayman  was  not  presented  there 
by  her  under  a  misapprehension  that  the  department  would  pay  it  on 
presentation  of  the  papers.    This  has  been  refused  her. 

In  view  of  the  complicated  character  of  the  claims,  your  committee 
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CHARLES  VALIER. 


Mat  1,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoaae  and  ordered  to  be 

priDted. 


Mr.  Edrn,  from  the  Committee  on  War-Claims,  submitted  the  following 

EEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1210.] 

The  Committee  on  War-Claims^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R.  1210) 
for  the  relief  of  Charles  Valier,  of  Madison  County ^  Illinois^  having  con- 
sidered the  samej  report : 

That  Charles  Yalier  enlisted  in  Company  IVL  Seventh  Regiment  of 
Illinois  Cavalry,  on  the  27th  day  of  Aagnst,  1861,  and  apon  the  organ- 
ization of  said  regiment  was  made  a  sergeant  of  said  Company  M,  and 
served  continuously  with  said  company  and  regiment  until  the  3d  day  of 
November,  1863,  when  in  an  engagement  with  the  enemy  at  Coldwater, 
Miss.,  he  was  taken  prisoner  and  remained  a  prisoner  of  war  until  the 
Ist  day  of  March,  1865,  when  he  was  duly  and  regularly  exchanged  at 
Wilmington,  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina. 

It  appears  that  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1864,  Yalier  was  commis- 
sioned by  the  governor  of  Illinois  a  second  lieutenant  of  Company  M  of 
said  regiment,  but  that  in  consequence  of  his  being  a  prisoner  in  the 
bands  of  the  enemy,  taken  while  in  the  line  of  duty,  he  was  unable  to  be 
mustered  into  the  service  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  M.  It 
farther  appears  that  on  the  15th  day  of  April,  1865,  the  said  Yalier  was 
regularly  mustered  out  of  the  service  at  Springfield,  111.,  when  he  re- 
ceived the  pay  of  a  sergeant  for  the  time  he  was  a  prisoner,  to  wit,  the 
sum  of  $17  per  month. 

Application  was  made  by  Yalier  to  the  Adjutant-General  of  the  Army 
for  pay  as  second  lieutenant  from  January  20, 1864,  to  April  15, 1865, 
deducting  the  pay  received  as  sergeant  for  that  period.  This  was  re- 
fased  as  in  all  such  cases,  it  being  held  that  under  the  regulations  of  the 
War  Department  pay  could  only  be  allowed  from  the  day  the  commis- 
sion was  received  and  the  party  entered  upon  duty  under  the  same  with 
a  proper  command  and  muster. 

Your  committee  find  this  to  be  one  of  a  class  of  cases  which  have 
almost  uniformly  received  the  favorable  consideration  of  Congress,  and 
finding  further  that  the  facts  above  iteited  are  fully  substantiated  by 
competent  evidence,  report  back  the  bill,  directing  the  payment  of  the 
amount  of  pay  and  allowances  of  a  second  lieutenant  of  cavalry,  from 
the  15th  day  of  January,  1864,  the  date  of  his  commission,  to  the  15th 
day  of  April,  1865,  deducting  pay  received  as  sergeant  for  that  period, 
and  recommend  its  passage. 
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JOHN  W.  GALL. 


May  1,  1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Eden,  from  the  Committee  on  War-Claims,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  hill  H.  fi.  1209.] 

The  Committee  on  War-Claims^  to  whom  teas  re/erred  the  bill  (E.  R.  1209) 
for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  John  W,  Gallj  aeeeasedj  late 
a  soldier  in  the  One  hundred  and  thirtieth  Regiment  Illinois  VolunteerSj 
report  the  following  facts  disclosed  by  the  proof : 

On  the  22d  day  of  August,  18G2,  John  W.  Gall,  of  Monroe  County, 
Illinois,  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  A,  One  hundred  and  thirtieth 
Eegiment  Illinois  Volunteers,  in  which  capacity  he  first  served,  and  then 
as  first  sergeant  of  said  company  up  to  March  9, 1863. 

On  the  last-mentioned  day  he  was  commissioned  second  lieutenant  of 
said  company,  and  acted  as  such  from  that  date,  though  his  commission 
did  not  reach  him  until  the  20th  June  next  thereafter,  he,  with  his  com- 
pany, being  on  detached  service  at  Young's  Point,  the  regiment  being 
across  the  river,  in  rear  of  Vicksburg. 

On  the  1st  day  of  November,  1863,  he  and  his  company  rejoined  the 
regiment.  He  could  not  then  be  mustered  as  second  lieutenant,  for  the 
reason  that  his  company  had  been  reduced  below  the  minimum  by  the 
casualties  of  war.  He  served  as  second  lieutenant,  but  was  paid  as  a 
private.  On  the  15th  of  April,  1864,  the  commission  of  the  said  John 
W.  Gall  as  first  lieutenant  of  said  company  reached  regimental  head- 
quarters, giving  him  rank  as  such  from  20th  February,  1864 ;  but,  prior 
to  this,  to  wit,  on  the  8th  day  of  same  month,  he,  the  said  John  W.  Gall, 
with  about  half  of  his  company,  was  captured  in  the  battle  of  Sabine 
Cross-Roads,  La.  He  was  thenceforward  a  prisoner  of  war  till  paroled 
in  June,  1865. 

It  further  appears  that  the  said  John  W.  Gall  was,  in  consequence  of 
the  death  of  the  captain  of  said  company  from  wounds  received  in  the 
battle  of  Sabine  Cross-Eoads,  La.,  commissioned  as  captain  of  said 
company,  with  rank  from  6th  May,  1864.  While  he  was  a  prisoner  of 
war,  his  company,  being  greatly  reduced,  was,  on  the  25th  January, 
1865,  consolidated  with  the  Seventy-seventh  Regiment  Illinois  Volun- 
teers. He  was  mustered  out  of  service  July  8, 1865,  since  which  time 
he  has  died. 

Your  committee  think  that  the  said  John  W.  Gall  was  entitled  to  pay, 
as  second  lieutenant,  from  9th  March,  1863,  to  20th  February,  1864,  and 
should  be  allowed  pay  as  first  lieutenant  from  20th  February,  1864,  up 
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to  25th  January,  1865,  the  time  his  company  was  consolidated  with  the 
said  Seventy-seventh  Begimentf  and  therefore  recommend  that  his  legal 
representatives  be  paid  the  amoant  due  him  for  services  as  second  and 
first  lieutenant  up  to  the  25th  January,  1865,  deducting  therefrom  all 
amounts  he  may  have  received  for  services  as  private  and  noncommis- 
sioned  ofiScer  during  the  same  time. 


45th  Conoeess,  \   HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.      (  Report 
2d  Sessim.       ]  \  No.  713. 


CHARLES  CLINE. 


May  ly  1876.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Gabdneb,  from  the  Committee  ou  Revolationary  PensioDS,  sub 

mitted  the  following 

KEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  K.  4326.] 

The  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pensums,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
{H.  R.  4326)  granting  a  pension  to  Charles  Cline,  of  Clinton  Countyj 
Ohio^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration  and  report  thereon  as  follows : 

That  there  seems  to  be  no  record  evidence  of  the  service  of  claimant. 
His  name  does  not  appear  on  any  of  the  rolls. 

Pnt  notwithstanding  this,  the  evidence  in  the  case  can  leave  no  rea- 
sonable doubt  that  he  was  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  as  a 
soldier  in  the  war  of  1812  from  May,  1814,  until  November,  1814,  in 
Captain  Townsend's  company. 

This  is  supported  by  the  evidence  of  Margaret  R.  Cline,  wife  of  claim- 
ant, Charles  Peterson,  John  Vance,  and  of  the  claimant,  all  of  whom 
are  old,  and  very  respectable,  worthy  people,  whose  statements,  among 
their  neighbors,  are  received  with  implicit  faith  and  confidence. 

This  case,  under  the  rules  of  the  Pension  OfiBce,  will  not  receive  the 
consideration  its  merits^demand.  The  only  remedy  the  claimant  has 
is  his  appeal  to  Congress. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  this  is  a  meritorious  case,  strongly 
appealing  to  Congress  for  relief,  and  do  therefore  report  favorably  on 
the  bill. 
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1712,  secured  from  the  Kid^  a  charter,  giving  him  almost  imperial  con- 
trol of  the  commerce  of  the  whole  Mississippi  Valley.  There  was,  at 
that  date,  no  European  rival  to  dispute  French  domination,  for  the 
English  of  New  England  and  the  other  Atlantic  colonies  had  not  ex- 
tended their  settlements  westward  across  the  AUeghanies,  and  the 
Spanish  in  the  Southwest,  or  New  Spain,  had  not  pushed  their  conquests 
farther  north  than  New  Mexico.  Crozat's  trading  privileges  covered  an 
area  many  times  larger  than  all  France,  and  as  fertile  as  any  on  the  face 
of  the  earth.  But  he  was  unequal  to  the  opportunity,  and,  failing  in 
his  efforts,  soon  surrendered  the  charter.  John  Law,  a  Scotchman,  at 
first  a  gambler,  and  subsequently  a  bold,  visionary,  but  brilliant  finan- 
cier, succeeded  Crozat  in  the  privileges  of  this  grand  scheme,  and  secured 
from  the  successor  of  Louis  XIV  a  monopoly  of  the  trade  and  develop- 
ment of  the  French  possessions  in  the  valley.  In  order  to  carry  into  efifect 
his  wild  enterprise  he  organized  a  colossal  stock  company,  called  *'  The 
Western  Company,''  but  more  generally  known  in  history  as  "  The  Mis- 
sissippi Bubble."  According  to  the  historian,  Monette,  ^'  it  was  vested 
with  the  exclusive  privilege  of  the  entire  commerce  of  Louisiana  and 
New  France,  and  with  authority  to  enforce  its  rights.  It  was  authorized 
to  monopolize  the  trade  of  all  the  colonies  in  the  provinces,  and  of  all 
the  Indian  tribes  within  the  limits  of  that  extensive  region,  even  to  the 
remotest  source,  of  every  stream  tributary  in  any  wise  to  the  Missis- 
sippi." So  skillful  and  daring  were  his  manipulations  that  he  bewitched 
the  French  people  with  the  fascination  of  stock-gambling.  But  the 
bubble  soon  burst,  and  its  explosion  upset  the  finances  of  the  whole 
kingdom. 

The  French  made  little  progress  in  the  settlement  and  development 
of  the  great  valley,  and  in  1762  and  1763,  after  a  supremacy  ot  nearly 
a  hundred  years,  were  crowded  out  by  the  English  from  the  East,  and 
the  Spanish  from  the  Southwest,  the  Mississippi  River  forming  the  divid- 
ing line  between  the  conquests  of  those  two  nations. 

The  Spanish  officials,  lor  the  purpose  of  promoting  colonization,  and 
to  aid  in  establishing  trading-posts  on  the  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Arkan- 
sas, lied,  and  other  rivers,  in  the  western  half  of  the  valley,  granted  to 
certain  individuals,  pioneers  and  settlers,  immense  tracts  of  land.  They 
accomplished  even  less  than  the  French  in  peopling  the  valley ;  but 
whatever  progress  was  made  under  the  successive  supremacies  of  the 
French,  Spanish,  and  British,  the  Mississippi  and  its  navigable  tribu- 
taries furnished  the  only  highways  of  communication  and  commerce. 

The  United  States,  as  a  result  of  the  Eevolntionary  war,  dispossessed 
the  British  of  the  eastern  half  of  the  valley  (except  that  portion  east  of 
the  Mississippi  and  below  the  31st  degree  of  north  latitude  to  Bayou 
Manchac,  which  remained  in  undisputed  possession  of  Spain  until  1810, 
when  the  people  of  that  territory  now  known  as  the  Florida  parishes  of 
Louisiana  threw  off  the  Spanish  yoke,  captured  its  forts  at  Baton  Bouge 
and  other  points  of  military  occupation,  and  declared  and  maintained 
their  independence  until  Governor  Claiborne  dispersed  the  legislature 
and  government  of  the  people,  and  the  United  States  Government  ex- 
tended its  authority  over  the  territory,  but  which  Spain  did  not  cede 
to  the  United  States  until  1819),  and  in  1803,  by  the  treaty  of  Paris, 
purchased  the  western  half  from  France,  which  she,  three  years  before, 
had  reacquired  from  Spain.  Then  began  a  thorough  development  of  the 
valley,  and  the  thrifty  American  civilization  made  good  use  of  the  river 
highway.  It  became  one  of  the  most  important  channels  of  commerce  in 
the  world ;  but  its  prestige  was  soon  eclipsed  by  the  advance  of  rail  ways. 
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and  for  years  past  the  natural  highway  has  been  less  ased  than  the  arti- 
ficial ones. 

At  the  present  time,  however,  this  river-system  is  once  more  coming 
into  great  promiDence,  both  in  a  national  and  international  sense.  One 
scheme  for  its  improvement  contemplates  an  outlay  of  $45,000,000  in 
the  construction  of  levees.  Another  proposes  its  improvement  on  the 
jetty  plan  with  an  outlay  of  $50,000,000.  Still  others  aim  at  the  removal 
of  sand-bars,  snags,  shoals,  and  overcoming  the  obstructions  caused  by 
rapids.  Direct  shipments  of  grain  are  proposed  from  the  center  of  the 
valley  to  Europe.  The  river  is  also  considered  an  important  factor  in 
the  development  of  direct  and  increased  trade  with  Cuba,  Brazil,  Mex- 
ico, and  other  Spanish- American  nations.  To  facilitate  these  commend- 
able schemes,  it  is  proposed  to  improve  and  deepen  the  channel  of  the 
Lower  Mississippi,  which  we  have  termed  the  grand  trunk-line  of  the 
whole  system,  so  that  its  waters  may  float  ocean-steamers  and  make 
continuous  the  navigation  of  the  great  interior  of  the  United  States 
with  the  Gulf  and  the  Ocean.  In  brief,  the  new  era  of  peace,  material 
development,  revival  of  industries,  and  extension  of  trade,  which  is 
succeeding  several  years  of  political  strife  and  business  depression, 
finds  in  the  Mississippi  River  system  a  fine  field  for  operations.  The 
problem  of  cheap  transportation,  so  important  to  the  welfare  of  the  pro- 
ducing classes,  looks  to  the  river  and  its  many  navigable  tributaries  for 
solntioo.  Considering  the  national  importance  of  that  question  at  the 
present  time,  it  is  safe  to  assert  that  the  river-system  has  reached  a 
point  in  its  history  where  it  will  soon  regain  its  lost  prestige. 

DESORIPTIVE  NOTES. 


The  Mississippi  and  its  navigable  tributaries  intersect  and  supply 
with  cheap  transportation  nearly  every  portion  of  the  vast  agricultural 
region  extending  from  the  Lakes  to  the  Gulf  and  the  Alleghany  to  the 
"Rooky  Mountains,  an  area  of  about  2,000,000  square  miles ;  in  other 
words,  about  two-thirds  of  the  area  of  the  whole  United  States.  Strictly 
speaking,  the  Mississippi  Eiver  basin  contains  but  1,257,545  square 
miles.  That  total  is,  according  to  Walker's  Statistical  Atlas  of  the 
United  State?,  composed  of  the  following  minor  basins  or  subdivisions, 
Viz: 

Sqaare  miles. 

Lower  Mississippi 65,646 

Upper  Mississippi 179, 635 

MiBSonri 527,690 

ArkaDBas 184,742 

Ohio 207,111 

Red  92,721 

But  the  region  drained,  and,  in  a  business  way,  benefited  by  the  Mis- 
sissippi River  system,  is  more  extensive  than  the  mere  basins,  and  it  is 
fairer  to  use  the  first  mentioned  area  (which  is  that  given  by  Foster,  in 
his  excellent  work  on  the  valley)  as  the  proper  measure  of  territory  for 
the  purposes  of  this  review. 

The  following  table  shows  the  number  of  miles  which  the  river,  and 
each  one  of  its  tributaries,  is  navigable  from  its  mouth  to  the  place  desig- 
nated on  the  accompanying  map,  as  the  head  of  navigation  : 


Missonn 3,127 

Mississippi 2, 166 

Ohio 1,021 

Red 820 

Tennessee 759 

Arkansas 668 


653 

, 460 

445 

4:j8 

369 
Alleghany 325 


Camberland 

White 

Washita  ... 
Yellowstone 
Wabash .... 
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MitiDesota  — 

IlliDois 

Yazoo 

Osage 

Sunflower 

TtfUahatohie 

Oreen 

WiscoDBin 

Black  (Ark.) . 
MonoDcpahela. 
Kanawna  .... 
Moskingom  .. 


295 
269 
240 
2.37 
207 
200 
200 
160 
136 
110 
94 
94 


Chippewa 

Iowa 

Saint  Francis, 
Saint  Croix .. 

Rook  

Kentucky .... 
Black  (La.)  .. 
Big  Horn..... 
Clinch 


90 
80 
80 
65 
64 
60 
54 
50 
50 


Total 14,086 


It  will  be  observed  that  several  of  the  rivers  placed  on  the  map  are 
not  navigable.  Some  of  them  can  easily  be  made  so,  and  when  the 
country  becomes  more  densely  populated,  doubtless  will  be  suitably  im- 
proved. The  Mississippi  River,  for  instance,  can,  by  use  of  locks,  be 
made  navigable  to  Leech  Lake,  about  six  hundred  miles  above  the  pres- 
ent head  of  navigation.  In  the  same  way  the  navigation  of  the  Missouri, 
Yellowstone,  Bed,  and  other  tributaries  may  be  extended.  It  will  alsd 
be  observed  that  the  mileage,  as  given  in' the  above  table,  is  to  the 
beads  of  navigation.  In  most  instances  that  means  continuous  naviga- 
tion, but  not  always  so.  For  instance  the  navigation  of  the  Mississippi 
is  broken  at  Saint  Anthon^^'s  Falls,  and  then  is  resumed  and  extends  to 
Sank  Rapids.  In  the  Tennessee  River  there  is  an  interruption  at  Muscle 
Shoals,  in  the  State  of  Alabsima,  and  another  below  Ghattanoocra.  In 
the  Red  River  there  is  also  an  interruption  of  continuous  navigation. 
But  these  breaks  in  continuous  navigation  exist  in  only  a  few  of  the 
abovo  list  of  tributaries,  and  can,  with  little  expense,  be  overcome 
whenever  Congress  furnishes  the  necessary  legislation. 

Did  time  permit,  it  would  be  interesting  to  give  descriptive  notes  on 
each  of  the  thirty-three  navigable  rivers  of  the  Mississippi  syst^em,  stat- 
ing the  general  features,  and  characteristics  of  each,  the  nature  of  the 
interruptions  to  continuous  navigation,  the  kind  of  boats  used,  or  capable 
of  being  used,  on  each,  the  number  of  miles  of  navigation,  which,  by 
improvements  and  repairs,  might  be  added  to  each  river,  &c.  Such 
a  review  is  much  needed  in  the  interest  of  commerce,  and  intelligent  and 
adequate  legislation,  and  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  no  provision  has  been 
made  for  its  preparation. 

A  noticeable  teature  of  the  system,  as  may  be  seen  on  the  map,  is  that 
on  the  east  and  west  it  nearly  connects  with  rivers  flowing  into  the 
Atlantic  and  Pacific.  The  James  River  in  Virginia  so  nearly  unites 
with  the  Kanawha,  which  is  a  tributary  of  the  Ohio,  that  ever  since  the 
days  of  Washington,  who  originated  and  first  advocated  the  plan,  it  has 
been  proposed  to  connect,  in  this  manner,  the  waters  of  the  Atlantic 
with  those  of  the  Mississippi  Valley.  At  the  present  time  there  is  a 
bill  pending  before  Congress  asking  that  a  commission  of  engineers  be 
appointed  *^  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  proceed,  at  once,  to  make  a  survey 
of,  and  consider  and  mature  plans  for  the  construction  of  a  navigable 
canal  from  the  Upper  Columbia  River  to  the  Upper  Missouri  River." 
A  continuous  water-line  from  !New  York  City  to  the  waters  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi, by  way  of  Hudson  River,  the  Erie  Canal,  and  the  great  lakes, 
has  been  much  discussed,  and,  in  1874,  its  construction  was  strongly 
recommended  by  a  select  committee  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Thus  it  is  proposed,  by  supplementing  the  Mississippi  system  on  the 
north,  east,  and  west,  to  extend  the  water  highways  of  commerce  across 
the  Continent,  not  only  from  the  Lakes  to  the  Gulf,  but  from  Ocean  to 
Ocean. 


"*% 
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A  NATIONAL  HIGHWAY. 

The  navigable  portions  of  this  vast  river-system  either  intersect  or 
border  eighteen  States  and  two  Territories.  Each  one  of  these  States 
and  Territories  has  an  extensive  business  interest  in  the  Lower  Missis- 
sippi, or  trunk-line,  as  well  as  the  particular  portions  of  the  river  high- 
way which  touch  its  own  territory.  The  mileage  of  the  navigable  por- 
tions of  the  system  which  cross  or  border  each  State  is  nearly  as  follows : 

Arkansas 1,826 

Missouri 1,504 

Lonisiana 1,314 

MoDtaDa 1,311 

Illinois 1,277 

Tennessee 1,220 

Mississippi 1,207 

Kentacky 1, 187 

Iowa 845 

Indiana 840 


Minnesota 660 

Wisconsin 560 

Ohio 556 

Nebraska 400 

Pennsylvania 380 

Texas 300 

Dakota 285 

Alabama 250 

Kansas 190 

West  Virginia 104 

An  estimate  of  the  political  power  of  these  States  and  Territories 
shows  how  national  are  the  interests  attaching  to  the  river.  Of  the 
three  hundred  and  one  Representatives  of  the  people  in  the  present  Con- 
gress, the  eighteen  States  and  two  Territories  sent  one  hundred  and 
seventy-one.  This  representation  is  based  on  population,  and,  accord- 
ing to  the  last  census,  those  States  and  Territories  had  a  population  of 
22,215,022,  against  16,343,349  in  the  rest  of  the  United  States. 

Again,  a  comparison  of  some  of  the  leading  products  of  those  eighteen 
States  with  the  products  of  the  whole  United  States  illustrates  very 
clearly  the  national  character  of  this  comprehensive  highway.  Accord- 
ing to  the  recent  annual  report  of  the  United  States  Commissioner  of 
Agriculture,  they,  in  187G,  produced  1,123,106,000  bushels  of  Indian  corn 
of  the  total  1,283,827,500  bushels  produced  in  the  whole  Union ;  in  other 
words,  over  87  per  cent,  of  the  whole  national  crop. 

The  wheat  product  of  the  same  eighteen  States  was  200,899,000  bushels 
against  the  total  289,356,500  bushels  of  the  whole  United  States,  or 
sixty-nine  per  cent.  They  produced  seventy-two  per  cent,  of  the  total 
rye  product  of  the  United  States.  During  the  same  year  they  furnished 
seventy  per  cent,  or  $19,811,650  of  the  total  $28,282,968  worth  of 
tobacco  produced  in  the  United  States.  Of  the  total  4,438,000  bales  of 
cotton  grown  in  the  whole  United  States  in  1876,  they  produced  seventy- 
four  per  cent.,  or  3,318,000  bales.  As  the  statistics  of  pork  packing  are 
usually  given  by  cities  instead  of  States,  we  will  take,  for  a  further 
comparison,  the  value  of  live  hogs  in  1876.  According  to  the  same  au- 
thority, the  Commissioner  of  Agriculture,  the  value  of  the  hogs  of  the 
eighteen  States  was  estimated  to  be  $137,154,406,  and  those  of  the  whole 
Union,  $171,077,196,  or  seventy-one  jier  cent. 

The  chief  coal-fields  of  the  United  States,  those  of  Pennsylvania, 
Indiana,  Ohio,  Illinois,  and  Missouri,  are  in  close  proximity  to  the  navi- 
gable waters  of  the  Mississippi  or  its  tributaries.  The  extensive  iron 
deposits  of  Tennessee,  Western  Pennsylvania,  and  Missouri,  also  adjoin 
this  national  highway.  It  furnishes  water  communication  with  the 
oeean  for  the  commerce  and  freights  of  such  cities  as  Pittsburg,  Cin- 
cinnati, Louisville,  Nashville,  Memphis,  Saint  Paul,  Keokuk,  Omaha, 
Little  Bock,  Shreveport,  Jefferson  (Tex.),  Saint  Lonis,  New  Orleans,  and 
many  others  scattered  over  different  portions  of  the  great  interior  of 
the  United  States. 

In  fact,  the  river-system  itself  is  national,  for  it  is  a  highway  controlled 
by  the  United  States,  and  is  subject  to  the  laws  of  the  general  govern- 
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ment  instead  of  the  laws  of  the  various  States  through  which  it  passes. 
The  law  as  declared  in  1870,  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Uuited  States, 
in  the  case  of  '^The  Daniel  Ball"  (10  Wallace,  557),  is  as  follows : 

Those  rivers  mast  be  regarded  as  poblio  navigable  rivers  in  law  which  are  navi- 
gable in  fact.  And  they  are  navigable  in  fact  when  they  are  nsed,  or  are  snsseptible 
of  being  nsed,  in  their  ordinary  condition,  as  highways  for  commerce  over  which  trade 
and  travel  are,  or  may  be  ooDdncted  in  the  customary  modes  of  trade  and  travel  on 
water.  And  they  constitute  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  acts  of  Congress,  in  contradistinction  from  the  navigable  waters  of  the 
States,  when  they  form  in  their  ordinary  ooDditiou,  by  themselves,  or  by  nuitinjjr  with 
other  waters,  a  continned  highway  over  which  commerce  is,  or  may  be,  earned  on 
with  other  States,  or  foreign  countries,  in  the  customary  modes  in  which  such  com- 
merce is  conducted  by  water. 

Here  then  we  find  a  highway  which  is  controlled  by  the  people  in- 
stead of  private  corporations.  No  monopoly  of  transportation,  or  exor- 
bitant charges  attach  to  the  river-system,  but  it  is  a  public  way  open 
to  free  and  unrestrained  competition.  It  is  in  nature,  fact,  and  law,  a 
national  institution. 

ITS  INTERNATIOAL  FEATURES. 

A  glance  at  the  map  shows  how  the  various  branches  of  this  inland 
highway  converge,  meet,  and  finally  terminate  at  the  Gulf,  directly  oppo- 
site Brazil,  the  Spanish-American  nations  of  South  America,  Mexico, 
and  the  West  Indies.  No  intention  of  nature  is  more  clearly  indicated 
than  that  the  commerce  of  the  great  valley  should  find  a  direct  and 
continuous  interchange  with  that  of  neighboring  nations  at  the  South. 
But  statistics  show  that  the  wise  plans  of  nature  have,  in  thi:^  respect, 
been  almost  totally  disregarded.  According  to  a  report  on  the  resources 
and  commerce  of  Brazil,  submitted  at  our  Centennial  Exhibition,  her 
average  annual  purchases  iu  the  European  market  were  S5^^^  per  cent, 
of  her  total  imports,  while  her  annual  average  purchases  from  the 
United  States  were  only  4/^  per  cent. 

Taking  the  statistics  of  the  foreign  commerce  of  Mexico  for  the  year 
ending  June  30, 1873,  which  is,  probably,  a  fair  illustration  of  the  gen- 
eral direction  of  that  trade,  we  find  that  Mexico  imported  to  the  extent 
of  $18,897,611  in  commodities  from  distant  Europe,  and  only  $7,420,419 
from  the  United  States.  Taking  the  single  item  of  cotton-stuffs  im- 
ported that  same  year,  Mexico  bought  $10,531,970  worth  from  Europe, 
and  only  $369,438  worth  from  the  United  States.  Tet  her  chief  harbor. 
Vera  Cruz,  is  but  a  very  short  distance  across  the  Gulf  from  the  mouth 
of  the  Mississippi  and  the  best  cotton- producing  States  of  the  world. 
The  grain  products  of  the  valley  have,  for  years  past,  been  sent  over- 
land for  foreign  shipment,  while  the  waters  of  the  river,  which  pene- 
trates all  portions  of  the  grain-producing  regions,  form  an  unbrokeu 
channel  to  the  ocean. 

The  people  of  the  valley  are  beginning  to  appreciate  the  fact  that  it 
is  a  costly  luxury  to  ignore  the  plans  of  nature,  and  now,  more  than 
ever  before,  they  are  considering  the  international  features  of  the  river 
highway.  The  recent  direct  shipments  of  grain  from  the  mouth  ot  the 
Mississippi  to  foreign  markets  have  proved  so  successful,  and  so  bene- 
ficial to  the  producers  of  the  valley,  that  it  is  proposed  to  improve  the 
river  so  as  to  permit  ocean-steamers  to  ascend  to  the  very  center  of  this 
great  river-system.  This  result  could  be  accomplished  by  a  channel  of 
twenty  feet  in  depth  from  Saint  Louis  to  the  Gulf.  One  plan  of  im- 
provement of  the  Lower  Mississippi  contemplates  such  a  depth  of  navi- 
gation.   But  it  is  not  our  purpose  to  advocate  any  particular  theory  of 
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improvemeut.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  river  should  be  impressed  into 
the  service  of  commerce  ia  every  way  possible,  and  to  its  utmost  capac- 
ity whether  for  local,  national,  or  international  exchanges. 

An  inevitable  result  of  an  adequate  development  and  use  of  this 
river  highway,  and  enlarged  trade  with  Spanish-American  countries 
adjoining  the  Gulf,  will  be  the  construction  of  the  proposed  interoceauic 
canal  acrossCentral  Americaor  Southern  Mexico.  That  would  makecon- 
tiuuous  and  very  direct  water  communication  between  the  valley  and 
Japan,  China,  and  India.  The  Mississippi  Valley  is  destined  at  no  dis- 
tant day  to  have  its  share  of  the  much  coveted  and  enriching  Oriental 
trade. 

AN  ECONOMICAL  HIGHWAY. 

This  river  system,  considered  as  a  whole,  extends  from  north  to  south, 
from  one  climate  to  another.  Nature  has  provided  that  different  cli- 
mates shall  furnish  different  products,  and  it  is  but  in  accordance  with 
those  designs  and  sound  principles  of  political  economy  that  the  chief 
commercial  exchanges  of  the  United  States  should  be  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. In  America,  at  least,  those  principles  of  trade  have  been  disre- 
garded, and  the  exchanges  have  been  too  much  on  parallels  of  latitude. 
But,  regardless  of  what  has  been  the  practice,  it  is  a  fact  which  cannot 
be  gainsaid,  that  the  most  important  trade  for  the  United  States  to 
secure  is  that  of  the  nations  lying  south  of  us,  and  within  easy  reach  of 
the  Mississippi  Valley.  C^f  the  valley  itself  it  may  be  said  that  the 
northern  and  southern  portions  are,  in  climate,  resources,  and  products, 
the  supplement  of  each  other.  Of  the  valley,  and  the  Spanish-American 
nations,  it  may  be  said  that  one  is,  in  climate,  products,  resources, 
supply,  and  demand,  the  complement  of  the  other.  The  Mississippi 
Kiver  furnishes  facilities  for  exchanges  on  that  principle,  and  is,  there- 
fore, economically  correct.  True  public  economy  requires  that  such  laws 
of  nature  and  trade  be  not  disregarded. 

Again,  this  highway  is  in  accordance  with  the  rule  of  political 
economy  as  well  as  common  sense,  which  is  that  channels  of  commerce 
be  located  in  regions  which  are  sufficiently  fertile  and  settled  to  furnish 
products  for  transportation.  The  most  productive  portions  of  the 
United  States  are  the  rich  valleys  extending  up  and  ^own  the  Missis- 
sippi and  its  many  tributaries.  The  highway  was  located  where  most 
needed,  and  where  it  can  perform  the  greatest  service  in  the  shape  of 
transportation. 

Again,  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  strictest  principles  of  political 
economy  in  that  it  was  constructed  without  expense.  The  single  State 
of  Kew  York  had,  up  to  the  close  of  1866,  expended  $64,710,832  in  the 
construction,  improvement,  and  enlargement  of  her  1,308  miles  of  canals* 
It  will  be  observed  that  the  mileage  of  these  canals  which  cost  such 
an  enormous  sum  is  not  quite  one-tenth  the  mileage  of  the  Mississippi 
Biver  system  which  cost  nothing. 

Still  again,  sound  public  economy  requires  that  the  cost  of  transpor- 
tation be  not  so  great  as  to  check  production.  The  question  of  cheap 
transportation  has  during  the  past  few  years  been  very  generally  dis- 
cussed, and  a  select  committee  of  the  United  States  Senate  in  1874 
prepared  an  elaborate  report  on  that  subject.  In  its  summary  of  con- 
clusions and  recommendations  is  the  following : 

The  above  facts  and  coDolasions,  together  with  the  remarkable  physical  adaptation 
of  onr  ooontry  for  cheap  and  ample  water  commnnications,  poinc  unerringly  to  the 
improvement  of  onr  great  natural  waterwavs,  and  their  connection  by  canals  or  by 
short  freight  railway  portaees,  under  control  of  the  government,  as  the  obvious  and 
certain  solation  of  the  problem  of  cheap  transportation. 
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The  following,  from  the  GinclDDati  Commercial,  of  recent  date,  illas- 
trates  the  force  of  that  conclusion : 

The  tow-boat  Josh  Williams  is  on  her  way  to  New  Orleans  with  a  tow  of  thirty-two 
barees.  containing  Hx  hundred  ihoiuand  hmheU  (beceniy  six  pounds  to  the  huskel)  of  coal, 
exclusive  of  her  own  fuel,  being  the  largest  tow  ever  taken  to  New  Orleans,  or  any- 
where else  in  the  world. 

Her  freight-bill,  at  three  cents  per  bushel,  amounts  to  eighteen  thousand  dollars. 

It  would  take  eighteen  hundred  oars^  of  three  hundred  and  thirty-three  bnshels  to  the 
oar  (which  is  an  overload  for  a  car),  to  transport  this  amount  of  coal. 

At  ten  dollars  per  ton,  or  one  hundred  dollars  per  car,  which  would  be  a  fair  price 
for  the  distance  by  rail,  the  freight-bill  would  amount  to  one  hundred  and  eighty  thou- 
sand dollars^  or  one  hnndred  and  sixty-two  thousand  dollars  more  by  rail  than  by  river. 

The  tow  will  be  taken  from  Pittsburgh  to  New  Orleans  in  fourteen  or  fifteen  days. 

It  would  require  one  hundred  trains  of  eighteen  cars  to  the  train  to  transport  this  one 
tow  of  six  hundred  thousand  bushels  of  coal,  and  even  if  it  made  the  usual  speed  of 
Jfast  freight-lines,  it  would  take  one  whole  summer  to  put^it  through  by  rail. 

This  statement  shows  the  wonderful  superiorty  of  the  river  over  rail  facilities. 

The  following  statistics  from  the  New  Orleans  market-reports  show 
the  increased  receipt  of  some  of  the  articles  of  produce  from  the  interior, 
largely  dae  to  improvement  at  the  month  of  the  Mississippi  Biver. 

In  other  words,  the  producers  desiring  cheap  transportation  will 
always  patronize  the  river  highway  when  it  is  in  repair. 

From  September  1, 1877  to  April  21, 1878— 

Incnsae. 

Corn,  this  year,  bnshels 3,679,319 

Corn,  last  year,  bushels 1,173,381 

2,505,938 

Wheat,  this  year,  bushels 663,561 

Wheat,  last  year,  bushels 93,725 

559,826 

Cotton-seed,  this  year,  sacks 1,724,012 

Cotton-seed,  last  year,  sacks 1,058,716 

666|296 

Cotton,  this  year,  bales 1,602,121 

Cotton,  last  year,  bales 1,323,819 

278, 3C2 

A  NEGKLECTBD  HIGHWAY. 

With  the  great  nataral  advantages  possessed  by  the  river-highway^ 
one  would  naturally  supjiose  it  would  be  the  main  dependence  for  the 
bulky  freights  of  an  agricultural  valley.  But  it  is  the  channel  of  trade 
least  in  use.  According  to  the  recent  report  of  the  United  States  Bureau 
of  Statistics  on  internal  commerce,  the  commerce  of  Saint  Louis, 
the  central  city  of  the  great  Mississippi  yalley,  was,  during  the  year 
1875,  transported  chiefly  by  rail,  78  per  cent,  going  by  rail,  and  only  22 
per  cent,  by  river.  The  same  report  asserts  that  ^*at  first  the  railroads 
of  the  Western  States  were  regarded  as  being  merely  tributary  to  the 
water-lines."  But  the  reverse  is  now  true,  for  since  railways  have  been 
so  generally  extended  over  the  valley^  from  1850  to  the  present  time, 
they  have  gradually  gained  in  relative  importance  and  prestige^  until  the 
river  has  become  tributary  to  the  railways.  Until  recently  the  moath 
of  this  whole  system  of  water-ways^  which  connects  over  fourteen  thou- 
sand miles  of  inland  navigation  with  the  Gulf  and  the  Ocean,  has  been 
permitted  to  remain  filled  with  bars  and  deposits,  to  the  great  damage 
of  commerce.  Along  the  trunk-line,  or  Lower  Mississippi,  the  levees,  or 
fences  of  the  river,  constructed  to  protect  adjoining  fields  from  overflow, 
and  damage,  have  become  neglected  and  broken  down.  The  amount  of 
this  damage  to  property,  and  loss  to  the  sum  total  of  national  wealth,  is 
truly  astonishing.  In  estimating  the  damage  one  must  bear  in  mind 
that  the  alluvial  lands  along  the  Lower  Mississippi,  the  Bed,  and  Ar- 
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kansas  Rivers,  are  as  fertile  as  any  npon  the  face  of  the  eartb,  and,  for  tlie 
purpose  of  cotton,  sugar,  and  rice  growing,  doubtless  superior  to  any. 
The  extent  of  territory  subject  to  overflow  was,  in  1874,  estimated  by 
Mr.  Morey,  in  his  report  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  be  41, 193 
square  miles.  This  is  an  area  as  great  as  the  combined  areas  of  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and 
New  Jersey,  and  of  course  many  times  more  productive.  As  regards  the 
value  of  that  area,  reduced  to  acres,  we  quote  as  follows  from  Mr. 
Morey's  carefully-prepared  estimate : 

Assuming  the  26^363,520  square  acres  of  land  to  have  been  worth,  nnreclaimed,  $1.25 
per  acre,  on  the  fronts  of  streams  of  the  larger  class, Ito  an  average  depth  of  one  mile 
on  each  side,  amounting  to  abont  8,000  square  miles^equal  5,120,000  acres — the  whole 
would  be  worth,  at  this  rate,  about  $6,400,000.  Computing  the  rest  as  not  salable, 
but  worth  ten  cents  per  acre — ^say  |2,124,352;  add  to  this  the  salable  land,  and  we 
have  an  aggregate  value  of  $8,524,352  as  the  total  value  of  the  Mississippi  Delta,  with- 
oat  levees. 

What  was  their  value  at  the  beginning  of  the  war,  with  the  ineffective  levee  system 
then  extending  something  like  one  thousand  miles  in  Louisiana,  and  at  least  five  hun- 
dred miles  in  the  other  States?  The  lands  reclaimed  were  worth,  on  an  average, $30 
per  acre,  and  the  5,120,000  acres  became  worth  $153,6(X),000,  and  the  remaining  21,243,352 
acres  were  worth  $10  per  acre,  or  $212,443,520,  and  the  real  value  of  the  whole  area 
worth  $366,043^520. 

Here,  then,  was  an  addition  to  the  national  wealth  of  over  $357,000,000 
as  a  result  of  the  reclamation  of  the  alluvial  lands.  It  is  an  amount 
greater  than  the  value,  as  given  in  the  last  Census,  of  all  the  farming 
lands  of  the  great  and  fertile  State  of  Kentucky.  But  the  wealth  gained 
hy  fencing  in  the  river  highway  has,  since  the  beginning  of  the  war,  been 
almost  entirely  lost.  According  to  the  able  report  of  the  Levee  Com- 
mittee, made  to  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr.  Ellis,  in  1876, 
'< millions  of  acres  have  been  sold  for  taxes;  others,  after  advertise- 
ment, have  failed  to  bring  anything  whatever,  and  it  is  safe  to  say  that 
the  depreciation  in  the  last  sixteen  years  has  reduced  the  value  to  less 
than  $100,000,000.'^  Here,  then,  is  a  damage  of  $266,000,000  to  prop- 
erty, caused  by  failure  to  keep  a  public  highway  in  repair — a  highway 
80  public  that  it  furnishes  transportation  to  eighteen  States,  which, 
as  we  have  already  stated,  supply,  on  an  average,  about  75  per  cent,  of 
the  staple  products  of  the  whole  country. 

The  damage  not  only  consists  of  devastation  to  adjoining  fields,  caused 
by  overflow,  but  to  the  levees  themselves,  which  adjoining  States  and 
proprietors  have  constructed  at  great  expense.  On  this  subject  Professor 
Forshey,  a  distinguished  civil  engineer  of  many  years'  experience  and 
observation  on  the  Mississippi,  a  very  reliable  authority,  made  before 
the  Association  for  the  Advancement  of  Science  in  1872  the  follow- 
ing assertion,  viz : 

The  steamers  that  transport  this  cotomerce  send  their  resistless  waves  against  banks 
and  levees,  lashing  and  abrading  them  almost  without  cessation.  Our  lower  river  hardly 
ever  rests.  One  set  of  waves  succeeds  another ;  and  each  finds  its  rest  in  the  equiva- 
lent of  its  forces  transferred  to  the  banks  and  channel  of  the  river.  These  lasnings 
and  abradings,  independent  of  the  other  causes,  render  the  task  of  levee  constrnctiou 
more  and  more  oppressive  yearly,  until  it  has  become  intolerable. 

,At  the  convention  which  met  at  Saint  Paul,  in  the  fall  of  1877,  to  con- 
sider the  river  interests,  he  illustrated  that  assertion  by  a  few  facts  and 
figures  in  regard  to  the  damage  to  levees  along  Kempe's  plantation,  on 
the  Mississippi,  and  about  one  hundred  miles  above  the  mouth  of  Red 
River.  He  cited  that  case  as  a  fair  illustration  of  the  general  damage 
to  levees  and  alluvial  lands  caused  by  the  commerce  of  the  eighteen 
States  and  two  Territories  which  make  free  use  of  this  highway.  He 
said: 

In  1840  I  made  a  survey  of  the  whole  tract  of  more  than  1,200  acres,  half  in  culti- 
vation.   The  front  was  protected  by  a  levee  only  four  feet  high.    Its  back  \\\ie,  ioi\^ 
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ms  from  tbe  front,  nearly  one  and  a  half  miles,  had  the  original  Spanish  land  marks 

^602.    The  front  had  remained  tb irty-eigbt  vears  without  material  change.    The  car- 

Its  had  done  their  worst  upon  them  and  still  the  depth  of  forty  arpens  was  there.    In 

172-73 1  located  and  built  a  levee,  on  the  front  of  the  same  tract,  and  this  was  the 

forth  parallel  levee  that  had  been  built  there  since  my  survey.    Its  length  was  four 

Idles,  18  feet  its  average  height  ^maximum,  22^  feet),  and  with  a  base  of  130  feet. 

its  contents  were  640,000  cubic  yaras,  and  it  cost  the  State  of  Louisiana  $384,000.    In 

sating  the  line  of  the  levee  I  destroyed  the  back,  and  marks  at  forty  arpens,  1^  miles 

im  the  river  front.    This  whole  front  had  caved  none  in  the  thirty-eight  years,  from 

le  original  survey  until  1840 ;  and  in  the  thirty-two  years  of  commercial  hUiory  the 

-abrasions  has  carved  away  nearly  the  whole  plantation,  and  eaten  down  three  levees, 

costiog  the  State  and  the  proprietors  more  than  $500,000. 

THE  QUESTION  OF  REPAIBS. 


T 


i 


« 


In  nearly  every  portion  of  this  country,  and  in  fact  of  the  civilized 
world,  there  is  some  provision  of  law  in  regard  to  the  repairs  of  public 
roads.  Tbe  county,  town,  city,  and  private  corporation  which  is  bene- 
fited by  a  highway,  invariably  finds  some  way  to  keep  it  in  repair.  As 
the  construction  of  these  roads  costs  large  sums  of  money,  it  is  considered 
economical,  as  well  as  necessary,  to  take  care  of  them.  In  brief,  the 
statute  law  of  every  State  compels  the  counties,  or  towns,  to  keep  their 
roads  in  good  repair,  and  the  failure  to  do  so  subjects  them  to  liability 
for  damages  caused  by  the  neglect. 

There  is  no  good  reason  why  the  United  States  should  not  take  equal 
care  of  the  great  inter-State  highways  of  commerce  which  she  controls  by  -^ 

legislation.    As  regards  inter-State  commerce,  communication,  and  ex-  '-; 

changes  between  different  sections  of  the  nation,  and  between  the  inte-  ^ 

rior  and  the  seaboard,  the  uses  of  railways  are  very  similar  to  those  of  -^^ 

river  highways.  It  is,  therefore,  fair  to  contrast  these  two  systems  of 
highways  as  regards  the  question  of  repairs  and  damages.  ^ 

The  laws  of  the  various  States,  particularly  those  which  are  the  oldest  -^ 

and  best  settled,  are  very  much  alike  in  their  requirements  of  railway 
corporations  on  the  subject  of  damages,  and  fences  to  protect  adjoining 
property-holders  from  damage.  To  illustrate  the  spirit  of  the  statute 
laws  in  this  respect,  we  quote  as  follows  from  the  laws  of  Connecticut:  ^ 

Every  railroad  company  which  has  been  incorporated  since  tbe  first  Wednesday  of  i 

May,  1850,  or  which  shall  be  hereafter  incorporated,  shall  erect  and  maintain  good  and  J 

sufficient  fences  on  both  sides  of  its  railroad  throughout  its  whole  extent,  except  at  ■ 

such  places  as,  in  tbe  opinion  of  the  railroad  commissioners,  the  erection  and  mainte-  J 

nance  of  the  same  shall  be  inexpedient  or  unnecessary.  ' 

The  statu  tesof  this  State  further  provide  for  the  construction,  by  the  rail-  i 

way  companies,  of  '*  suitable  cattle-guards  in  the  form  of  culverts  or  pits,  at  a 

all  places  where  its  railroad  shall  cross  public  highways  or  passways."  vi 

In  the  construction  of  railways  the  companies  are  compelled  to  pay 
for  the  right  of  way,  and  to  suitably  compensate  the  landowners  whose 
property  they  cross  for  the  damages  caused.    Such  is  also  the  spirit  of 
the  law  in  England.    The  general  spirit  of  the  law  on  this  subject  is- 
concisely  stated,  by  Bouvier,  as  follows : 

In  England  the  laying  out  of  highways  is  regulated  by  act  of  Parliament;  in  this 
country  by  general  statutes,  differing  in  different  States.  In  England  the  uniform 
practice  is  to  provide  a  compensation  to  the  owner  of  the  land  taken  for  highways. 
In  the  act  authorizing  the  taKing  in  the  United  State  such  a  provision  must  be  made 
or  the  act  will  be  void,  under  the  clause  in  the  several  State  constitutions  that  '*  pri- 
vate property  shall  not  be  taken  for  public  use  without  just  compensation.'^ 

It  is  true  that  nature,  instead  of  the  United  States,  constructed  the 
river  highways.    Bntis  that  a  sufficient  reason  why  the  general  govern- 
ment, which  controls  the  navigable  water-ways,  should  not  protect  the      | 
adjoining  propei ty-holders  from  damage!     Equity  requires  that  the     j 
general  public  which  uses  and  is  benefited  by  this  national  highway     f 
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8hoald  fence  it  in  by  levees,  so  as  to  protect  the  adjoining  fields  from 
overflow  and  rain.  Congress  has  already  established  several  pre- 
cedents showing  that  it  recognizes  this  general  and  universal  spirit  of 
the  laws  in  regard  to  public  highways  and  compensation  for  damages. 
They  are  as  follows : 

The  act  of  March  2, 1849,  provides  '^  that  to  aid  the  State  of  LoaisiaDA  in  coDstractiD^ 
the  necessary  levees  and  drains  to  reclaim  the  swamp  and  overflowed  lands  therein,  the 
whole  of  those  swamp  and  overflowed  lands  which  may  be,  or  are,  found  nnfit  for  culti- 
vation, shaU  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  granted  to  that  State." 

The  act  of  September  28f  1850,  provides  *'  that  to  enable  the  State  of  Arkansas  to  con- 
struct the  necessary  levees  and  drains  to  reclaim  the  swamp  and  overflowed  lands 
therein,  the  whole  of  those  swamp  and  overflowed  lands  made  unfit  thereby  for  cul- 
tivation, which  shall  remain  unsold  at  the  passage  of  this  act,  shall  be,  and  the  same 
are  hereby,  granted  to  said  State."  Another  section  of  this  act  extends  its  provisions 
and  the  grant  of  swamp  lands  to  the  other  States  of  the  valley  and  the  Union. 

The  act  of  September  iO^  1850,  provides  '*  for  the  topographical  and  hydrographical  sur- 
vey of  the  Delta  of  the  Mississippi,  with  snch  investigations  as  may  lead  to  determine 
the  most  practicable  plan  for  securing  it  from  inundation,  and  the  best  mode  of  so 
deepening  the  passes  at  the  mouth  of  the  river,  as  to  allow  ships  of  twenty  feet  draught 
to  enter  the  same,  fifty  thousand  dollars." 

The  act  of  August  31, 1852,  provides  "for  continuing  the  topographical  and  hydro- 
graphical  survey  of  the  Delta  of  the  Mississippi,  with  such  investigations  as  may  lead 
to  determine  the  most  practicable  plan  for  securing  it  from  innndation,  fifty  thousand 
dollars." 

The  act  of  March  12, 1860,  provides  "  that  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  enti- 
tled 'An  act  to  enable  the  State  of  Arkansas  and  other  States  to  reclaim  the  swamp 
lands  within  their  limits,'  approved  September  28, 1850,  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby, 
extended  to  the  States  of  Minnesota  ana  Oregon." 

The  act  of  June  22,  1874,  provides  *'  that  the  President  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ised and  directed  to  assign  three  officers  of  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers,  United  States 
Army,  and  to  appoint  two  civil  engineers,  eminent  in  their  profession,  and  who  are 
acquainted  with  the  alluvial  basin  of  the  Mississippi  River,"  &c.  *  *  "  "It  shall 
be  the  duty  of  said  commission  to  make  a  full  report  to  the  President  of  the  best  sys- 
tem for  the  permanent  reclamation  and  redemption  of  said  alluvial  basin  from  inunda- 
tion." 

The  total  number  of  acres  selected  for  the  several  States,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  above-mentioned  acts,  is  67,683,045.  Of  that  quantity 
granted,  Florida,  Oregon,  California,  and  Michigan,  States  which  are 
not  intersected  by  any  portion  of  the  Mississippi  Biver  system,  received 
23,969,528  acres.  Of  the  quantity  received  by  the  States  interested  in 
the  Mississippi  and  its  tributaries,  the  larger  portion  was  within  the 
alluvial  districts  dependent  upon  levees. 

Such  are  the  precedents  which  Congress  has  established  in  regard  to 
the  subject  of  alluvial  lands.  They  are  sufficiently  numerous  to  indicate 
an  admission  by  the  general  government  of  an  obligation  to  build 
levees  or  fences  along  its  great  highway  of  commerce,  so  as  to  protect 
adjoining  fields  from  damage. 

The  precedents  on  the  subject  of  river-improvement  are  much  more 
numerous.  From  the  beginning  of  the  government  to  the  year  1878, 
there  have  been  nearly  two  hundred  different  appropriations  by  Congress 
for  improvements  of  the  Mississippi  and  its  various  tributaries.  The 
total  amount  of  these  appropriations  for  improving  14,086  miles  of  water- 
ways in  the  Mississippi  system,  and  which  are  under  control  of  the 
United  States,  is  not  so  remarkable  as  the  numberof  the  appropriations. 
The  amount  is,  in  round  numbers,  only  $18,500,000,  a  sum  only  one-fifth 
the  amount  of  bonds  issued  (with  interest  added)  by  the  United  States 
in  favor  of  the  Pacific  railroads.  It  is  an  amount  less  than  one- third 
the  sum  spent  by  New  York  State  alone  on  her  canals.  It  is  also  less 
than  half  the  sum  appropriated  by  Congress  for  t}ie  improvement  of 
rivers  and  harbors  in  other  portions  of  the  United  States. 

A  further  comparison  shows  that  the  single  State  of  New  York  has 
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received  from  the  general  erovernment  for  the  improvements  of  its  rivers 
and  harbors  the  sum  of  $7,894,G03,  an  amount  considerably  ov^r  one- 
third  the  appropriations  for  the  whole  Mississippi  system,  in  which 
eighteen  States  and  two  Territories  have  a  business  interest. 

There  is  a  wide  difiference  in  principle  between  the  granting  of  gov- 
ernment aid  in  the  construction  of  railways  owned  by  private  corpora- 
tions and  simply  keeping  in  repair  river  highways  controlled  by  the 
United  States,  and  which  nature  built  for  her  without  expense.  If 
precedents  show  that  the  general  government  has  pursued  a  very  lib- 
eral policy  in  the  first  instance,  it  is  certainly  apparent  that  the  policy 
should  be  liberal  in  regard  to  navigable  rivers,  the  ways  which  furnish 
cheap  and  free  transportation,  and  therefore  the  ways  of  greatest  impor- 
tance to  the  producers  and  the  people  who  pay  the  taxes.  According  to 
the  United  ^States  Bureau  of  Statistics,  the  amount  of  public  lands 
granted  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  railways  is,  up  to  the  present  time, 
187,785,850  acres.  The  amount  of  bonds  issued  by  the  general  govern- 
ment to  Pacific  railways,  with  interest  accumulated,  was,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  last  year,  $91,637,928.  The  single  State  of  New  York  has,  as 
we  have  alrea<ly  shown,  expended  over  sixty-four  million  dollars  in  the 
construction  of  artificial  water-ways.  The  average  cost  per  mile  of  those 
1 ,308  miles  of  canal  was  forty-nine  thousand  dollars.  8upiK)se  the  gen- 
eral government  had,  at  the  same  cost  per  mile,  constructed  the  14,080 
miles  of  water  highways  in  the  Mississippi  River  system,  the  total 
cost  would  be  over  six  hundred  and  ninety  million  dollars.  This  river 
highway  is  infinitely  superior  to  and  more  serviceable  than  any  canal 
which  can  be  constructed.  Its  value  is  just  as  great  to  the  people  as 
if  built  at  public  expense,  and  is  as  much  entitled  to  repairs.  Is  it  wise 
for  the  general  government  to  neglect  its  most  important  highway  of 
commerce  simply  because  nature  assumed  the  cost  of  the  original  con- 
struction ! 

CONCLUSION. 

The  bill  reported  by  your  committee  is  a  substitute  for  the  various 
bills  which  have  been  referred  to  them  for  consideration. 

By  resolution  of  the  present  session  the  jurisdiction  of  the  committee 
has  been  extended  so  as  to  include  questions  relating  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  river,  as  well  as  questions  relating  to  levees  and  iilhivial 
lands.  In  the  past  these  have  been  rival  interests,  notwithstanding 
nature  made  them  interdependent.  At  present,  however,  all  parties 
in  interest  admit  that  levees  are  necessary  aids  to  the  improvement  of 
navigation.  Your  committee,  therefore,  in  accordance  with  their  new 
jurisdiction,  and  the  fortunate  adjustment  of  rival  interests,  report  a 
bill  combining  those  two  very  important  questions. 

Without  advocating  any  particular  theories — leaving  them  for  a  com- 
mission to  determine — they  do,  however,  recommend  a  liberal  and  com- 
prehensive system  of  repairs  to  this  great  natural  and  national  high- 
way of  commerce,  which  is  under  the  control  of  the  government,  and 
open  to  the  free  and  unrestrained  use  of  the  people. 

As  preliminary  to  such  a  system  of  internal  improvements,  they  recom- 
mend a  commission  to  examine  and  decide  upon  some  adequate  and 
comprehensive  plan  of  improvement  of  the  Lower  Mississippi,  from 
Saint  Louis  to  the  Gulf,  which  is  the  concentration  and  trunk-line  of 
the  whole  Mississippi  River  system.  The  bill  provides  that  the  commis- 
sion shall  take  into  consideration  plans  and  estimates  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  navigation  of  the  river  as  well  as  for  the  protection  of  the 
alluvial  lands  of  the  Mississippi  delta  from  overflow. 

O 


45th  Congress,  \   HOUSE  OF  RBPEBSBNTATIVES.      i  BEPOiKr 
2d  Session.       f  \  J^o.  715. 


TRANSPORTATION  OF  ANIMALS. 


BIat  3,  1878. — Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Agricaltare  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  CUTTERi  from  the  Committee  on  Agricaltare,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4678.] 

The  Commiitee  on  AgricuUurey  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  H,  B,  2208, 

r^^t  as  follows : 

This  bill,  which  provides  regulations  for  the  prevention  of  craelty  to 
animals  in  transportation,  was  referred  to  year  committee  on  the 

The  original  bill  having  become  operative,  the  committee  assume  that 
the  question  of  constitutionality  may  be  considered  as  conceded. 

The  object  sought  to  be  obtained  by  this  bill  is  to  prevent  cruelty  to 
animals  during  transportation,  and  to  save  the  people  of  our  cities  and 
towns  from  the  imposition  of  fevered  and  unhealthy  meat-food.  That 
laws  should  be  required  to  accomplish  this  end  seems  to  be  strange,  but 
the  facts  presented  to  your  committee  are  no  less  impressive. 

Your  committee  held  frequent  sessions,  and  heard  many  arguments, 
pro  and  con,  upon  this  bill,  all  of  which  resulted  in  convincing  them 
that  nothing  short  of  the  most  stringent  and  exact  rules  could  restrain 
the  cruel  and  inhuman  practices  now  prevailing  in  live-stock  transpor- 
tation. 

It  could  hardly  be  expected  that  this  immense  trade  could  be  con- 
ducted without  some  suffering;  but  this  admission  does  not  exempt  us 
from  all  constitutional  and  Iegitimat>e  efforts  to  cure  and  mitigate,  as 
far  as  possible,  this  great  evil.  It  will  also  be  observed  that  live  and 
dressed  animals  have  become  one  of  the  most  important  of  our  exports; 
and,  therefore,  to  meet  this  increased  demand,  the  shipment  of  live  ani- 
mals to  the  seaboard,  where  they  are  slaughtered  and  placed  in  refrig- 
erators on  shipboard,  must  correspondingly  increase. 

In  a  statement  by  the  Pennsylvania  Society  for  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  for  the  year  1874,  it  is  said :  ^<  One  thousand  and 
five  hundred  dead  animals  were  reported  to  have  arrived  from  Chicago 
in  a  single  train,  in  the  early  part  of  April  last.  This  was  an  extraor- 
dinary and  exceptional  case,  occasioned  by  a  sudden  change  of  weather." 
Yciur  committee  are  informed  and  believe  that  a  bountiful  supply  of 
water  would  have  saved  the  lives  of  most  if  not  all  these  dead  animals. 

Mr.  8.  W.  AUertOD,  of  Chicago,  III.,  who  appeared  before  your  com- 
mittee ill  opposition  to  this  bill,  denied  that  fifteen  hundred  animals 
had  died  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  but  admitted  that  seven  hundred 
aud  ninety-two  had  perished,  an  admission  that  carries  its  own  suffi- 
cient comment. 
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George  T.  Angell,  esq.,  of  Boston,  president  of  the  Massachusetts 
Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals,  said  before  the  Ameri- 
can Social  Science  Association,  in  1874,  as  follows: 

Ist.  That  oar  Eastern  markets  m  both  cities  and  towns  are  largely  snpplied  with 
the  meats  of  diseased  aoimalsi  and,  to  some  extent,  with  the  meats  of  animals  that 
have  died  of  disease ; 

2d.  That  Ihe  eating  of  these  meats  produces  disease  in  those  who  eat  them  ;  and 

3d.  That  it  is  imi>ossible  to  detect  these  meats  after  they  have  been  dressed  and  put 
into  the  stalls. 

It  is  estimated  that  abont  6  per  cent,  of  cattle  and  abont  9  per  cent,  of  sheep  and 
swine — ^nearly  600,000  in  all — aonnally  die  on  the  passage  to  market  from  the  west, 
and  a  large  portion  of  these  are  sold  in  our  markets,  either  as  meat  or  rendered  into 
cooking-mra ;  while  the  cattle  that  get  through  alive,  for  the  want  of  food  and  water 
and  by  reason  of  the  cruelty  iuflicted  upon  them,  after  losing  on  the  average  in  trans- 
portation nearly  a  hundred  pounds  each  in  weight  from  the  most  juicy  and  nutritions 
parts  of  the  meat,  come  out  of  the  cars  full  of  fever,  and  mauy  with  bruises,  sores,  and 
ulcers;  and  these,  together  with  smaller  animals  to  which  the  loss  and  suffering  is  in 
proportion  equally  great,  are  all  sold  in  our  markets  for  food. 

The  superintendent  of  the  Allegheny  Oounty  Humane  Society,  in  his 
report  in  1875,  says : 

The  official  reports  show  that  between  three  and  four  thousand  dead  animals  were 
taken  from  the  cars  of  one  of  the  trunk  lines  controlled  by  oue  company  during  the 
last  year. 

If  this  is  true,  how  many  thousand  were  there  on  all  the  railroads  ? 
He  further  says  that  the  law  of  Congress  on  the  subject  of  live-stock 
transportation  is  being  generally  disregarded ;  that  very  many  of  the 
cattle  are  kept  from  three  to  five  days  in  the  cars  without  food  or  water 
until  they  become  diseased  and  are  in  a  highly  feverish  condition — 
actually  being  carried  from  Chicago  to  New  York,  requiring  at  least 
about  four  days'  time,  without  food  or  water. 

Mr.  George  A.  Marten,  of  the  Commercial  Advertiser,  Buffiilo,  N.  Y., 
writing  to  the  International  Humane  Society,  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Octo- 
ber 9,  1877,  says : 

For  many  years  I  att^ided  daily  at  the  stock-yards  of  East  Buffalo  as  a  reporter  of 
the  markets,  and  the  scenes  I  witnessed  there  and  at  other  great  receiving  and  ship- 
)ing  points  were  such  that  if  the  people  could  have  but  a  glimpse  of  them,  tiiey  would 
oudly  demand  of  Congress  a  law  so  stringent  that  the  repetition  of  such  honors  would 
be  impossible.  The  live-stock  traffic  of  the  country  is  a  long,  uninterrupted  liiM  of 
suffering  from  the  West  to  the  East.  Millions  ol  tortured  brutes  which  cannot  apeak 
for  themselves,  and  thousands  of  consumers  of  their  diseased  flesh,  unconscious  or  the 
wrongs  iuflicted  upon  them,  are  in  reality  represented  at  the  conference  in  Cleveland. 

The  report  of  the  cattle-inspector  of  the  city  of  Buffalo  for  the  month 
of  February,  1878,  shows  that  1,077  dead  and  1,149  crippled  animals 
arrived  in  tiie  cars  at  that  point,  and  that  during  the  cool  season  of  the 
year. 

iBui&lo  SandAj  News.] 

FROM  CHICAGO  TO  THK  SBABOAKD  WmiOUT  WATBR  OR  F001>— FACTS  FROM  THE  RE- 
PORT OF  TUB  CAITIX-JNSPKCTOR  AT  BUFFALO— OVER  TWO  THOUSAND  DEAD  AND 
CRIPPLED  IN   ONE  MONTH— FEVERISH  MEAT. 

The  report  of  the  cattle-inspector  for  the  month  of  Febmary  was  presented  to  the 
council  by  the  city  clerk  on  Monday  last.  It  contains  figures  showing  the  number  of 
dead  and  crippled  stock  received  at  the  Buffalo  yards  during  the  month  the  report 
covers.  It  is  a  matter  that  is  not  often  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  pnblic,  and  yet 
there  are  facts  in  it  with  which  the  people  should  be  acquainted,  and  which  will  be 
very  interesting,  though  perhaps  not  so  easy  or  pleasant  to  digest. 

Of  dead  cattle  there  were  received  25 ;  of  dead  sheep,  304 ;  and  of  dead  hogs,  748. 
Of  crippled  cattle  there  were  26;  of  crippled  sheep,  197  ;  and  of  crippled  hogs,  926; 
making,  in  all,  1,(J77  dead  animals  and  1,149  crippled  ones. 

There  are  but  two  ways  by  which  the  meat  of  sick  and  crippled  stock  can  be  put  into 
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the  market  for  table  nae.  One  way  is  by  oormptin^  the  cattle-inspeotor,  bribing  him 
to  pass  the  stock  as  all  right,  and  the  other  by  the  selling  of  the  meat  to  the  retail- 
dealers  by  those  who  make  a  bosiness  of  buying  dead,  sick,  and  crippled  stock  after  it 
has  been  condemned. 

The  reporter  made  a  patient  inqniiy  amoeg  the  knowing  ones  aboat  the  stock-yards, 
bat  oonld  not  find  anything  from  which  to  conclude,  or  even  surmise,  that  the  inispect- 
ors  have  intentionally  and  directly  allowed  affected  or  improper  meat  to  get  into  the 
local  market. 

One  man  said,  ''The  cattle-inspector  has  a  chance  to  make  a  snap  out  of  this  busi- 
ness if  he  wants  to." 

"  How  f  "  asked  the  reporter. 

*'  By  jMronouncing  stock  that  shonld  be  condemned  as  all  rights" 

"Do  yon  think  this  is  practiced  to  anv  extent  t '' 

''  WeU,  now,  you  must  not  ask  me  such  a  question.  I  wonld  not  like  to  answer  it 
either  way.  The  present  cattle-inspector  would  be  able  to  tell  yon  how  the  business 
is  managed." 

The  reporter  found  the  inspector  at  his  residence  on  Stanton  street. 

The  reporter  said,  '*  I  would  like  to  get  a  little  insight  into  the  way  the  cattle-in- 
speoror  does  his  work." 

**  Well,"  be  said,  "  my  duties  are  to  inspect  all  the  stock  that  comes  in,  and  condemn 
all  aoch  animals  as  are  not  in  a  healthy  condition  or  fit  to  be  turned  into  meat  for  the 
market" 

"  Does  the  entire  responsibility  rest  with  you  to  see  that  condemned  stock  is  not 
dressed  and  put  in  the  market  for  the  public  use  t " 

^*  1  suppose  so,  as  far  as  I  can  prevent  it." 

*'  What  is  done  with  the  dead  stock  received  t " 

''  I  consign  it  to  the  bone-yard." 

"  Does  it  all  go  there  T  " 

"  I  think  80.  I  either  see  to  it  myself  or  send  some  one  to  see  that  they  are  taken 
thei«." 

*'  What  use  are  the^  put  tot" 

"  The  cattle  are  skinned  and  the  carcasses  and  bones  manufactured  into  fertilizers/' 

''What  does  a  dead  steer  bring  t" 

"A  large  fat  one  will  sell  for  |10." 

"Are  the  dead  and  crippled  hogs  sent  to  the  bone-yard  as  well  t" 

"  Some  of  the  crippled  nogs  are  as  good  for  the  market  as  sound  ones.    It  does  not 
hurt  the  meat." 

"  What  becomes  of  the  dead  ones  T" 

"They  are  thrown  into  big  tanks  and  rendered  into  lard." 

"Are  they  cleaned  before  tanking  f" 

"  No  :  they  are  thrown  in  as  they  come  from  the  cars." 

"  Is  tne  fat  obtained  used  for  making  soap  T" 

"  No,  sir.    Tlins  the  lard  runs  out  as  clear  as  that  manufactured  from  the  leaf." 

"  Don't  it  smell  bad  f 

"  No.    They  use  some  chemioal  to  deodozize  it,  so  that  it  is  perfectly  sweet." 

"  Is  this  lard  used  for  cooking  purposes  t" 

"  Of  course  it  is." 

"  Is  it  sold  in  the  local  markets  f  " 

"Some  of  it  is,  I  presume :  but  I  believe  the  bulk  is  shipped  to  England." 

"And  sold  as  the  genuine  home-made  article,  is  it  not  t " 

"  No  doubt." 

"  What  do  these  dead  and  badly-crippled  hogs  bring  f  " 

"  From  2i  to     cents  per  pound." 

"  Do  any  of  the  Buffiuo  retail  meat-dealers  buy  this  kind  of  stock  t" 

"  Yes;  some  of  them  come  and  pick  it  up  when  they  can." 

"  What  do  they  do  with  it  T " 

"I  don't  know." 

"  How  do  you  find  the  stock  as  it  comes  in  from  the  oars  f  " 

"  You  may  suppose  how  it  comes  in.  It  is  a  shame  and  an  outrage.  The  stock  is 
loaded  at  Chicago  and  carried  to  Buffalo  without  a  rest." 

"  How  long  does  it  take  to  bring  them  from  Chicago  T  " 

"About  thirty-eight  hours,  if  there  is  no  delay." 

"And  they  get  nothing  to  eat  or  drink  by  the  wayf  " 

"Nothing;  and " 

"And  what  t" 

"And,  I  was  going  to  say,  what  is  worse,  some  of  the  stock  is  left  in  the  yards  here 
ior  three  hours  without  food  or  water,  and  then  reloaded  and  shipped  to  New  York." 

The  testimony  given  orally  before  the  committee  in  respect  to  live* 
stock  transportation  at  the  present  time  strongly  corroborates  the  fore* 
going  statements. 
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The  IntematioDal  Hamane  Society,  composed  of  some  of  the  most 
distiDgaished  men  in  the  coantry,  met  at  Cleveland,  October  9, 187T, 
and  nnanimonsly  passed  the  following  resolntions: 

WhereM  the  hnmane  societies  here  assembled  and  represented,  deprecating  the  shock- 
ing barbarities  noi^  inflicted  npon  animals  in  transit — in  one  instance,  more  than  three 
thoosand  dead  animals  having  been  taken  from  the  cars  of  a  railroad  line  controlled 
by  one  company,  in  a  single  year,  besides  other  thousands  that  had  limbs  and  horns 
broken,  or  had  been  trampled  npon  to  their  terrible  injury : 

1.  Besolved,  That  these  societies  declare  themselves  now  organized  for  the  purpose  of 
continnons  effort,  by  all  lawful  means,  until  this  inhumanity  has  ceased. 

1.  Be$olvedf  That  as  an  additional  incentive  for  action  on  the  part  of  the  societies 
here  represented,  we  would  adduce  the  injurious  effects  to  human  beings  from  the 
consumption  of  Uie  fevered  and  diseased  flesh  of  animals  undergoing  such  cruel  treat- 
ment; the  boards  of  health  in  many  of  the  cities  of  the  United  States  having  de- 
clared it  to  be  their  opinion  that  a  large  percentage  of  the  sickness  and  premature 
death  in  the  community  is  due  to  this  cause. 

3.  Be$olvedy  That  the  laws  hitherto  passed  by  Congress,  and  also  by  many  of  the 
States,  have  proved  insufficient  for  the  protection  of  animals  in  transit  on  railroads  and 
steamboats. 

4.  Be$olvedf  That  Congress  and  the  legislatures  of  the  respective  States  be,  and  they 
are  hereby,  most  earnestlv  entreated  to  enact  such  laws  as  will  effdctnally  prevent  the 
ill-treatment  of  animals  in  transit. 

5.  Resolved,  That  the  officers  of  the  different  railroads  and  transportation  lines  be 
earnestly  requested  to  co-operate  with  this  organisatiou  in  its  efforts  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  animals  while  on  their  respective  lines,  and  that  all  shippers  and  re- 
ceivers of  stock  be  also  requested  to  co-operate  with  us  in  this  hnmane  effort. 

The  question  of  supreme  interest  now  arises,  how  can  this  great  evil 
be  remedied  f  The  law  of  1873  was  hailed  thronghont  the  country  as 
a  precursor  of  good,  but  its  friends  have  found  it  faulty  and  lacking  in 
potency,  therefore  the  bill  under  consideration  was  introduced  as  an 
amendment. 

The  first  amendment  in  this  bill  (section  4386)  proposes  to  shorten  the 
time  of  confining  live  stock  in  cars,  without  food  or  water,  from  twenty- 
eight  consecutive  hours  to  twenty-four  hours  only.  In  the  opinion  of 
those  who  take  a  deep  interest  in  this  reform,  twenty-eight  hours  is  too 
long  to  deprive  any  animal  of  food  and  water^  especially  during  the 
warm  season. 

Objection  lias  been  made  that  this  change  would  compel  an  additional 
outlay  in  the  increased  change  of  yards  and  other  conveniences,  that 
ought  not  to  be  required  of  the  railroads.  But  this  your  committee  finds 
to  be  not  true ;  for  there  are  no  yards  at  the  end  of  a  twenty-eight 
hours'  run,  as  the  existing  law  requires,  but  there  are  good  yards  now 
in  existence  on  the  line  of  all  the  great  cattle- transporting  roads  between 
the  West  and  East,  at  points  distant  about  twenty-four  hours  ^present 
schedule  running  time)  from  each  other.  This  change  of  time  will  enable 
the  shipper  to  utilize  existing  stock-yards,  while  to  fix  the  time  between 
stoppages  at  twenty-eight  hours  would  involve  the  expense  of  construct- 
ing new  stock-yards,  and  wonld  make  the  relative  distances  between 
them  very  unequal.  * 

In  this  respect  the  change  proposed  will  be  a»positive  benefit  to  the 
railroads,  as  it  saves  the  expense  of  supplying  new  facilities  by  utiliz- 
ing the  old  ones.  And  here  your  committee  desire  to  say  that  this  leg- 
islation is  not  sought  either  to  benefit  the  railroads  or  to  oppress  them. 
They  assert,  on  the  contrary,  that  such  considerations  have  no  weight 
in  their  conclusions  or  in  framing  this  bill.  Whether  these  roads  are  to 
be  benefited  or  otherwise,  the  demands  of  humanity  are  to  cure,  or  at 
least  mitigate,  this  evil,  so  far  as  to  prevent  unnecessary  cruelty  and  save 
the  people  or  our  cities  and  towns  from  being  compelled  to  eat  un- 
healthy meat-food. 
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The  second  amendment  (sec.  4387)  provides  that  animals  when  un- 
loaded shall  he  put  in  dry  pens  and  properly  fed  and  watered'.  It  also 
provides  that  the  rates  charged  for  feed  and  service  shail  not  be  op- 
pressivdj  unreasonablJey  or  diseriminating. 

This  was  deemed  very  necessary,  from  the  statements  made  to  your 
committee  (and  which  were  not  contradicted)  that,  under  the  present 
stock-yard  management,  from  250  to  350  per  cent,  profit  was  charged 
upon  every  bale  of  hay  sold  and  fed  to  the  stock  in  transitu^  and  that, 
too,  without  the  owner  having  the  option  to  bny  it  in  the  open  market. 
It  appears  from  the  nnrefuted  evidence  before  your  committee  that  the 
present  stock-yard  combination  has  resulted  in  a  monopoly,  exacting, 
oppressive,  and  tyrannical:  that  hay  which  cost  the  stock-yard  compa- 
nies from  five  to  fifteen  dollars  per  ton,  delivered  in  the  yards,  is  sold  to 
the  owners  of  the  stock  at  prices  ranging  from  thirty  to  fifty  dollars  per 
ton,  and  that  owners  or  shippers  are  absolutely  compelled  to  buy  the  hay 
from  the  stock-yard  companies,  when  it  could  be  obtained  outside  at 
prices  ranging  from  five  to  fifteen  dollars  per  ton. 

An  incident  in  the  business  life  of  a  single  Eastern  dealer  in  Western 
hogs  is,  we  think,  of  itself  very  strong  evidence,  if  not  proof,  of  an  un- 
just, oppressive,  and  illegal  combination  among  railroad  men.  This 
incident  was  brought  out  in  the  hearing  had  before  your  committee, 
when  Mr.  Kimball,  who  represents  Messrs.  John  Squires  &  Co.,  of  Bos- 
ton, was  under  examination.  This  gentleman  informed  the  committee 
that  his  house  brought  annually  from  three  to  four  hundred  thousand 
hogs  to  Boston  from  the  West ;  that  the  charges  for  feed  at  the  favored 
cattle-yard  at  Buffalo  were  so  exorbitant  that  Squires  &  Co.  were  forced 
to  purchase  land  at  this  point  and  build  yards  for  their  own  use,  at  a 
cost  of  $15,000,  but  that  when  they  had  them  completed  the  railroad 
authorities  refused  to  run  their  cars  into  this  yard,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  it  was  as  conveniently  located  as  the  yard  theretofore  and 
thereafter  used.  That  the  authorities  could  not  be  prevailed  upon  by 
any  arguments  or  threats  to  do  this  simple  act  of  justice  to  one  of  their 
very  b^t  customers,  and  that  finally  Squires  &  Go.  were  forced  to  bring 
their  hogs  to  the  East  over  the  Canadian  Grand  Trunk  Bead. 

Section  4388  of  this  bill  provides  that  when  animals  are  in  transit  from 
one  place  to  another,  and  shall  be  transported  in  a  humane  manner,  so 
as  not  to  overlie,  crush,  wound,  or  kill  each  other,  and  shall  have,  daily, 
proper  food  and  water,  the  provisions  of  this  section  in  regard  to  their 
being  unloaded  shall  not  apply. 

In  the  judgment  of  your  committee,  this  section  is  regarded  as  vital 
to  the  success  of  the  great  reform  sought  in  stock  transportation.  It 
will  be  observed  that  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  committee  to  prevent  un- 
necessary cruelty  to  animals,  secure  healthful  food,  and  subject  the  pro- 
ducer and  consumer  to  the  least  possible  intermediate  cost ;  all  of  which, 
they  are  led  to  believe,  can  be  itocomplished  by  facilities  for  feeding  and 
watering  stock  while  in  transitu;  and  to  this  end  it  is  left  optional  with 
the  railroad  companies  and  stock-shippers  to  choose  whichever  mode 
may  be  to  their  interests  to  adopt. 

Section  4389  provides  for  the  more  rigid  enforcement  of  the  law  by 
remedying  in  this  respect  the  defects  and  omissions  in  the  existing 
statute. 

Section  4390  provides  that  no  invidious  distinction  shall  be  made  by 
reason  of  transportation  through  Canada,  but  that  a  universal  rule 
shall  apply  to  all  live-stock  transportation,  alike  to  all  railroads  and  all 
shippers ;  this  section  further  provides  what  disposition  shall  be  made 
of  fines  collected  for  violations  of  the  law. 

H.  Rep.  715 2 
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After  a  thoroagh  investigation  of  this  matter  of  live  stock  transpor- 
tation, yoar  committee  are  satisfied  that  House  bill  No.  2206,  with  the 
amendments  thereto,  will  more  fally  meet  the  wishes  of  the  producer 
and  consumer  and  insure  better  treatment  to  the  animals  than  any  other 
plan  that  has  been  proposed;  and  they  therefore  report  back  House 
bill  No.  2206  with  the  amendments,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
same. 


45th  CoNGBESSy  >HOU8E  OF  REPEESBNTATIVES.  (  Report  715, 
2d  Session.       f  \       Part  2. 
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May  18, 1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  CovEET,  from  the  Committee  on  Agricolture,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4678.] 

The  undersigned^  members  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture^  to  whom  was 
rtferred  the  bill  {H.  R.  4678)  relative  to  the  transportation  of  animalsy 
beg  leave  to  submit  the  foUotcing  as  their  report : 

This  bill  ostensibly  proposes  to  protect  all  live  stock  from  inhaman 
treatment  while  in  transit  from  oor  Western  stockyards  to  oar  Eastern 
markets.  Practically  we  believe  it  falls  very  far  short  of  effecting  the 
end  proposed,  and  for  this  and  other  reasons  hereinafter  mentioned  re- 
ceives oar  disfavor,  and  we  hope  will  fail  to  receive  the  sanction  of  Con- 
gress. 

The  first  effort  at  hnmanitarian  protection  will  be  fonnd  in  lines  18, 19, 
and  20,  where  it  is  required  that  all  animals  shall  be  fed  and  watered, 
and,  except  swine,  unloaded  for  rest  after  a  confinement  of  twenty-four 
hours  consecutively. 

In  lines  25,  26,  and  27  this  requirement  is  relaxed  amd  the  time  ex- 
tended, with  a  proviso,  to  thirty  hours. 

In  lines  63,  64,  65,  and  66  the  failure  to  unload  all  animals,  even  fatted 
cattle,  is  exempted  from  the  charge  of  inhuman  treatment,  and  their 
confinement  throughout  the  entire  journey  is  permitted,  provided  they 
are  regularly  fed  and  watered. 

Nothing  will  be  easier  than  to  evade  any  or  all  of  these  provisions  of 
the  bill,  l^cause  their  enforcement  subjects  the  very  provisions  to  the 
charge  of  cruel  and  inhuman  treatment.  For  the  question  at  once  sug- 
gests itself,  whether  it  is  not  more  inhuman  and  cruel  to  subject  a  fatt^ 
steer  to  the  necessity  of  standing  upon  his  feet  for  sixty  consecutive 
hours  than  it  is  to  deprive  him  of  his  food  and  water  during  the  same 
length  of  time  f 

It  is  furthermore  questionable  what  is  meant  by  the  words  <'  in  a  cruel 
and  inhaman  manner." 

In  lines  123, 124,  and  125  they  are  defined  to  mean  '<  any  act,  omission, 
or  neglect  that  may  cause  or  permit  unjustifiable  pain,  suffering,  or 
death." 

Let  us  apply  a  supposable  case  to  this  definition.  A  car-load  of  per- 
haps fifteen  fatted'  steers  leaves  Chicago  for  the  East,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  twenty-four  hours  arrives  in  good  condition,  and  is  unloaded  at  the 
first  feeding-^ards.  The  cattle  are  in  prime  condition,  and  after  being 
fed  and  watered  and  having  rested,  are  again  driven  into  the  car;  but, 
after  being  reloaded,  they  do  not  stand  exactly  as  they  did  before,  for 
one  nervous,  excitable  animal  is  placed  beside  another  of  similar  tem- 
perament ;  they  lock  horns,  and  one  is  "  gored,"  "  crushed,"  or  "  wound- 
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ed,"  and  blood  is  drawD,  the  very  scent  of  which  arouses  and  excites  the 
entire  lot ;  a  general  fraoas  occars,  and  the  woanded  steer  is  killed. 
Should  it  be  said  that,  in  this  case,  the  railroad  company  is  liable  to  the 
charge  of  transporting  stock  in  a  cruel  and  inhuman  manner  f  Can  any 
one  say  sach  instances  are  not  liable  to  occur  on  every  trip  of  every  car 
loaded  with  live  stock  from  the  West  to  the  East  1 

<'  To  transport  in  a  cruel  and  inhuman  manner"  is  a  vague  expression, 
and  almost  indefiDable,  for  there  roust  be  motive,  intention,  or  diabolical 
purpose  in  every  inhuman  act  To  tie  a  single  wild  steer  in  a  car  might 
be  the  grossest  inhumanity,  and  yet  not  more  so  than  to  turn  him  loose 
in  the  car.  To  partially  fill  a  car  with  such  animals  might  be  still  more 
iDhnman,  for  it  would  only  allow  them  the  privilege  of  using  their 
horns,  which  would  surely  be  taken  advantage  of;  for  though  horned 
cattle  are  the  meekest,  most  patient,  and  docile  of  the  brute  creation, 
they  are  to  each  other  the  most  belligerent  and  cruel.  The  surest  pre- 
ventive against  sufifering  is  to  fill  each  car  full  of  animals,  so  that  they 
may  by  contact  support  each  other  against  the  constant  but  necessary 
jostling  of  the  car.  And  yet  much  suffering  may,  of  necessity,  result 
from  this  method,  for  if  perchance  any  steer  in  a  crowded  car  should 
lie  or  fall  down,  he  is  liable  to  be  injared  or  even  trampled  to  death. 

It  is  apparent,  therefore,  that  suffering,  even  death,  may  occur  among 
live  stock  in  transit  from  the  West  to  the  East,  and  the  accusation  of 
*<  cruelty  "  or  'inhumanity,"  if  alleged,  could  not  be  sustained  against 
the  parties  transporting  them. 

Furthermore,  this  bill  entices  with  a  bonus  every  tramp  in  the  land 
to  prefer  charges  against  shippers  and  transporters  of  live  stock  for 
cruelty  and  inhumanity  to  animals,  by  making  any  such  person,  with  his 
accomplices,  complainants  in  any  suit  brought  in  any  court  of  competent 
jurisdiction  (and  by  the  provisions  of  the  bill  any  circuit  or  district 
court  of  the  United  States  has  such  jurisdiction),  and  to  whom  shall 
be  awarded  "  on^half  of  all  the  fines,  penalties,  and  forfeitures  collected 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act."  In  an  effort  to  protect  the  brute  cre- 
ation from  cruel  and  inhuman  treatment,  this  bill  carefully  and  point- 
edly provides  for  the  infliction  of  just  such  treatment  to  our  fellow-men. 
Under  the  present  system  of  transportation,  live  stock  are  carried  by 
weight,  and  therefore  one  of  the  main  features  of  the  bill  is  anticipated 
and  provided  against,  to  wit,  that  no  car  shall  be  overloaded  with  live 
stock. 

Experience  has  taught  shippers  that  the  present  system  of  unloading 
and  resting  delivers  their  animals  in  the  Eastern  markets  in  better  con- 
dition than  a  more  or  less  frequent  unloading  for  food,  water,  or  rest ; 
and  therefore  another  chief  feature  of  the  bill  is  anticipated,  to  wit, 
that  all  animals,  except  swine,  shall  be  unloaded,  and  all,  including 
swine,  shall  be  fed  and  Watered  every  twenty-four  hours. 

The  testimony  of  representatives  of  the  Society  for  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals  is,  that  the  so-called  '^  palace  cars  "  are  impracticable 
and  worthless  for  the  transportation  of  live  stock,  and  therefore  the 
implied  provision  of  the  bill  that  such  cars  should  be  used  falls.  To 
enforce  the  feeding  and  watering  of  live  stock  on  the  trains  would  com- 
pel the  use  of  patented  cars,  and  we  cannot  for  a  moment  sympathize 
with  any  such  legislation. 

Those  who  grow  live  stock  are  seldom  shippers.  Those  who  ship  are 
necessarily  speculators.  They  buy  to  sell  again.  Lack  of  care  in  the 
shipment  will  entail  loss.  Self-interest  will,  therefore,  secure  proper 
care  of  live  stock  While  in  transit.  Buyers  in  the  markets  of  consump- 
tion, if  honest,  will  not  invest  in  diseased,  lame,  or  maimed  live  stock ; 
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if  dishonest,  no  humanitarian  laws  of  Gon^^ress  will  be  as  efifeotaal  in 
reforming  them  as  the  municipal  laws  of  their  respective  localities. 

Years  ago  live  stock  were  driven  from  the  farms  to  market  on  the 
hoo£  Subsequently  they  were  shipped  by  rail  and  unloaded,  perhaps, 
every  night.  More  recently,  as  the  shipment  from  a  more  distant  West 
increased,  and  the  numbers  multiplied  with  the  distance,  a  week  was 
consumed  in  transportation.  At  present,  only  four  days  are  consumed 
between  Chicago  or  Saint  Louis  and  New  York  or  Boston.  Then  every 
car  was  unloaded  three  times ;  at  present  the  cars  are  unloaded  but 
once  on  the  entire  route.  We  think  it,  therefore,  reasonable  to  antici- 
pate the  time  when,  by  increase  of  speed,  or  less  delay  at  stations, 
trains  of  live  stock  may  and  will  be  transported,  without  injury  to  the 
animals,  from  the  Mississippi  to  the  Atlantic,  without  unloading  at  all ; 
and  one  step  in  this  direction  is  the  only  provision  of  the  bill  which  we 
approve,  and  that  is,  '*  that  stock-trains  shall  have  right  of  way  over 
all  trains  except  passenger  and  mail  trains." 
EespectfuUy  submitted. 

JAMES  W.  COVERT. 

D.  WYATT  AIKEN. 

WALTER  L.  STEELE. 

A.  L.  PRIDEMORE. 

I  concur  in  much  of  the  above  report.  Am  entirely  convinced  that 
the  patent  palace-car  feature  of  the  bill  should  be  eliminated,  for  hu- 
manitarian reasons.  But  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  period  of  forty  hours, 
the  usual  time  of  confinement  of  live  stock  on  through  trains  from  the 
West,  without  food,  water,  or  rest,  is  too  long.  This  evil  would  be  rem- 
edied somewhat  by  giving  the  live-stock  trains  the  right  of  way  over 
all  others,  except  passenger-trains,  as  provided  in  this  bill.  As  an 
entire  proposition,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  pending  bill  (4678)  is 
not  sufficiently  matured. 

^.  M.  GLOVER. 

We  do  not  agree  with  our  colleagues  in  all  their  conclusions,  or  in  all 
the  reasoning  by  which  those  conclusions  have  been  reached.  We 
believe  that  many  evils  exist  in  the  transportation  of  animals,  and  that 
there  is  a  necessity  existing  for  very  careful  legislation  on  this  and  other 
kindred  subjects — especially  for  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to  animals 
when  they  are  being  transported  from  one  place  to  another.  Of  the 
constitutional  power  of  Gongress  to  legislate  on  the  general  subject 
embraced  in  the  bill,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  or  affects  lines  of  railroads 
which  run  into  more  than  one  State,  or  other  interstate  transportation 
and  commerce,  we  do  not  entertain  a  shadow  of  doubt.  We  are  of 
opinion,  however,  that  this  bill  would  not  only  fail  to  provide  the  rem- 
edy that  is  desired,  but  that  it  would  inaugurate  other  and  graver  evils, 
and  would  impose  new  burdens  on  the  producer  and  the  shipper  of 
live  stock ;  in  fact  that  it  would  virtually  place  them  at  the  mercy  and 
within  the  control  of  a  patent-car  monopoly. 

W.  H.  CALKINS. 

N.  G.  DEERING. 

In  addition,  I  deem  it  proper  to  say  that  I  believe  a  commission,  sim 
ilar  to  that  appointed  by  Congress  to  investigate  and  report  upon  the 
silver  question,  ought  to  be  appointed  with  similar  powers,  and  report 
to  Gongress  what  legislation  is  proper  and  necessary  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances after  investigating  all  questions  involved. 

W.  H.  CALKINS. 
O 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,     i  Report 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  716. 


ROBERT  P.  WALKER. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Americus  v.  Rice,  from  the  Gommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPOET: 

[To  accompany  bill  U.  R.  4680.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  were  referred  the  petition  and 
accompanying  papers  of  Robert  P.  WalJcery  late  private  in  Company  IT, 
Ninety  fourth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers^  have  had  the  same  under  consid- 
eration^ and  ask  leave  to  submit  the  following  report: 

That  the  records  of  the  Adjutant-General's  Office  show  that  he  was 
mustered  into  service  as  a  private  on  the  24th  day  of  August,  1862,  at 
Piqua,  Ohio,  in  Company  H,  Ninety  fourth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers, 
and  discharged  on  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability  November  5, 1862, 
at  Louisville, 'Ky.,  by  reason  of  scrotal  hernia;  that  he  was  placed  on 
the  pension-roll  at  $S  per  month  November,  1862,  increased  to  $25  per 
month  June,  1866,  and  again  increased  to  $31.25  per  month  June,  1872, 
continuing  at  that  rate  until  March  4,  1874,  when  he  was  dropped  by 
investigation  to  be  made  by  Talbert  Lanston,  special  agent  of  the  depart- 
ment, which  report  was  that  the  disability  existed  prior  to  enlistment. 
The  investigation  was  made  in  October,  1875,  and  consists  of  numerous 
affidavits  of  the  family  connection  of  petitioner  and  others  in  his  imme- 
diate neighborhood.  After  a  caretul  review  of  all  the  matter  collected 
in  the  report  by  this  agent,  which  is  very  thorough  and  shows  him  to 
be  zealous  in  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties,  it  is  considered  light 
and  frivolousy  and  that  the  several  statements  tending  to  exhibit  rheu- 
matism in  this  case,  ^'a  family  disease,  transmitted  to  pensioner  through 
the  blood  of  both  parents,"  is  only  made  by  a  showing  of  the  various 
ailments  common  to  the  human  family.  From  the  pensioner  he  gathers: 
At  the  age  of  two  or  three  years  he  had  scarlet  fever;  between  ten 
and  eleven  he  had  what  Dr.  Stewart  called  rheumatism,  but  which 
others  called  ^ot^in^  pains ;  a  year  later  he  had  typhoid  fever;  these 
consisted  of  all  his  illness  up  to  the  time  of  his  enlistment,  at  about  the 
age  of  seventeen.  What  was  called  rlieumatism,  or  growing  pains,  he 
states  was  caused  by  wet  weather  at  corn-planting  time,  and  only  lasted 
ten  or  twelve  days. 

About  two  months  after  enlistment,  in  an  attack  by  Morgan's  cavalry 
between  Lexington  and  Louisville,  in  getting  over  a  stone  fence  he  was 
ruptured  by  one  foot  being  caught  on  the  fence  and  the  other  sliding  in 
a  ditch.  Afterward  he  was  taken  with  flux,  and  a  hospital  steward 
gave  him  a  dose  of  jalap,  which  constipated  him  for  six  days,  when  rheu- 
matism set  in,  which  he  charges  to  exposure  before  the  flux  set  in,  and 


Z  ROBERT    P.    WALKER. 

which  disables  him  to  the  present  time.  The  father  and  mother  corrobo- 
rate the  above  statement  of  his  illness  in  childhood,  and  add  that  he 
was  sound  at  enlistment,  and  ^ive  no  traceable  account  of  hereditary 
rheumatism.  Then  follow  statements  of  brothers,  sisters,  and  more 
distant  relatives,  with  their  various  family  troubles,  not  in  any  way 
making  rheumatism  a  general  family  complaint,  certainly  not  to  the  ex- 
tent from  which  the  petitioner  could  be  supposed  to  have  inherited  the 
disease. 

Bince  the  filing  of  the  petition  in  this  case  the  following  affidavits 
have  been  made: 

James  M.  Stewart,  M.  D.,  states  that  for  thirty  years  he  has  been  ac- 
quainted with  the  Walker  family  ;  that  none  of  the  lamily  has  ever  been 
afflicted  with  rheumatism  or  chronic  diarrhea,  excepting  Kobert  since 
his  discharge  from  the  Army. 

Joseph  A.  Kyle,  M.  D.,  was  the  family  physician  of  the  Walkers  pre- 
vious to  Robert  entering  the  Army,  and  made  an  examination  as  to  the 
propriety  of  his  enlisting;  tbat  there  was  nothing  like  rbenmatism  in 
his  system.  He  has  been  acquainted  with  Robert's  grandfather  for 
forty  years;  well  acquainted  with  his  father  and  brothers,  his  mother 
and  most  of  her  family,  and  know  they  were  not  subject  or  afflicted 
with  rheumatism,  and  knows  that  Robert  was  an  active  boy  when  he 
enlisted. 

Jacob  P.  Horner,  John  Phillips,  James  P.  McFarland,  and  Robert  T. 
Cooper,  comrades  in  his  company,  testify  to  their  knowing  him  long 
before  entering  the  service  ;  that  he  was  sound,  and  a  good,  active  sol- 
dier up  to  a  time  of  a  forced  march  of  100  miles  or  more,  when  he  was 
X)laced  in  a  hospital  in  a  totally  helpless  con<lition.  There  is  a  great 
amount  of  conclusive  testimony  of  his  total  helplessness  up  to  the  pres- 
ent time. 

Tbe  case,  through  the  investigation  of  the  department,  has  been  well 
drawn  out,  and  the  fact  of  his  contracting  rheumatism  in  the  service 
and  line  of  duty  is  clearly  established,  and  the  committee  therefore  con- 
clude he  should  be  again  restored  to  the  pension-rolls,  and  recommend 
the  iiassage  of  a  bill  accordingly. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d8eMion.       i  )  No.  717. 


DALTON  HINCHMAN. 


May  3,  1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Americus  V.  Rice,  from  the  Committee  ou  Invalid  Pensions,  sub- 
mitted tbe  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bUl  H.  R.  3266.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (ff.  R. 
3266)  granting  a  pension  to  Dalton  Hinchman^  late  private^  under  the 
name  of  Samnel  M.  Butson^  in  Company  0,  Second  Michigan  Cavalry 
Volunteers^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  ask  leave  to  submit 
the  following  report : 

The  committee  find  the  facts  set  oat  in  the  soldiers  petition  are  sab- 
stantially  proved  as  stated.  That  he  first  enlisted  in  Company  0, 
Eleventh  Ohio  Infantry  Volanteers,  in  Jaly,  1861  ^  and  served  until  Feb- 
raary  22, 1863,  when,  on  account  of  the  abuse  of  his  orderly  sergeant,  he 
deserted,  and  remained  out  of  the  service  until  in  November,  1863,  wnen 
he  again  entered  the  service  as  a  private  under  the  name  of  Samuel  M. 
Burson,  in  Company  O,  Second  Michigan  Cavalry  Volunteers,  and  in 
December,  1863,  was  wounded  in  action  at  Munay  Creek,  East  Tennessee, 
by  a  gunshot  wound  through  hjp  left  thigh,  which  has  totally  disabled 
him  from  duty  and  from  earning  his  living  by  manual  labor,  and  that  his 
wounds  have  crippled  him  for  life,,  and  that  he  was  honorably  discharged 
from  the  service  February  21, 1865. 

The  committee  therefore  report  back  said  bill  and  recommend  its 
passage. 


45th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.      c  Report 
2d  Session.       )  \  Ko.  718. 


JOSEPH  ODELL. 


May  3,  1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Americus  V.  Rice,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4681.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petition 
praying  for  a  pension  to  Joseph  Odell,  late  a  private  in  Company  J,  i^ixty- 
fifth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteers,  after  a  careful  examination  of  the 
case,  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  Joseph  Odell  enlisted  in  Company  I,  Sixty-fifth  Indiana  Yolan- 
teere,  Angast  1,  1863,  as  a  veteran  volunteer,  be  having  previously 
served  in  Company  F,  Fourteenth  Indiana  Volunteers.  He  was  dis- 
charged May  24, 1865. 

Applicant  alleges  disability  from  injuries  received  while  acting  as 
mounted  infantry  in  September,  1863,  by  fall  of  horse,  in  breast,  left 
shoulder,  side,  and  hip.  Claim  was  rejected  because  medical  examina- 
tion failed  to  show  that  disability  arose  from  cause  alleged. 

The  testimony  of  Samuel  H.  Mulholland,  who  was  first  sergeant  of 
claimant's  company  at  the  time  injury  was  received,  and  who  was  after- 
ward captain  of  same  company,  and  also  the  testimony  of  Dr.  J.  Scud- 
der,  who  was  at  that  time  assiatant  surgeon  of  claimant's  regiment, 
entirely  corroborate  the  statement  in  claimant's  application  for  pension. 
Further,  the  certificate  of  tbe  examining  surgeon  at  the  Soldiers' Home 
at  Dayton,  Ohio,  in  July,  1874,  shows  that  claimant  was  suffering  from 
loss  of  hearing  of  left  ear,  dullness  over  upper  and  middle  lobes  of  left 
lung,  loss  of  power  of  left  arm  and  leg,  and  considerable  emaciation, 
which  last  they  attribute  to  chills  of  long  standing.  Still,  the  medical 
referee  does  not  think  that  any  of  his  disabilities  are  traceable  to  the 
service. 

Since  this  decision  of  the  referee,  claimant  has  been  further  examined 
by  Dr.  McDermott,  surgeon  of  the  National  Home  for  Disabled  Soldiers, 
at  Dayton,  Ohio,  who  certifies  that  claimant  is  suffering  from  hernia, 
deafness  in  both  ears,  loss  of  power  amounting  to  partial  paralysis  of 
left  shoulder  and  hip,  a  large  swelling  between  the  scapula  and  spine: 
and  all,  he  thinks,  traceable  to  the  injury  claimant  sustained  by  the  fkll 
of  the  horse  in  September,  1863.  He  also  suffers  from  a  chronic  bron- 
chial cough  and  has  much  lameness  in  left  leg.  In  short,  he  seems  to 
be  very  badly  used  up :  was  a  hearty  man  before  entering  the  service; 
is  now  60  years  old  and  a  perfect  wreck ;  and  has  been  an  inmate  of  the 
Soldiers'  Home  at  Dayton,  Ohio. 

The  committee  think  his  case  a  hard  one,  and  feel  that  it  can  hardly 
err  in  making  a  favorable  report  and  recommending  the  passage  of  the 
accompanying  bill. 

O 


45th  Congress,  >    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2a,  Session.       j  \  No.  719. 


HENRY  GROSSMAN. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

sabmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1842.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  1842)  panting  a  pension  to  Henry  Grossman,  have  had  the  same 
under  consideration  and  report  the  same  back  with  a  recommendation 
that  it  do  pass.  The  committee  are  satisfied,  after  a  careful  examination 
of  the  evidence  sabmitted,  that  this  man  should  have  a  pension. 


] 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.      (  Repobt 
2d  Session.       J  \  i^o.  720. 


WILLIAM  H.  GARRETT. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  iDvalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3196.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3196)  granting  a  pension  to  William  H.  Oarrettt^  late  private  oj  Com- 
pany B^  in  the  Fifty  sixth  Regiment^  Illinois  Infantry  Volunteers^  have 
had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  submit  the  following  report  thereon: 

The  committee,  after  a  careful  examination  of  the  evidence  submit- 
ted in  this  case,  are  satisfied  that  the  applicant  should  have  a  pension, 
and  they  therefore  report  back  said  bill  with  a  favorable  recommenda- 
tion. 

O 


45th  Congress,  >    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     /  Report 
2d  Session.       i  )  No.  721. 


MARTHA  A.  WILLIAMSON. 


Hat  3,  1878.— Committed  Uy  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Gommittee  on  lo valid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  aocompany  bill  H.  R.  592.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  House  HU 
592,  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  submit  the  following 
report : 

It  is  shown  by  the  records  in  the  case  that  Amos  Williamson  was 
mostered  as  first  lieutenant  in  the  Eighth  Cavalry,  Missouri  State  Mili- 
tia, to  date  from  March  1, 1862,  mustered  as  lieutenant-colonel  May  2, 
1862,  and  mustered  out  to  date  March,  1863. 

Certificate  of  disability  dated  February  16, 1863,  shows  that  soldier 
is  suffering  from  bronchitis.  Dr.  Peter  Burns  swears  that  in  the  early 
part  of  1862  he  was  acting  examining-surgeon  in  the  recruiting  for  said 
regiment,  and  became  acquainted  with  the  soldier  about  that  timcj  he 
was  then  a  hale  and  hearty  man ;  never  knew  of  any  ailment  or  indispo- 
sition during  the  several  months  deponent  was  with  the  regiment  but 
once,  and  then  he  complained  of  having  taken  a  cold  in  his  throat, 
which  promptly  got  well.  Dr.  Burns  testifies  in  two  other  affidavits 
that  he  believes  that  the  soldier's  disease  was  contracted  in  January  or 
February,  1862,  from  exposure  while  in  line  of  his  duty.  Dr.  Wm. 
Denby  swears  that  he  knew  the  soldier  prior  to  his  entry  into  the  service, 
and  that  he  was  sound  and  free  from  disease  at  enlistment,  and  that  he 
contracted  bronchial  disease  while  in  the  service,  and  that  the  disease 
made  steady  progress  from  the  time  of  his  discharge  until  September, 
1867,  when  deponent's  treatment  ceased.  Dr.  M.  Earhart  swears  that 
he  treated  soldier  for  disease  of  the  lungs  from  June,  1867,  to  March,  1870. 
Dr.  R.  Trevy  swears  that  soldier  was  under  his  treatment  for  bronchitis 
from  March,  1870,  until  the  date  of  his  death  from  said  disease,  Febru- 
ary 22, 1872. 

The  widow's  claim  was  denied  by  the  Pension  Office  on  the  ground 
that  the  disease  did  not  originate  in  the  service. 

Your  committee  believe  this  to  be  a  meritorious  case,  and  report  back 
Hoase  bill  No.  592,  and  recommend  it  passage. 


L 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  KEPEE8ENTATIVES.     (  Ebpobt 
2d  Session.       J  )  No.  722. 


JAMES  H.  HAYES. 


Mat  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Gommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  3925.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referredthe  bill  {H.  R. 
3925)  granting  a  pension  to  James  H.  Hayes^  have  had  the  same  under 
considerationy  and  submit  the  following  report  thereon : 

The  committee  are  satisfied  from  the  evidence  that  this  soldier  should 
have  a  pension,  and  therefore  report  back  said  bill,  and  recommend  that 
the  same  do  pass. 


4^TH  OONGBBSS,  \    HOUSE  OF  BEPEBSBNTATIVES.      (  Bhipoet 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  723. 


ADALINE  P.  LOY. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoaae  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


%r.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

EEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4682.] 

Ike  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  tohom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R. 
2076) /or  the  relief  of  Adaline  P.  Loyj  widow  of  Joseph  F.  2k>y,  deceased^ 
late  captain  of  Company  Hj  Fourth  Regiment  Wisconsin  Yolnnteer  In- 
fantry^ have  had  the  same  under  oonsiderationy  and  submit  the  follounng 
report  thereon : 

'*The  evidence  submitted  to  the  committee  satisfies  them  that  this 
widow  and  her  minor  children  are  entitled  to  a  pension.  They  there- 
fore report  a  substitute  for  said  bill,  and  recommend  that  the  said  sub- 
stitate^do  pass. 


r. 


H. 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.     (  Eepoet 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  724. 


WILLIAM  EETKOLDS. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

sabmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  2075.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (JS*.  B. 
2975)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Reynolds^  late  a  private  in  Com- 
pany  O,  Thirteenth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteers,  have  had  the  same 
under  considerationj  and  submit  the  following  report : 

This  soldier  establishes  beyond  all  donbt,  if  his  witnesses  are  to  be 
believed — and  there  is  no  good  reason  why  they  should  not  be  believed — 
his  right  to  a  pension.  He'filed  his  claim  for  pension  in  regular  form  in 
1865,  but  for  some  cause  it  was  not  decided  until  after  it  was  barred  by 
section  4717  of  the  Eevised  Statutes,  there  being  no  record  evidence  ot 
his  disability.  The  Adjutant-General  refused  to  correct  or  substitute  the 
record  so  as  to  show  that  his  disability  originated  in  the  service,  hold- 
ing that,  under  instructions  from  the  iSecretary  of  War,  the  Adjutant- 
General  has  no  authority  to  substitute  for  the  records  committed  to  him 
to  preserve,  others  made  up  of  outside  testimony,  which  he  has  no  means 
of  testing.  The  law  expressly  authorizes  the  Adjutant-General  to  sub- 
stitQte  a  record,  upon  satisfactory  evidence  that  the  disability  did  orig- 
inate in  the  service,  so  as  to  remove  the  bar ;  but  it  seems  the  Adjutant- 
General  does  not  feel  authorized  to  exercise  this  right,  expressly  con- 
ferred upon  him  by  law,  and  prefers  to  obey  an  order  of  the  Secretary 
ofWar  rather  than  the  express  provisions  of  the  statutes,  over  which 
the  Secretary  of  War  has  no  control  whatever.  Thus  in  this  case  a 
plain  provision  of  law  has  been  disregarded,  as  the  Adjutant-General 
says,  under  instructions  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  a  poor  and 
worthy  soldier  deprived  of  his  pension,  which  he  should  have  had  long 
ago. 

The  committee  report  said  bill  back,  with  an  amendment,  and  recom- 
mend that  the  same  do  pass. 


I 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       ) )  No.  725 . 


MICHAEL  O'BEIEK 


Hat  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4683.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PeTisions^  to  tchom  teas  referred  the  petition  of 
Mieluiel  QBrien^  praying  for  a  pension^  beg  to  submit  the  following  re- 
portj  after  a  full  examination  of  the  papers  in  the  case : 

Michael  O'Brien  was  a  private  in  Company  B,  Fifty-eighth  Eegiment 
Illinois  Volunteers.  He  enlisted  October  6, 1861,  and  was  discharged 
at  Gamp  Butler,  Illinois,  Fel;)ruary  23, 1863. 

This  claimant  has  been  before  the  Pension  Bureau  for  nearly  twelve 
yearH.  He  applied  for  pension  July  25,  1864,  alleging  disability  by 
reason  of  rheumatism  contracted  at  Pittsburgh  Landing  in  April^  1862. 
In  another  declaration,  September  10,  1867,  he  alleges  disability  by 
reason  of  paralysis  of  both  limbs,  contracted  about  February  12, 1862,  by 
taking  cold  by  exposure  in  sleet  and  rain  storm  while  on  board  of  a 
transport  from  Saint  Louis  to  Fort  Donelson,  Tennessee.  Each  of  these 
declarations  seems  to  have  foundation  in  fact,  and  hence  the  discrepan- 
cies are  explainable. 

This  soldier,  though  in  the  service  for  over  sixteen  months,  seems  to 
have  done  but  little  duty.  For  over  ten  months  prior  to  his  discharge  he 
was  in  hospital  at  Camp  Butler,  near  Springfield,  Illinois. 

The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rejected  claim  because  record  evidence 
is  unfavorable,  and  parol  evidence  fails  to  controvert  the  presumption 
that  claimant's  disability  is  not  due  to  his  service  as  a  soldier. 

This  does  not  entirely  comport  with  the  findings  of  the  committee. 
The  surgeon  of  claimant's  regiment,  Dr.  H.  M.  Crawford,  testifies  that 
soldier  was  in  '^  good,  sound  health  at  the  date  of  his  enlistment,  and 
performed  his  duty  as  a  soldier  until  about  February  12, 1862,  when,  by 
reason  of  exposure  at  night,  on  deck  of  a  transport  from  Cairo,  Illinois, 
to  Fort  Donelson,  Tennessee,  in  a  storm  of  sleet,  he  contracted  a  cold, 
which  settled  in  both  limbs,  causing  partial  paralysis.  Said  paralysis 
did  not  exist  at  date  of  enlistment,  and  was  not  caused  by  intemperate 
habits."  And  in  corroboration  of  surgeon's  testimony,  D.  B.  Lynch, 
late  captain  of  soldier's  Company  B,  Pifty-eighth  Illinois  Volunteers, 
states  that  said  claimant,  while  in  line  of  duty,  February  1,  1862,  on 
board  transport  on  the  way  from  Cairo,  Illinois,  to  Fort  Donelson,  Ten- 
nessee, contracted  cold,  which  increased  during  action  at  Fort  Donelson, 

and  settled  in  his  limbs.    He  was  sent  home  on  furlough  soon  after, 

and  00  his  return  to  duty,  April  1, 1862,  at  Shiloh,  Tennessee,  was  soon 

again  sent  to  hospital.    From  this  time  till  his  discharge,  more  thau 
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ten  months,  he  is  in  hospital.  In  certificate  of  disability  for  discharge, 
W.  Sturgis,8ur£:eonof  the  post,  says,  ^'  soldier  is  incapable  of  performing 
dnty  becanse  of  general  debility.  •  •  •  His  disability  seems  to  be 
the  result  of  strong  predisposition  to  tnbercnlosis."  In  Jnly,  1864,  soon 
after  his  discharge,  Dr.  W.  D.  Stillman  testifies  that  claimant  was  totally 
incapacitated  to  obtain  a  living  by  manual  labor;  that  he  was  suffering 
from  chronic  rhenmatism  in  back  and  shoulders,  said  disability  originat- 
ing in  the  service.  He  was  then  an  inmate  of  Marshall  Oounty,  Illinois, 
poor-house.  In  July,  1871,  claimant  states  that  he  has  not  been  treated 
by  any  physician  for  his  disability,  but  has  taken  care  of  himself  as  a 
chronic  invalid.  November  1, 1871,  board  of  examining  surgeons  at  Ohi- 
cago  reports  his  disability  ^^  nearly  complete ;  paralysis  of  lower  ex- 
tremities, walks  slowly,  drags  both  feet ;  is  almost  helpless." 

Since  his  discharge  he  seems  to  have  lived  at  some  of  the  charitable 
institutions  of  the  land — Marshall  County,  Illinois,  poor-house;  Sisters' 
Hospital,  Saint  Louis,  Mo. ;  Soldiers'  Home,  Chicago,  111. ;  and  later  at 
Soldiers'  Home,  Dayton,  Ohio,  where  he  is  now. 

The  claimant  appears,  by  the  testimony,  clearly  to  have  been  a  sound, 
healthy  man  before  entering  the  service,  and  though  his  services  as  a 
soldier  were  not  large,  but  quite  the  contrary,  yet  at  the  time  of  his 
discharge,  and  for  months  before,  he  was  debilitated  ;  that  since  his  dis- 
charge he  has  been  unable  to  labor,  becanse  a  chronic  invalid,  and  since 
1871  his  lower  extremities  have  become  seriously  paralyzed.  Therefore 
would  recommend  favorable  action  on  the  accompanying  bill. 


45th  Conghubss,  \  HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.       /  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  l^o.  726. 


CATHARINE  VAUGHAN. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honse  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  4684.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Catharine  Vaughan^  widow  of  Thomas  J.  Vaughan^  late  a  pritate  in  Com- 
pany Fy  Third  Tennessee  Mounted  Infantry^  have  had  the  same  under  con- 
sideration^ and  submit  the  following  report  thereon : 

The  committeei  after  a  careful  examination  of  the  evidence  submitted 
to  them,  are  of  the  opinion  that  this  widow  is  entitled  to  a  pension,  and 
they  therefore  report  back  the  accompanying  bill,  and  recommend  that 
the  same  do  pass. 


45th  CoNaRESS, )     HOUSE  OF  RBPBBSENTATIVB8.     (  Bbpobt 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  727. 


JACOB  PARROTT. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

EEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  2944.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  tchom  was  referred  tlie  hill  {R.  R. 
2944)  increasing  the  pension  of  Jacob  Farrott  from  eight  to  twenty  dol- 
lars per  month^  having  had  the  same  under  consideration^  submit  thefoU 
loicing  report : 

The  committee  find  that  the  facts  are  fairly  and  truthfully  set  forth  in 
a  report  of  Mr.  Crittenden,  of  Missouri,  to  the  Forty-third  Congress,  at 
which  Congress  this  bill  passed  the  House,  and  adopt  that  report,  as  fol- 
lows : 

That  in  1862  a  detail  was  made  of  twenty  men  to  go  from  Murfreesborongh,  Tenn., 
to  tear  np  the  railroad  track  and  to  burn  bridges  between  Chattanooga  and  Marietta, 
6a.  This  detail  was  made  by  order  of  General  Mitchell,  then  in  command  of  the 
%iited  States  army  at  Marfreeeborough,  in  order  to  cat  off  rebel  commnnication  with 
Chattanooga.  Mr.  Parrott  and  his  comrades  arrived  at  Marietta,  Ga.,  on  the  10th 
April,  1862.  The  detail  was  so  disgnised'that  they  were  not  recognized  by  the  rebels, 
although  within  their  lines.  On  the  11th  April,  1^62,  Mr.  Parrott  and  his  comrades 
took  the  train  as  passengers,  going  north,  arriving  at  Big  Shanty  about  8  o'clock  a.  m., 
the  asual  breakfasting  station.  While  the  passengers  and  the  employ^  of  the  com- 
pany were  at  breakfast,  Jacob  Parrott  and  his  comrades  seized  the  locomotive,  tender 
and  two  baggage-cars,  and  fled  with  great  rapidity.  They  ran  the  locomotive  one 
hundred  miles  before  it  was  captured,  and  were  within  eight  miles  of  Chattanooga 
irhen  they  were  captured,  and  it  is  alleged  by  Parrott  that  they  would  not  have  been 
captared  had  not  fuel  and  water  given  out  on  the  locomotive.  Mr.  Parrott  states 
that  when  he  was  captured  by  the  enemy  he  was  hit  one  hundred  lashes  upon  his  bare 
hack  by  his  captors  with  a  '^  dried  bull's  penis,"  to  force  him  to  reveal  the  nature  and 
ohject  of  his  mission,  and  after  the  whipping  he  was  placed  in  the  most  loathsome 
prisons,  without  medical  aid,  for  eleven  months.  Mr.  Parrott  refused  to  make  the  dis- 
cloeores.  After  being  returned  to  the  Federal  lines  he  was  given  a  pension  of  $'i  per 
month  upon  a  surgeon's  certificate  of  total  disability  arising  from  inhuman  treatment 
Mr.  Parrott  was  commissioned  as  second  lieutenant  of  Company  K,  Thirty-third  Ohio 
Regiment,  to  date  from  May  3, 1863.  Mr.  Parrott  now  asks  an  increase  of  pension  from 
$Hto|20  per  month.  Dr.  Phillips,  examining  surgeon  of  the  government,  examined 
Mr.  Parrott  on  the  4th  of  April,  1874,  and  reports  that  his  disability  is  equal  to  a  total 
disability  from  manual  labor,  caused  by  the  beating  upon  and  across  bis  bare  back, 
permanently  injuring  his  spinal  cord  and  spinal  nerves.  Your  committee  therefore 
recommend  the  increase  of  Mr.  Parrott's  pension  to  $'iO  per  month,  and  report  back  the 
bill  with  a  favorable  recommendation. 


45th  Congeess,  )  HOUSE  OPEEPEESENTATIVES.       (  Report 
2d  Session.       J  \  No.  728. 


WILLIAM  N.  TANNAHILL. 


Hat  3, 1873. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  oq  lavalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  4685.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  B, 
4073)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Tannahill^  have  had  the  same  under 
considerationy  and  submit  the follomng  report: 

Said  claimant's  name  is  William  N.  Tannahill,  and  he  was  a  private  in 
Company  D,  Sixty-fourth  Ohio  Volunteers.  He  enlisted  October  19, 
1861,  to  serve  three  years,  and  was  discharged  January  23, 1863,  on  ac- 
count of  disability.  The  examining  surgeon  and  others  testify  that  he 
was  a  sound  man  when  he  enlisted,  and  it  appears  from  several  affida- 
vits of  physicians  and  others  that. he  is  now  suffering  with  disease  of 
the  spine,  which  so  affects  his  eyes  as  to  render  him  nearly  blind. 

It  api)ears  that  in  April,  1862,  he  was  detached  and  left  at  Golumbus, 
J^enn.,  to  help  care  for  the  sick  ]  that  while  there  he  contracted  diar- 
rhea, piles,  and  sore  eyes,  and  was  in  hospital ;  that  he  joined  his  com- 
pany at  Stevenson,  Ala.,  October,  1862,  and  at  that  time  was  very  much 
reduced ;  that  soon  after  they  started  on  a  forced  march  from  said  Ste- 
venson to  Louisville,  Ky. ;  that  while  on  said  march  he  utterly  broke 
down  and  had  to  be  transported  in  an  ambulance,  and  that  his  troubles 
with  his  eyes  increased  until  he  was  discharged. 

Your  committee,  in  view  of  all  the  evidence,  think  it  may  be  reason- 
ably believed  that  said  disease  of  the  eyes  and  spine,  from  which  he  is 
DOW  suffering,  was  contracted  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and 
report  back  a  substitute  for  the  bill,  and  recommend  that  it  do  pass. 


k 


45th  Congress,  )     HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session,       )  \  No.  729. 


WILLIAM  Q.  BAXTER. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  lu  valid  PeusionSy 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4686.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  icliom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
William  Q,  Baxter  for  an  invalid  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  con- 
sideration, and  submit  the  following  report: 

Said  William  Q.  Baxter  was  a  second  lieutenant  in  Company  B,  Fourth 
Regiment  Massachusetts  Heavy  Artillery.  He  claims  that  while  in  front 
of  Petersburgh,  Va.,  in  the  summer  of  1864,  he  contracted  intermittent 
fever  and  chronic  diarrhoea,  which  induced  inflammation  of  the  spleen 
and  brought  on  general  debility,  from  which  he  has  been  sufiering  ever 
since  bis  discharge,  and  is  now  unable  to  perform  manual  labor. 

The  evidence  of  the  surgeon  who  mustered  him  into  the  service  of  the 
United  States  and  his  neighbors  proves  that  he  was  a  sound,  healthy 
man  when  he  enlisted,  and  it  is  fully  proved  by  the  evidence  of  physi- 
cians who  have  attended  him  since  his  return  from  the  Army,  and  by 
the  certificates  of  pension  examining-surgeons  and  others,  that  he  has 
been  in  weak  and  feeble  health,  and  is  suffering,  as  set  forth  by  bis  state- 
ment. 

Capt.  H.  C.  Connor,  Company  B,  Fourth  Massachusetts  Heavy  Ar- 
tillery, testifies  that  claimant  was  suffering  with  intermittent  fever  and 
diarrbcea  while  at  Fort  Scott,  March,  1865,  and  his  regimental  surgeon, 
John  Stevens,  testifies  that  he  treated  him  for  those  diseases  in  March, 
1865.    He  was  discharged  July  17, 1865. 

In  view  of  all  the  evidence  the  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioner  should  be  granted,  and  report  the  accompany- 
ing bill  and  recommend  that  it  do  pass. 


k 


45th  CoNaRESs, )    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.     (  Repobt 
2dSesHon,       f  \  No.  730. 


JEPTHA  HUBERT. 


May  3.  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hodse  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  E.  1636.] 

Hie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R. 
1636)  granting  a  pension  to  Jeptha  Ruhert^  have  had  the  same  under  con- 
siderationj  and  submit  the  following  report: 

Said  Jeptha  Hubert  enlisted  for  three  years  January  4,  1864,  and  went 
into  camp  at  the  headquarters  of  his  regiment,  at  Grand  Eapids,  Mich. 
While  doing  camp  duty  he  caught  a  severe  cold,  and  obtained  a  fur- 
lough and  went  home,  when  he  was  attacked  with  inflammation  of  the 
lungs  and  typhoid  fever,  which  continued  for  a  long  time,  and  resulted 
in  an  abscess  of  the  left  knee-joint,  called  anchylosis,  stififening  the 
same  and  making  him  a  cripple,  and  leaving  him  very  much  reduced 
and  shattered  in  health,  so  much  so  that  he  was  discharged  August  27, 
1864 ;  and  the  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability  at  the  time  of  his  dis- 
charge states  that  he  is  unfit  tor  the  Veteran  lieserve  Corps  on  account 
of  anchylosis  of  the  left  knee-joint. 

In  view  of  this  evidence,  the  committee  believe  that  he  should  be 
granted  a  pension,  and  report  back  the  bill  with  a  recommendation  that 
it  do  pass. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     /  Repobt 
2d  Session.       f   *  )  No.  731. 


GORDON  B.  BARNES. 


May  3,  1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  od  Invalid  PeusioDs, 

submitted  the  following 

REPOET: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  H.  3745.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  tchom  was  referred  the  bill  (fl. 
B.  3745)  granting  a  pension  to  Gordon  B.  Barnes^  have  examined  the 
same  and  submit  the  following  statement  of  facts : 

Said  Gordon  B.  Barnes  was  a  private  in  Company  G,  First  Regiment 
New  York  Engineers,  and  was  severely  injured  while  in  the  service  in 
the  back  and  spine.  He  received  a  pension  of  $8  per  month  up  to  May 
7, 1870,  when,  upon  his  application,  it  was  increased  to  $15  per  month. 
He  now  asks  that  he  be  paid  such  a  sum  as  shall  make  his  pension  equal 
to  $15  per  month  from  the  time  he  received  his  injury  up  to  May  7, 1870. 
Some  injuries  grow  worse  and  some  invalids  improve  as  time  goes  on. 
The  principal  reason  of  having  pension  examining-surgeons  and  biennial 
examinations  grows  out  of  this  fact.  It  appears  from  the  certificates  of 
the  surgeons  that  said  Gordon  B.  Barnes  is  constantly  growing  worse. 
We  should  open  a  wide  door,  indeed,  if  we  undertook  to  revise  the  rat- 
ing of  invalid  pensions ;  and  in  this  case  the  committee  find  no  evidence 
that  induces  them  to  believe  any  wrong  has  been  done,  or  that  it  differs 
from  other  changes  of  grade  where  the  amount  to  be  paid  pensioner 
bas  been  chang^.  The  committee,  therefore,  report  back  the  bill  ad- 
versely, and  recommend  that  it  lie  upon  the  table. 


k 


45th  Congeess,  >    H^USE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.      i  Repobt 
2d  Session.       |  )  No.  732. 


GEORGE  WOLF. 


May  3,  1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

TJie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions j  to  wham  was  referred  the  petition  of 
George  Wolf  for  arrears  of  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  considera- 
flow,  and  submit  the  following  report : 

The  claim  of  the  petitioner  is  covered  by  the  arrears  bill  (H.  R.  3258) 
now  pending  in  the  House. 

The  committee  therefore  report  back  the  bill  adversely  without  preju- 
dice, and  recommend  that  it  lie  upon  the  table. 


45th  Congeess,  )  HQJJSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.       (  Repobt 
2d  Session.       J  )  No.  733. 


ROBERT  P.  BOQGS. 


May  3, 1878.— Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^ 

submitted  the  following 

EEPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petition  of 
Robert  P.  BoggSj  praying  for  a  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  con- 
sideration^  and  st(hmit  the  following  report : 

Said  Robert  P.  Boggs  was  a  private  in  the  One  hundred  and  sixth 
Begiment  Illinois  Yolnnteers.  He  enlisted  August  4, 1863,  and  was  dis* 
charged  August  7, 1863.  He  claims  that  from  exposure  in  snow-storms 
aod  rain,  while  employed  in  guarding  the  Ohio  and  Mobile  Railroad,  at 
Jackson,  Tenn.,  in  December,  1862,  and  January,  1863,  he  contracted 
neuralgia,  settling  in  his  neck,  head,  and  shoulders,  and  rendering  his  dis- 
charge necessary. 

S.  H.  Ellsworth,  surgeon  of  One  hundred  and  sixth  Illinois  Yol- 
nnteers, testifies  that  he  is  acquainted  with  said  Boggs,  and  that  while 
on  duty  near  Jackson,  Tenn.,  December,  1862,  and  January,  1863,  he 
was  exposed  to  severe  storms  and  took  a  severe  cold  while  so  exposed, 
causing  neuralgia,  and  was  discharged  on  account  of  disability  in  sum- 
mer of  1863.  H.  C.  Worthington,  first  lieutenant  claimant's  company, 
testifies  that  said  Boggs,  while  in  the  service  and  line  of  hisduty  guarding 
Ohio  and  Mobile  Railroad,  near  Jackson,  Tenn.,  December,  1662,  and  Jan- 
uary, 1863,  during  a  series  of  snow  and  rain  storms,  from  exposure,  con- 
tracted neuralgia,  rendering  him  unfit  for  service,  and  that  the  disability 
existed  at  the  time  of  his  discharge.  It  abundantly  appears  from  the 
evidence  of  his  family  physician,  examining  surgeon,  and  others,  that  he 
is  suffering  from  neuralgia,  and  has  been  ever  since  his  discharge.  The 
Commissioner  rejected  the  claim  as  barred  by  section  4717  Revised 
Stautes.  The  committee  believe  that  the  evidence  warrants  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  petitioner  should  be  placed  upon  the  pension-roll,  and 
report  the  accompanying  bill  and  recommend  its  passage. 


46th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       J      *  )  No.  734. 


MRS.  ELIZABETH  DAVIS. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PeDsions, 

submitted  the  following  adverse 

REPOET: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2391.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  rchormcas  referred  the  bill  (H.  it. 
2391)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Davis^  have  had  the  same 
under  (xmsideration^  and  submit  the  following  report : 

Hannibal  B.  Davis,  the  hasband  of  said  Elizabeth  Davis,  was  captain 
of  Company  K,  Fourth  Regiment  Missouri  Cavalry;  he  enlisted  Sep- 
tember 10,  1862,  and  resigned  April  8, 1864.  September  1, 1864,  some 
guerillas  made  a  raid  upon  Tipton,  Mo.,  and  carried  him  away  with  them 
some  twelve  miles  and  shot  him.  As  he  was  not  in  the  military  service 
of  the  United  States  at  the  time  of  his  death,  and  as  it  is  not  claimed 
that  his  death  was  the  result  of  hiB  military  service,  or  at  least  there  is 
no  sufficient  proof  to  establish  this  fact,  the  committee  report  back  the 
bill,  adversely,  and  recommend  that  it  lie  upon  the  table. 


45th  CoNOEBsa,  I    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       f  )  No.  735. 


ELIZABETH  HALL. 


May  3,  1678. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  ou  Invalid  Pensions 

submitted  tbe  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  101*2.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  reftrred  the  bill  ( ff.  R 
1012)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Hall^  hate  had  the  same  under  con 
sideration^  and  submit  the  follotoing  report  : 

Said  Elizabeth  Hall  asks  for  a  pension  as  widow  of  W.  Hall,  a  pri- 
vate in  Company  H,  Huntington^s  Battery,  and  of  the  First  Ohio  Cav- 
alry. She  states  in  her  petition  that  her  husband  was  disabled  by 
injuries  received  in  1862  by  being  thrown  from  his  horse  ;  and  that  he 
was  discharged  from  the  battery  on  account  of  said  injuries,  and  subse- 
queDtly  enlisted  in  tbe  First  Ohio  Cavalry,  but  was  unable  to  perform 
active  service  most  of  the  time.  She  states  that  her  husband  is  now 
deceased,  but  does  not  set  forth  when  or  where  or  what  caused  his 
death,  and  presents  no  proof  or  evidence  in  support  of  her  claim. 

The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  states,  in  a  letter  dated  March  8, 1878, 
that  after  careful  search  of  his  records  he  fails  to  tind  the  case  of  Eliza- 
beth Hal).  In  fact  she  does  not  state  in  her  petition  that  she  has  ever 
applied  at  the  Pension  Bureau. 

The  committee  therefore  report  back  the  bill  adversely,  without  preju- 
dice, and  recommend  that  it  do  lie  upon  the  table. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  KEPliESENTATlVES.     (  Kepoet 
2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  736. 


MARY  JANE  PYLE. 


May  3, 1876.— Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  755.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (II.  R, 
755)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Jane  Pyle^  have  had  the  same  under 
consideration^  and  submit  the  following  report : 

Said  Mary  Jane  Pyle  is  the  widow  of  Jesse  F.  Pyle,  late  a  private  in 
Company  D,  Eleventh  Kansas  Cavalry.  He  enlisted  July  22, 1863,  and 
was  discharged  September  13, 1865,  and  his  discharge  states  that  no 
objection  to  his  re-enlistment  is  known  to  exist. 

On  January  2, 187i,  he  was  killed  by  a  tree  falling  upon  him  near  his 
own  house,  and  it  is  alleged  that  he  was  blind  and  unable  to  get  out  of 
the  way,  and  that  he  losthis  eyesight  while  in  the  service. 

The  Commissioner  of  Pensions  rejected  the  claim,  as  the  military 
services  of  the  soldier  were  not  the  cause  of  his  death,  as  the  evidence 
does  not  warrant  the  conclusion  that  he  lost  his  eyesight  in  the  service. 

The  committee  see  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  Commissioner  erred 
in  his  conclusions,  and  report  back  the  bill  adversely,  and  recommend 
that  it  lie  upon  the  table. 


45th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.      (  Rbpoet 
2d  Session.       )  )  Ko.  737. 


LEWIS  E.  WINANS. 


May  3,  1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Goldsmith  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^ 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  92.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  to  tchom  teas  referred  the  hill  (R.  B.  92) 
granting  a  pension  to  Leiois  E.  Winans^  have  had  the  same  under  consid- 
erationj  and  submit  the  following  report: 

It  appears  from  a  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  dated 
Janaary  21,  1878,  that  said  Lewis  E.  Winans  has  never  applied  at  the 
Pension  Office  for  a  pension.  There  is  no  evidence  on  file  in  this  case 
and  nothing  to  indnce  the  committee  to  believe  that  the  Commissioner 
of  Pensions  would  not  have  jurisdiction  to  pass  upon  this  claim.  The 
committee  report  back  the  bill  adversely  without  prejudice,  and  recom- 
mend that  it  do  lie  on  the  table. 


i 


45th  Oongebss,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,     i  Repoet 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  738. 


MARY  KENNEALLY. 


May  3,  1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  GoLDS^nxH  W.  Hewitt,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  1016.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  bill  (H.  B, 
1016)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Kenneally^  Juive  had  the  same  under 
onsideration,  and  submit  the  following  report: 

The  bill  provides  first  for  placing  the  name  of  Mary  Kenneally  npon 
ttie  pension-roll,  from  which  it  would  be  reasonable  to  infer  she  is  not 
now  a  pensioner.  It  provides  for  paying  her  $5  per  month  from  the 
date  of  its  deduction  by  the  Pension  Office,  but  does  not  state  the  time 
covered  by  this  $5  per  month.  There  is  no  evidence  whatever  on  file 
with  the  bill  to  support  this  claim.  The  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 
ander  date  of  January  21, 1878,  writes  that  said  Mary  Kenneally  has 
never  made  any  application  at  the  Pension  Bureau.  It  would  seem  that 
there  is  reason  why  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  may  not  have  full 
jurisdiction  of  this  case,  and  grant  such  a  pension  as  claimant  may  be 
entitled  to,  if  any. 

The  committee  therefore  report  back  the  bill  adversely  without  pre- 
jadice,  and  recommend  that  it  lie  upon  the  table. 


45th  Oongeess,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  739. 


GEORGINE  THOMAS. 


Mat  3,  1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Walsh,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  4687.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  re/erred  the  petition  of 
Georgine  Thomas,  praying  for  a  pension,  report: 

That  Brevet  Major-General  Thomas,  the  husband  of  the  claimant,  was 
appointed  third  lientenant  of  ordnance  August  13,  1811),  and  in  June, 
1821,  was  promoted  to  second  lientenant  of  the  Fourth  Artillery,  and 
was  subsequently  transferred  to  the  infantry,  and  promoted  captain  in  the 
Seventh  Infantry  April  30, 1833,  and  to  major  and  quartermaster  July  7, 
1838,  and  to  lieutenant- colonel  and  deputy  quartermaster-general  May 
23, 1850,  and  to  colonel  and  assistant  quartermaster-general  August  1. 
1856.  He  was  bre vetted  brigadier- general  July  5, 1861,  for  faithful  and 
meritorious  Fervices  during  the  war,  and  major-general  March  13, 1865, 
for  faithful,  meritorious,  and  distinguished  services  in  the  Quartermas- 
ter's Department  during  the  war.  He  was  retired  in  1869,  and  died 
from  exhaustion  February  1, 1878.  He  had  been  in  active  service  fifty 
years,  and  his  military  record  shows  him  to  have  been  a  most  efficient 
and  faithful  officer,  who  performed  every  trust  and  duty  with  honor  to 
himself  and  his  country.  His  widow  is  aged,  and  without  means  ade- 
quate to  her  support. 

Year  committee  consider  that  the  long,  honorable,  and  meritorious 
service  of  her  husband  entitles  the  claimant  to  a  pension,  and  accord- 
ingly report  a  bill  for  that  purpose,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


45th  Congeess,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPEESENTATIVES.      (  Repoet 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  740. 


JULIA  ANN  CARTER. 


May  3,  1878. — Laid  od  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Riddle,  from  the  Committo  on  Invalid  PeoBions,  submitted  the 

tbllowiug  adverse 

REPORT: 

[To  aooompany  bill  H.  R.  2802.] 

Hie  Cofnmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  hill  (H,  R. 
2802)  for  the  relief  Julia  Ann  Carter ^  would  report  as  follows  : 

Jalia  Ann  Garter  claims  a  pension  as  the  widow  of  Benjamin  Garter, 
late  a  corporal  in  Company  I,  Second  Light  Artillery,  United  States  Vol- 
unteers. The  application  was  rejected  by  the  Pension  Bnreaa  npon  the 
ground  that  Benjamin  Carter  was  killed  in  a  personal  difficulty  with  a 
Mowsoldier,  and  not  in  the  service  and  in  the  line  of  duty. 

After  an  examination  of  the  evidence,  your  committee  are  of  the  same 
opinion,  and  therefore  report  back  the  bill  to  the  House  adversely,  aud 
recommend  that  the  same  do  lie  npon  the  table. 


45TH  Congress,  I     HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES,      i  Report 
2d  Session.       ]  J  No.  741. 


JEFFERSON  KINDER. 


Hay  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  aud  ordered  to  be 

priuted. 


Mr.  Riddle,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1054.] 

The  Committee  on  hivalid  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  tlie  bill  (H.  R. 
1054)  granting  a  peiision  to  Jefferson  Kinder^  would  report  as  follows : 

Jefferson  Kinder,  late  a  private  in  Company  B,  Thirteenth  Regiment 
Indiana  Volunteers,  claims  a  pension  on  account  of  disability  from 
poisoning,  by  drinking  from  a  poisoned  spring  at  Arlington  Heights, 
about  September  10,  1861.  He  was  wounded  in  the  right  ankle  in 
action  near  Gainesville,  Ga.,  August  28, 1862,  and  first  claimed  a  pen- 
BioD  for  that  disability,  but  abandoned  it.  There  is  some  conflict  of 
evidence  as  to  the  poisoning,  but  his  comrades,  including  Dr.  H.  H. 
Kendrick,  who  was  surgeon  of  the  Nineteenth  Indiana  Volunteers, 
testify  that  he  was  poisoned  by  drinking  from  a  spring  impregnated 
with  arsenic  while  in  the  line  of  his  duty,  and  that  he  never  recovered 
from  the  effects  of  it. 

The  examining  surgeons  differed  in  opinion  as  to  the  cause  of  the 
present  disability  ;  but  from  the  whole  evidence  the  committee  are  of 
the  opinion  that  the  present  condition  of  the  said  Jefferson  Kinder  is 
attributable  to  the  poisoning  by  drinking  from  the  poisoned  spring  at 
Arlington  Heights,  Va.,  and  report  back  the  bill  favorably  to  the  House 
and  recommend  its  passage. 


46th  Conobbss,  \     HOUSE  OP  EBPRB8BNTATIVES.      i  Rbpoet 
2d8e89um.       J  \  No.  742. 


THEODORE  ARTZT. 


Mat  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Riddle,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4688.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PewnonSj  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Theodore  Artzt^  late  sergeant  Company  J,  Eleventh  Regiment  United 
States  Infantry  J  Mexican  war^  report  a^  follows  : 

Theodore  Artzt  petitions  for  a  pension  on  acconnt  of  disability  which 
lie  alleges  resulted  from  sunstroke  on  the  march  near  Puebia,  Mexico,  in 
the  month  of  July,  1847.  He  partly  recovered,  and  participated  in  the 
Ibattles  of  Gonti'eras,  Ghurubusco,  Molino  del  Rey,  Ghapultepec,  and 
tihe  gates  of  the  city  of  Mexico,  but  was  discharged  at  the  city  of 
Hiexico  December  6, 1847,  on  surgeon's  certificate  of  disability. 

His  application  to  the  Pension  Btfrean  was  rejected  upon  the  ground 
that  his  present  disability  is  not  the  result  of  his  military  service. 

The  sunstroke  is  proved  byone  of  his  fellow  Mexican  soldiers,  and  Gen- 
eral Geo.  Gadwalader  testifies  that  the  evidence  produced  to  him  satis- 
fies him  that  such  was  the  fact.  The  testimony  of  physicians  is  on  file 
who  treated  him  in  1848, 1849, 1850,  and  from  1855  to  1866,  which  shows 
that  he  was  then  suffering  from  chronic  diarrhoea  and  nervous  prostra- 
tion ;  and  the  examining  surgeon,  Dr.  James  Gollins,  of  Philadelphia, 
under  date  of  July  18, 1877,  says  he  is  nervous  and  weak,  and  has  her- 
nia, and  in  winter  rheumatism. 

From  the  whole  evidence,  your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the 
claimant's  disability,  in  all  probability,  resulted  from  his  military  serv- 
ice, and  they  give  him  the  benefit  of  the  doubt,  the  weight  of  the  evi- 
dence being  in  his  favor,  and  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
aacompanying  bill. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,     i  Report 
2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  743. 


THOMAS  R.  CROSS. 


May  >\f  1<S78. — Coniraitted  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  b« 

printed. 


Mr.  Kiddle,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pennions,  Hobmitted  the 

following 

UEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4689.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Thomas  B.  Cross^  late  sergeant  Company  F,  First  Missouri  Light  Artillery ^ 
for  a  pension,  report  as  follows : 

The  evidence  shows  that  Thomas  R.  Cross  entered  the  Army  as  a 
soand  and  healthy  man ;  that  he  served  daring  the  war  after  his  enlist- 
ment, and  that  while  on  his  way  with  his  company  from  Mobile,  A^A*y  ^ 
Saint  Louis,  Mo.,  in  July  or  August,  1865,  under  orders  to  be  mustered 
out  of  service,  he  was  taken  with  inflammation  of  the  eyes,  and  from 
continued  inflammation,  impaired  vision  has  resulted,  and  that  he  is  in- 
capacitated to  follow  his  vocation,  being  a  blacksmith. 

The  examining  surgeons  state  that  his  diability  is  total.  The  appli- 
cation for  pension  is  barred  under  section  4717  of  the  Revised  Statutes ; 
and  the  Pension  Bureau  could  not  grant  the  i>ension  on  account  of  the 
absence  of  medical  record  evidence  of  the  disability. 

Tour  committee  are  of  the  opinion,  from  the  evidence  on  file,  that  the 
said  Thomas  R.  Cross  is  entitled  to  a  pension,  and  therefore  recommend 
the  passage  of  tne  accompanying  bill. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,     j  Report 
2d  Session.       J  \  No.  744. 


ABRAHAM  FORRY. 


May  3,  1876.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Riddle,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  K.  4690.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  fo  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Abraham  Forry  for  an  increase  of  pension^  report  as  follows  : 

Abraham  Forry  now  receives  a  pension  of  $24  per  month,  which,  on 
account  of  his  helpless  condition,  he  avers  to  be  inadequate,  and  peti- 
tions for  an  increase. 

Dr.  J.  B.  Hood,  the  medical  referee,  speaks  of  the  case  as  follows : 

1  find  paralysis  and  marked  ninscnlar  atrophy  and  distension  of  the  whole  right  arm  ; 
total  loss  of  vision  of  left  eye  ;  very  great  deafness,  amounting  practically  to  total  of 
both  ears;  partial  paralysis  and  muscular  atrophy  of  the  right  leg  and  a  small  degree 
of  disability  of  the  left  arm,  all  of  which  it  appears  result  from  injuries  incurred  in 
service  and  line  of  duty.  That  he  requires  some  aid  and  attention  is  perfectly  obvi- 
oas,  as  he  can  neither  dress  nor  undress  without  some  assistance.  I  cannot,  however, 
give  it  as  my  opinion  that  he  is  entitled  to  $50  per  month  under  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  June  18, 1874,  as  he  does  not  require  the  regular  presence,  aid,  and  attendance 
of  another  person.  Still,  that  the  sum  of  his  disabilities  rated  under  the  existing  law 
and  practice  of  this  office,  taken  one  by  one,  would  considerably  exceed  $50,  is  cer- 
tainly true. 

Yoar  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  case  of  Abraham  Forry 
comes  within  the  spirit  of  the  amendment  to  the  act  of  June  18,  1874, 
which  they  have  recommended  during  the  present  session ;  and  they 
therefore  report  the  accompanying  bill  increasing  his  pension  to  $48 
per  month,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


45TH  CoNaEBSS,  \     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  745. 


HANNAH  HALLAM. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Riddle,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensious,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  4691.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionSy  to  tohom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Eannah  Hallamj  widow  of  Michael  JJaUam,  late  private  Company  F^ 
Ftmrteenth  West  Virginia  Volunteers^  report  as  follows : 

It  is  in  proof  that  Michael  Hallam  entered  the  United  States  Army  as 
a  sound  and  healthy  man  ;  that  he  took  cold  resulting  in  erysipelas,  and 
this  eventnally  produced  an  abscess  in  his  side,  and  that  he  remained 
Id  hospital  until  he  was  discharged,  about  May  29, 1865,  and  that  he  died 
of  this  disease  on  the  20th  July,  1865. 

The  application  of  the  widow  for  a  pension  was  rejected  by  the  Pension 
Bureau  for  want  of  medical  evidence ',  but  the  facts  above  stated  are 
clearly  proven  by  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  regiment  and  by  other 
corroborative  evidence ;  and  your  committee  therefore  recommend  the 
passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


L 


45TH  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.     i  Report 
2d  Session.       J  (No.  746. 


MICHAEL  McGINTY. 


Mav  3, 1878. — Committod  to  tlie  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  he 

printed. 


Mr.  Riddle,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 
•  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  hill  H.  R.  4692.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition  oj 
Michael  McOintyj  late  private  Company  M^  Ninth  Regiment  Slew  Jersey 
YolunteerSj  to  be  restored  to  the  pension-rollsy  report  a^  follows : 

Michael  McGinty  was  placed  on  the  pension-rolls  November  17, 1870, 
bat  was  dropped  July  25, 1876,  upon  the  groand  that  his  disability  was 
not  received  in  the  line  of  duty.  The  said  McGinty  lost  his  left  hand 
November  14, 1861,  at  New  Brunswick,  by  jumping  out  of  the  wrong 
train  to  get  on  the  right  train.  He  was  absent  in  the  performance  of 
his  datyi  having  been  sent  to  New  York  to  apprehend  and  bring  back 
to  his  command  a  deserter. 

These  facts  are  clearly  proven,  and  your  committee  think  that  the 
mistake  of  the  soldier  in  getting  on  the  wrong  train,  and  his  attempt  to 
get  on  the  right  one  so  as  to  get  back  to  his  command,  should  not  de- 
prive him  of  his  pension,  and  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
accompanying  bill  to  restore  him  to  the  pension-rolls. 


45th  Congress, 
2d  Session, 


\ 


HOUSE  OF  BEPEESENTATIVES.     (  Eepoet 

\  No.  747. 


DAVID  McCOMB. 


Mat  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Riddle,  from  the  Gommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  sabmitted  the 

following 

REPOKT; 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4693.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PenslonSy  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
David  McComb  for  a  naval  pension,  would  report  as  follows: 

It  appears  that  the  petitioner  entered  the  Navy  November  16, 1825, 
and  was  discharged  September  10, 1830,  re-enlisted  April  1, 1834,  and 
served  on  board  the  Brandywine  from  that  date  until  May  20, 1837, 
when  he  was  discharged  and  became  clerk  of  the  commandant  of  the 
navy-yard  at  Washington,  and  retained  that  position  until  1868^  when 
he  was  discharged  on  account  of  disability.    He  is  afflicted  with  hernia, 
accompanied  with  hydrocele,  for  which  he  has  been  tapped  frequently. 
Dr.  George  McGoy  states  that "  the  hernia  is  irreducible,"  and  "  re- 
sulted from  a  fall  into  the  cockpit  while  on  board  the  Brandywine  in  the 
line  of  duty,  when  he  had  three  of  his  ribs  broken,  in  1836.'^    He  further 
says,  under  date  of  March  14, 1878 : 

For  three  years  he  has  not  been  able  to  leare  his  honse  but  twice,  and  is  now  ver^' 
feeble.  *'  In  1868/'  he  further  says,  "  he  was  attacked  with  paralysis  while  in  the  line 
cf  doty,  incapacitatini^  him  from  performing  his  clerical  duties  at  Washington  navy- 
yard,  where  he  had  served  for  thirty  years  in  the  commandant's  office." 

This  man  never  applied  for  the  bounty  of  his  government  until  wholly 
incapacitated  to  earn  his  livelihood  by  his  own  exertions,  and  your  com- 
mittee think  that  his  is  a  meritorious  case,  and  therefore  recommend 
the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


46th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    /  Report 
2d  Session,       )  \  No.  748. 


MRS.  xMARY  A.  ALLEN. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honse  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  550.] 

The  C(ymmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Mrs.  Mary  A.  Allenj  asking  for  a  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  con- 
siderationy  and  respectfully  submit  the  following  report: 

George  B.  Alh*n,  deceased,  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  G,  Fourth 
Michigan  Cavalry,  at  Quincy,  Mich.,  August  9,  1862,  and  served  until 
Jaly  1,  1865,  when  he  was  honorably  discharged,  at  Nashville,  Tenn. 

On  January  12, 1872,  deceased  filed  an  application  for  pension,  alleg- 
ing disability  caused  by  chronic  diarrhea,  contracted  while  in  service 
and  in  the  line  of  duty. 

The  evidence  filed  establishes  the  fact  that  the  disease  was  contracted 
by  the  petitioner  about  April  15, 1865,  and  that  be  was  suffering  with  it 
at  the  time  of  his  discharge ;  that  he  was  treated  by  various  physicians 
from  August  10, 1865,  up  to  the  time  of  his  death. 

Dr.  James  B.  Curtis  testifies  to  having  treated  the  soldier  from  about 
A^xigQSt  10, 1865,  to  abcut  September  2, 1866,  for  chronic  diarrhea,  com- 
plicated  with  camp  fever,  brought  about  by  fatigue  in  the  service. 

Dr.  Hubert  Nedian  testifies  to  having  <<  found  him  suffering  with  pul- 

onary  consumption,  the  left  lung  being  very  much  disei^ed'';  and 

ves  it  as  his  opinion,  after  careful  diagnosis,  '^  that  the  disease  was 

bjrooght  on  by  nervous  exhaustion  and  impoverished  blood,  caused  by 

ironic  diarrhea  of  long  standing." 

Dr.  I.  H.  Way  testifies  that  death  was  caused  by  exposure,  suffered 
liile  in  the  service,  and  debility  from  chronic  diarrhea  contracted 
dring  that  time. 

The  examining  surgeon  certifies  to  the  good  standing  of  the  physi- 

^D8  above  named. 

The  soldier  died  March  30, 1872,  of  consumption,  at  Kankakee,  III., 

a.nd  his  widow,  the  petitioner,  renewed  the  petition  pending  at  the  time 

of  his  death,  which  was  rejected,  however,  on  the  ground  that  the 

S43ldier  died  of  a  disease  which  originated  after  discharge. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  your  committee  respectfully  make  favorable 
xecommendation,  and  ask  that  the  bill  under  consideration  be  passed. 


45th  Congress,  \   HOUSE  OF  KEPBESENTATIVES,     (  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  749. 


ANNA  VOSHAGE,  WIDOW  OP  ADOLPH  VOSHAGE. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  on  lavalid  Pensions,  sabmitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2126.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petition  of 
Mrs.  Anna  Voshage^  a^Tcingfor  pension j  have  had  tiie  same  under  consid- 
eration^  and  respectfully  submit  the  foUoicing  report : 

The  petitioner's  husband,  Adolph  Yoshage,  late  private  of  Company 
L,  Ninth  Eegiment  New  York  Volunteers,  enlisted  September  11, 1861, 
and  was  wounded  by  a  gunshot,  which  passed  through  the  hip  and  groin, 
December  13, 1862.  He  was  discharged  from  the  hospital  July  3^  1863, 
and  from  service  July  5, 1863,  being  totally  disabled.  He  received  a 
pension  of  $8  per  month  at  the  time  of  his  death,  which  occurred  July 
27, 1871,  from  ursemia,  resulting  from  his  wounds. 

Drs.  M.  H.  Shuler,  Murphy,  and  Wieber  certify  to  the  fact  that  the 
deceased's  death  was  the  ultimate  efifect  of  his  wound. 

Petitioner's  application  for  pension,  filed  September  8, 1871,  was  re- 
jected on  the  ground  that  the  soldier's  death  is  not  chargeable  to  the 
service. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  your  committee  respectfully  recommend  the 
passage  of  the  bill. 


4STK  Congress,  (  HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.      j  Report 
2d  8es9ion.       ]  \  No.  750. 


NATHAN  A.  WINTERS. 


May  3,  1878. — Oonimitted  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  3362.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Fathan  A.  Winters^  late  captain  of  Company  if,  Forty  fourth  Missouri 
Volunteers  J  asking  for  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration  j 
and  respectfully  submit  the  following  report : 

By  General  Orders  No.  134,  current  series.  Headquarters  Department 
of  the  Missouri,  dated  July  28, 1864,  the  organization  of  nine  regiments 
of  volunteers  was  authorized  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  to  be  mustered 
into  the  United  States  service  at  various  points  designated,  one  of  them 
being  Saint  Joseph,  Mo.  Organizations  of  companies  were  instructed 
to  report  to  the  district  commanders,  who  were  to  accept  them  at  once, 
and  the  commissions  of  the  officers  to  be  issued  by  the  governor  upon 
recommendation  of  United  States  distrii:;t  commanders,  and  with  ap- 
proval of  the  general  commanding  the  district. 

In  conformity  with  this  call,  Capt.  Nathan  A.  Winters,  during  the 
month  of  August,  1864,  organized  a  company  of  volunteers  in  Grundy 
and  Sullivan  Counties,  Missouri,  and  reported  with  the  same  to  Col.  K.  C. 
Bradshaw,  of  the  Forty-fourth  Eegiment  Missouri  Volunteers,  whose 
place  of  rendezvous  was  designated  at  Saint  Joseph,  Mo.,  on  August 
24, 1864. 

R.  A.  De  Bolt,  major  Forty-fourth  Regiment  Missouri  Volunteers, 
testifies  that  Captain  Winters,  on  September  1, 1864,  was  ordered  to 
return  to  Grundy  County  for  the  purpose  of  recruiting;  and  that,  while 
petitioner  was  traveling  from  Saint  Joseph,  Mo.,  to  Chillicothe,  Mo., 
on  the  Hannibal  and  Saint  Joseph  Eailroad,  his  left  arm  was  broken 
and  elbow  crushed  in  consequence  of  an  obstruction  on  said  railroad. 

The  muster-roll  of  the  company  from  date  of  organization  reports 
petitioner  detailed  as  assistant  commissary  of  muster,  ftegimental  return 
for  September,  1864,  reports  him  ^'commanding  September  14,1864, 
bat  not  mustered ;  absent,  sick.'' 

The  commission  of  Captain  Winters  is  dated  September  14,  1864. 
Petitioner  was  mustered  out  March  27, 1865. 

The  application  of  petitioner  for  pension,  filed  April  8,  1868,  was  re- 
jected December  21,  1871,  on  the  ground  that  petitioner  was  not  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States  at  the  timo  of  the  accident  by  which  he 
was  injured. 

Your  committee  report  favorably,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
accompanying  bill. 

O 


45th  Conobsss,  >     HOUSE  OF  REPEESENTATIVES.     (  Bepobt 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  751. 


HEIES  OF  HORACE  A.  CHAMBERS. 


Mat  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoaae  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  394.] 

Ike  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
William  0.  White^  guardian  of  the  minor  heirs  of  Horace  A.  Chambers j 
aslcing  for  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  would 
respectfully  submit  the  following  report : 

Horace  A.  Chambers,  deceased,  enlisted  as  a  private  on  February  13, 
1863,  at  Lonisville,  Ky.,  and  served  until  April  2, 1863,  when  he  died, 
at  the  military  hospital,  at  Nashville,  Tenn.  The  application  of  the 
heirs  for  pension  was  refused,  on  the  ground  that,  by  some  neglect,  the 
name  of  the  soldier  was  not  carried  upon  the  rolls,  although  the  serv- 
ices of  the  deceased  were  clearly  proved,  and  his  excellent  character 
testified  to  by  the  officer  in  command  of  the  regiment.  The  recruiting 
officer,  O.  6.  Frazier,  testifies  that  he  saw  the  deceased  mustered  in  by 
Captain  Wilcox,  at  Louisville,  Ky.  The  committee  therefore  recom- 
mend the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


45th  Congress,  •     HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       f  )  No.  752. 


JAMES  RILEY. 


May  3,  1873.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Houae  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  4694.] 

2he  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionSj  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petition  of 
James  Riley  for  j)eti«ton,  beg  leave  to  make  the  Jollomng  report : 

James  Riley  enlisted  Jane  23, 1865,  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  as  a  private  in 
Company  D,  Fourth  Regiment  United  States  Infantry.  He  was  dis- 
charged the  service  June  23, 1868. 

About  July  15,  1865,  while  on  guard-mounting,  on  a  bridge  at  Fort 
Wood,  New  York  Harbor,  he  was  accidentally  pushed  off,  and  fell  back- 
ward, striking  the  foundation  of  the  guard-house,  falling  from  twenty 
to  thirty  feet. 

He  was  under  treatment  in  hospital  for  twenty-two  days  for  contused 
wound  on  the  head  ;  was  returned  to  duty  and  served  three  years,  dur- 
ing which  time  he  is  proved  by  a  number  of  comrades  of  having  often 
complained  of  severe  pains  in  the  head,  and  was  thus  affected  till  Jan- 
uary, 1870  (more  than  four  years  from  date  of  injury),  when  he  received 
a  paralytic  stroke  of  the  left  side.  Mow  the  paralysis  of  the  left  arm 
and  leg  is  complete. 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  the  Pension  Bureau  because  the  evi- 
dence is  not  conclusive  that  the  disability  (paralysis)  is  traceable  to  the 
injury  as  alleged. 

The  record-evidence  shows  treatment  for  ^'contused  wound  of  head.'' 
Claimant  alleges,  and  is  supported  by  parol  evidence,  medical  and  oth- 
erwise, more  serious  injury  of  the  skull,  which  would  seem  reasonable 
from  the  character  of  the  fall  and  the  attending  circumstances. 

Dr.  Hood,  the  medical  referee  in  the  Pension  Bureau,  says :  *'  It  is 
only  possible,  not  probable,"  that  the  injury,  manifesting  no  effect  for 
such  a  time  (four  years  and  more)  finally  induced  paralysis. 

The  board  of  examining-surgeons  at  Dayton,  Ohio,  report  it  as  their 
l>elief  that  the  present  disability  originated  from  the  injury  received 
liile  in  service  and  in  the  line  of  duty. 

In  view  of  the  above,  your  committee  would  make  favororable  recom- 
endation,  and  ask  for  the  passage  of  the  bill  under  consideration. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES,     (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  763. 


JAMES  BUCHANAN. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4695.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
James  Buchanan j  late  a  private  in  Company  J,  Thirty  first  Regiment 
Ohio  Volunteers  J  asking  for  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  consider* 
ationj  and  would  respectfully  submit  the  following  report : 

James  Buchanan  was  enrolled  as  a  private  in  Company  I,  Thirty-first 
Ohio  Volunteers,  on  February  21, 1865,  and  was  taken  sick  from  ex- 
haustion and  over-exertion  during  the  march  of  his  regiment  from 
Goldsborough,  N.  C,  to  Petersburg,  Va.,  on  April  20,  1865.  He  was 
boDorably  discharged  July  20,  1865;  applied  for  pension  August  17, 
1869,  on  the  ground  that  ever  since  the  time  he  was  taken  sick  in  the 
Army  he  had  been  incapacitated  for  manual  labor  on  account  of  in- 
flammation of  the  bones  of  the  right  leg.  His  claim  for  pension  was 
barred  under  section  4717  Revised  Statutes,  limiting  the  time  for  com- 
pleting the  proof  in  applications  for  pensions  to  five  years  from  date  of 
the  same. 

The  soldier's  services  were  proved  by  comrades  and  one  superior 
officer,  who  certify  to  his  being  taken  sick,  but  as  the  records  of  his  regi- 
ment's hospital  are  not  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Surgeon-Oeneral,  no 
evidence  could  be  furnished  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  in  the  con- 
sideration of  his  case.  The  proofs  furnished  by  applicant  show  that  he 
was  under  treatment  by  the  regimental  surgeon. 

Your  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


45th  Congress,  >    HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.     (  Eepoet 
2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  754. 


CYNTHIA  8PEADLIN. 


May  3;  1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  he 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

LTo  accompany  hiU  H.  R.  4696.] 

Ike  Committee  an  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Cynthia  Spradlinj  widow  of  Jacob  M,  Spradlin^  late  private  in  Company 
G,  Sixth  Tennessee  Volunteers^  ashing  for  arrears  of  pay  and  pension^ 
have  had  the  same  under  co^nsiderationy  and  respectfully  submit  the  fol- 
lowing  report : 

Jacob  M.  Spradlin  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  O,  Sixth  Tennes- 
see Volunteers,  on  April  25, 1862,  and  died  at  Camp  Pine  Knot,  Ten- 
nessee, June  8, 1862,  before  his  company  had  been  mustered  in. 

The  evidence  on  file  proves  the  services  of  the  deceased.  Oeneral 
Cooper,  then  commanding  the  regiment,  and  numerous  other  officers 
and  comrades,  testify  that  the  soldier  sickened  and  died  before  the  mus- 
ter-in, and  that  his  name  should  not  have  been  omitted  from  the  rolls, 
upon  which  it  had  not  been  placed  by  oversight. 

Under  section  4717  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  the  case  was  barred  April 
8, 1876,  and  the  application  for  pension  filed  by  petitioner  in  1867  re- 
jected by  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  report  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
accompanying  bill. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPEESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  755. 


PHILLIP  THON. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  bo 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4697.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Phillip  Thmij  late  private  in  Cmnpany  if,  Seventh  Illinois  Cavalry,  have 
had  the  same  under  cansiderationy  and  respectfully  submit  the  following 
report : 

Phillip  Thon  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  M,  Seventh  Illinois 
Cavalry,  August  27, 1861 ;  was  mastered  in,  to  rank  as  corporal,  Septem- 
ber 3, 1861 }  served  until  May  8, 1862,  when  he  was  ruptured  by  the 
kick  of  a  horse  at  Farmington,  Miss.,  where  his  regiment  was  called 
out  in  the  night ;  was  taken  sick  and  treated  at  various  hospitals  until 
October  6, 1862,  when  he  was  discharged.  After  his  discharge  the 
rapture  developed  into  a  serious  case  of  hernia,  producing  inability  for 
labor.  Application  for  pension  was  filed  February  20, 1871,  but  as  the 
statements  made  in  his  application  as  grounds  for  pension  conflicted 
with  the  record  of  his  treatment  while  in  hospital,  the  consideration  of 
tbe  case  had  not  been  concluded  before  the  claim  was  barred  under 
section  4717  of  the  Revised  Statutes.  The  committee  report  favorably^ 
and  recommend  the  passage  ot  the  accompanying  bill. 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OP  EEPRESENTATIVES.      (  Repoet 
2d  Session.       (  \  No.  756. 


BENJAMIN  nOLLINGSWORTH. 


May  3, 1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Oommitteeon  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  697.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  irhom  teas  referred  the  petition  of 
Benjamin  HolUngsworthj  late  a  private  in  Company  i,  First  Iowa  Cav- 
alry^  asking  to  be  restored  to  tlie  pension  roll,  have  had  the  same  under 
consideration,  and  respectfully  submit  the  following  report : 

Benjamin  Hollingsworth  enlisted  aa  a  private  in  the  First  Regiment 
Iowa  Cavalry  Volunteers  on  September  4,  1862,  at  Davenport,  Iowa, 
and  was  discharged  January  12, 1864,  at  Keokuk,  Iowa,  upon  surgeon's 
certificate  of  disability,  by  reason  of  "  iritis  of  both  eyes.'' 

In  his  application  for  pension,  filed  September  13, 1864,  petitioner 
states  that  he  entered  the  service  in  a  sound  bodily  state;  that  while 
doing  duty  as  a  guard,  scout,  &c.,  at  Lake  Springs,  Missouri,  during 
May,  1863,  his  eyes  became  affected,  owing  to  loss  of  sleep,  cold,  damp- 
ness, and  fatigue,  and  that  after  being  treated  for  inflammatory  soreeyes, 
total  blindness  ensued  upon  one  eye,  and  that  the  other  is  nearly  so. 
The  company's  roll  for  May  and  June,  1863,  reports  him  as  ^'  absent  at 
general  hospital,  at  Rolla,  Missouri. 

Petitioner  received  $4  per  month  upon  his  petition  for  pension  being 
allowed,  April  22, 1870;  filed  petition  for  increase  August  16,  1870,  and 
received  $18  per  month  from  January  15, 1873,  it  appearing  from  certifi- 
cates of  medical  examiners  that  almost  total  blindness  had  ensued. 

On  August  8, 1875,  Special  Agent  W.  H.  Corkhill  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  to  petitioner's  case,  submitting 
numerous  affidavits  of  neighbors  and  old  acquaintances  of  petitioner 
that  he  had  been,  to  their  knowledge,  afflicted  for  many  years  with  sore 
or  diseased  eyes,  and  that  the  petitioner  himself  at  one  time  had  referred 
to  the  fact  at  a  public  meeting.  The  agent  expressed  himself  satisfied 
tbat  the  case  was  a  fraudulent  one. 

On  August  19, 1875,  the  Commissioner  ordered  an  investigation  and 
suspension  of  payment  of  pension  pending  the  same. 

September  8, 1875,  Examining  Surgeon  S.  W.  Huff  reports  total  blind- 
ness of  right  and  growing  defection  of  left  eye,  recommending  a  rate  of 
pension  of  $18  per  month. 

On  July  15, 1876,  Special  Agent  E.  R.  Hutchius  submitted  additional 
testimony  tending  to  prove  the  unreliability  of  some  of  the  numerous 
witDesses  produced  by  petitioner  in  his  attempt  to  establish  the  fact  of 
bis  having  been  sound  previous  to  entering  the  service,  and,  expressing 
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bis  own  opinion  in  an  accompanying  letter,  stated  his  conviction  tbat 
the  case  was  fraudalent.  The  total  number  of  affidavits  submitted  to 
establish  this  fact  was  thirty-two. 

Petitioner,  in  support  of  his  application,  files  the  affidavit  of  the  cap- 
tain of  his  company,  Dr.  D.  G.  Dinsmore,  and  many  others,  some  of 
them  relatives  of  petitioner,  all  testifying  to  his  having  been  free  from 
a  ny  disease  of  the  eyes  previous  to  his  enlistment. 

August  18, 1876,  petitioner  was  notified  that  his  name  was  dropped 
from  the  pension-roll,  as  it  appeared  that  the  disease  for  which  a  pen- 
sion had  been  granted  existed  previous  to  enlistment. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  your  committee  respectfully  recommend  that 
the  bill  under  consideration  pass. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  EEPRE8ENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       i  \  No.  757. 


JOHN  O.  VALLANDINGHAM. 


May  3, 1878.— Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  nnbmitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1441.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
John  0.  Vallandingham^  late  private  in  Company  E,  Thirty  fifth  Regi- 
ment Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  ashing  for  pension,  have  had  the  same 
under  consideration^  and  respectfully  submit  thefollomng  report : 

John  O.  Vallandingham  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  E,  Thirty- 
fifth  Iowa  Volunteers,  Angust  22,  18G2,  at  Muscatine,  Iowa.  While  on 
battalion  drill,  at  Cairo,  111.,  Nbvember30, 1862,  petitioner  made  a  mis- 
step, crippling  him  to  such  an  extent  that  he  was  sent  to  the  regi- 
mental hospital  for  treatment  on  the  following  day.  On  Decembers, 
1862,  he  was  transferred  to  general  hospital  at  Cairo,  111.,  and  remained 
there  until  he  was  discharged  January  8, 1863,  as  unfit  for  further  serv- 
ice. 

Id  the  certificate  of  disability  for  discharge,  signed  by  Assistant  Sur- 
geon L.  C.  Bicknell,  the  following  statement  is  made :  *^  He  (petitioner) 
says  that  for  five  years  before  enlisting  he  had  been  lame  in  his  left  leg 
that  about  the  middle  of  October  last,  while  drilling  at  Camp  Strong, 
Iowa,  the  lameness  became  increased  to  such  an  extent  that  he  has  been 
Unable  to  do  any  duty  since."  The  assistant  surgeon  adds  that ''  he  will 
never  be  able  to  perform  the  duties  of  a  soldier." 

Examining-Surgeon  E.  S.  Barrows,  upon  examination  of  petitioner, 
at  Davenport,  Iowa,  March  5, 1864,  certifies  that  the  disability  is  prob- 
ably permanent,  and  consists  of  the  *^  partial  loss  of  the  use  of  left  leg, 
^"esult  of  chronic  rheumatism,  induced  by  scrofulous  taint,  having  had 
fleers  in  groin  and  knee  when  young." 

Dr.  C.  L.  Chambers,  late  surgeon  Thirty-fifth  Regiment  Iowa  Volun- 
^^r  Infantry,  on  November  30,  1875,  testifies  to  having  treated  peti- 
^xoner  from  December  1  to  8, 186li,  for  sciatic  rheumatism,  caused,  as  he 
l^^lieves,  by  a  strain  or  wrench  while  in  service  and  in  line  of  duty. 
Dr.  Frank  Tnstison,  examining  surgeon  at  Wapello,  Iowa,  testifies, 
nne  16,  1877,  to  having  treated  petitioner  for  three  years  for  sciatic 
^"'lienmatism,  caused,  as  he  believes,  by  injuries  heretofore  received,  and 
'^liat  he  considers  petitioner  incapacitated  to  two-thirds  of  total  disa- 
\>ility. 

Petitioner,  on  May  7, 1877,  states  that  he  cannot  read  and  is  depend- 
ent upon  others  for  the  knowledge  of  contents  of  papers  to  which  his 
name  or  mark  is  affixed,  and  denies  having  ever  made  such  a  statement 
as  that  given  above  in  the  certificate  of  disability  for  discharge. 
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Dr.  B.  H.  Bowman,  late  surgeon  Twenty-seventh  Illinois  Volunteer 
Infantry,  and  chief  surgeon  Second  Division,  Fourth  Army  Corps,  cer- 
tifies, June  6,  1877,  that  he  was  the  family  physician  of  petitioner's 
brother  Eichard  (with  whom  petitioner  lived)  from  1856  to  1861 ;  that  he 
1         knew  petitioner  to  be  sound  and  fit  for  military  service,  and  that  he 

should  assuredly  have  known  of  any  disability  had  any  such  existed. 
i  John  B.  McGormick,  late  orderly  sergeant  Company  E,  Thirty-fifth 

Iowa  Volunteers,  testifies  to  having  known  petitioner  for  years  prior  to 
his  enlistment,  and  that  he  knew  him  to  be  sound  in  body.  The  same 
fact  is  testified  to  by  numerous  other  citizens  of  petitioner's  acquaint- 
ance. 

1  The  petitioner's  application  for  pension,  filed  March  21,  1864,  was  re- 

I  jected,  on  the  strength  of  the  statements  contained  in  certificate  of  dis- 

ability for  discharge,  and  certificate  of  Ezamining-Surgeon  E.  S.  Bar- 
rows, for  the  reason  that  the  cause  of  the  disability  existed  prior  to  en- 
try of  service,  and,  upon  renewal  of  application,  with  above  certificates 
submitted  in  evidence  of  petitioner's  previous  soundness,  again  rejected, 
upon  the  ground  that  the  subsequent  testimony  adduced  could  not  be 
considered  sufficient  to  controvert  the  record.  ' 

In  view  of  the  above,  the  committee  report  adversely  upon  the  same, 
and  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  thereof. 


f 


45th  Congress,  \   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    /  Report 

2d  Session.       J  \  No.  758. 


TIMOTHY  J.  HURLBUT. 


May  3,  1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  prioted. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H,  R.  583.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Timothy  J.  Hurlbut,  asking  for  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  consid- 
eration j  and  respectfully  submit  the  following  report: 

Timothy  J.  Hnrlbut,  about  April  18, 1861,  signed  the  roll  of  a  com- 
pany then  being  organized  at  Monroe,  Green  County,  Wis.  To  bring 
the  newly-raised  company  (afterward  Company  C,  Third  Regiment  Wis- 
consin Volunteers)  up  to  its  full  quota,  a  war-meeting  was  held  on  April 
22, 1861,  at  the  same  place,  and  cannon-shots  fired  at  intervals,  said 
Harlbut,  with  others,  being  engaged  in  firing  off  the  piece.  By  a  pre- 
mature discharge  he  lost  his  left  hand  and  two  fingers  of  the  right.  His 
Dame  was  subsequently  not  borne  on  the  rolls  of  the  company. 

The  petitioner's  application  for  pension  under  the  general  laws  was 
rejected  on  the  ground  that  he  was  not  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States  at  the  time  of  the  injury. 

Your  committee  report  adversely,  and  ask  to  be  discharged  from  any 
farther  consideration  thereof. 


45th  Congress,  (    HOUSE  OF  EE  PRESENT  AT  J  VES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       J  ( No.  759. 


SELAR  B.  DECKER. 


May  3, 1878.— Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  ou  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  470.] 

The  Committee  an  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Selar  B.  Decker^  asking  for  a  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  consider- 
aiionj  and  respectfully  submit  tlie  following  report : 

Selar  B.  Decker,  a  school-teacher,  enlisted  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  was 
enrolled  as  a  coutractnurse  August  26, 1862 ;  served  as  ward-master  at 
the  hospital,  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  remained  in  service  until  August  26, 
1863,  when  he  was  discharged. 

Petitioner  claims  that  he  contracted  erysipelas  about  March  1, 1863, 
through  nursing  some  twenty  men  afflicted  with  the  disease,  and  grad- 
ually lost  his  eyesight  thereby,  being  now  totally  blind.  The  testimony 
sabmitted  does  not  show  that  the  petitioner  was  himself  under  treat- 
ment while  in  service,  or  that  the  disease  was  actually  the  result  of  his 
attention  to  duty. 

The  petitioner's  application  for  pension,  filed  May  20, 1875,  was  rejected 
on  the  ground  that  the  applicant  was  not  in  the  military  service  of  the 
United  States,  and  could,  therefore,  not  be  pensioned  under  the  existing 
laws.  Tour  committee,  therefore,  report  adversely  upon  the  same,  and 
ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  thereof. 


45th  Congbess,  >     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       J  )  No.  760. 


GEORGE  W.  BROWNING. 


May  3, 1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  SiNNiCKSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPOKT: 

[To  accompany  bill  II.  R.  1045.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  H,  R. 
1045,  having  considered  the  same^  make  the  folio  icing  report : 

It  appears  from  tbe  evidence  in  this  case  that  the  soldier,  George  W. 
Browning,  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  D,  First  Regiment  Tennes- 
'see  Volunteers,  Angnst  9, 1861 ;  that  he  was  made  orderly  sergeant  of 
his  company ;  that  he  was  a  soand  and  healthy  man  at  the  time  of  his 
enlistment.  He  was  honorably  discharged  September  17, 1864.  It  is 
shown  that  while  in  the  service  he  contracted  measles,  and  from  the 
exposure  of  the  campaign  the  disease  settled  on  his  lung^  leaving  him 
with  chronic  bronchitis,  and  that  ho  left  the  service  broken  in  health, 
and  that  he  has  continued  and  is  now  suffering  from  such  disease  to 
snch  extent  as  to  disable  him  from  manual  labor. 

The  committee  think  it  clearly  shown  that  this  petitioner  is  suffering 
from  disability  incurred  in  the  United  States  service  and  in  the  line  of 
doty,  and  they  report  back  said  bill  and  recommend  its  passage. 


45th  CoNaBESs,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Repobt 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  761. 


DANIEL  MIDDOUGH. 


May  3, 1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  bo 

printed. 


Mr.  SiNNiCKSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

•  • 

REPOET: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  529.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Tensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Daniel  Middoughj  and  bill  H.  R,  529,  having  considered  the  same^  make 
the  following  report: 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  on  file  in  this  case  and  from  the  certi- 
ficate of  Hon.  Thomas  J.  Henderson,  a  member  of  this  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  colonel  of  the  regiment  in  which  said  petitioner  and  his 
son  enlisted,  that  at  the  breaking  out  of  the  late  war  the  petitioner, 
then  an  old  man  about  sixty  years  old,  was  a  widower  with  three  sons ; 
this  constituted  his  whole  family;  his  three  sons  enlisted,  one  of  them, 
Orlando  F.,  in  the  One  hundred  and  twelfth  Regiment  Illinois  Yolun- 
teers,  commanded  by  Colonel  Henderson.  The  fother  having  sent  his 
three  sons,  his  whole  family,  to  the  war,  was  anxious  to  go  with  them,  and 
was  permitted  to  enlist  in  the  One  hundred  and  twelfth  HU  nois  Volun- 
teers, with  the  idea  that  he  might  do  light  duty  and  bo  near  his  son ; 
but  his  extreme  old  age  rendered  his  discharge  necessary,  which  was 
done  in  a  few  months  after  his  enlistment.  All  three  of  his  sons  died 
in  the  war,  and  the  old  man,  now  75  years  old,  is  left  broken  down  and 
poor,  dependent  upon  charity  for  support.  The  evidence  clearly  shows 
that  he  was  dependent  upon  his  sons,  and  that  they  contributed  to  his 
support.  The  com  mittee  think  this  a  meritorious  case  and  recommend 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  762. 


GEORGE  W.  LEAMY. 


May  3,  1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  SiNNU^KSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPOKT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  H.  2460.]. 

The  Vofnmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  tchom  were  referred  the  petition  of 
Oeorge  W.  Leamy  and  the  bill  H.  B.  2460,  having  considered  the  same^ 
malce  the  follotcing  report : 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  that  the  petitioner  enlisted  in  the 
United  States  service,  in  1861,  as  a  second  lieutenant  in  Company  B, 
Moth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Cavalry.  It  is  shown  by  the  testimony 
of  Major  Shuman,  who  was  major  of  his  regiment  and  present  at  the 
time,  that,  on  the  2d  of  July,  1864,  when  returning  to  camp  at  Bowling 
Green,  Ky.,  from  an  expedition  to  obtain  provisions  for  his  mess,  he 
fell  in  crossing  a  fence  and  broke  his  right  arm  at  the  elbow,  wnich 
lesolted  in  permanent  disability  in  that  arm,  it  stiffening  at  the  joint 
and  becoming  and  still  remaining  almost  useless.  He  was  afterward 
honorably  discharged  on  account  of  this  disability.  Bis  brother  oflScers 
bear  testimony  to  hia  good  and  faithful  services,  and  the  committee  think 
it  is  clearly  established  that  the  petitioner  is  suffering  from  disability 
incorred  in  the  United  States  service  and  in  the  line  of  duty,  and  they 
therefore  report  back  the  said  bill,  and  recommend  that  it  do  pass. 


45th  Oonobess,  )    HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       i  \  No.  763. 


HELEN  CEABBB. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  SiNNiCKSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  aceompaDy  biU  H.  B.  4698.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Helen  Crabbe  and  H,  R,  3309,  having  considered  the  same^  make  the 
following  report : 

Bear- Admiral  Thomas  Crabbe,  the  father  of  the  petitioner,  entered 
the  United  States  Navy  in  1809,  and  served  therein  continnously  in 
active  service  till  1861,  when  he  was  retired  for  age ;  he  served  with  dis- 
tinction in  the  war  of  1812  acted  in  conjunction  with  General  Jesnp  in 
the  Florida  war,  and,  in  fact,  devoted  his  entire  life  to  the  naval  service 
of  the  United  States.  When  he  was  retired  he  had  a  wife  and  family 
and  indigent  sister  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  and  the  enhanced 
price  of  living,  induced  by  the  war,  rendered  it  impossible  for  him  to 
make  any  provision  for  them  after  his  death  out  of  the  half-pay  he 
received  when  retired.  In  1872  he  died,  leaving  the  petitioner,  his 
daughter,  unprovided  for.  She  had  the  further  misfortune  to  break  her 
arm  at  the  elbow,  and  is  now  crippled  and  unable  to  support  herself, 
and  is  entirely  without  means  of  support.  The  committee  think  in  view 
of  the  long  and  meritorious  service  of  her  father,  and  of  the  fact  that 
the  naval  pensions  are  paid  out  of  the  fund  to  which  the  admiral  had 
contributed  for  so  many  years,  and  from  which  he  had  received  nothing, 
and  that  this  daughter  was  entirely  dependent  upon  him  for  support 
and  is  now  crippled  and  in  utter  destitution,  that  she  should  be  allowed 
a  pension.  They  therefore  report  the  accompanying  bill,  and  recom- 
mend its  passage  as  a  substitutue  to  said  H.  E.  bill  3309. 


k 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.      (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  764. 


WILLIAM  H.  EDWARDS. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  SiNNiCKSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  4699.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
William  S.  Edwards^  having  considered  the  samej  make  the  following 
report: 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  said  petitioner  enlisted  into  the  United 
States  service  in  February,  1864,  in  Company  L,  Fourth  Tennessee  Cav- 
alry, as  a  private ;  was  promoted  to  be  sergeant,  and  mustered  out  July 
25, 1865  'y  that  he  was  a  sound  and  healthy  man  when  he  entered  the 
flervice.  It  is  further  shown  that  in  the  Atlanta  campaign  he  contracted 
chronic  diarrhea  from  protracted  exposure ;  this  brought  on  fistula  in 
ano^  and  resulted  in  the  destruction  of  his  health.  The  report  of  the 
board  of  surgeons,  before  whom  he  was  examined,  reports  him  as  suffer- 
ing from  some  disease  of  the  rectum,  with  fistula  on  both  sides,  and 
totally  incapacitated  for  obtaining  his  subsistence  by  manual  labor. 
This  condition  and  disability  is  clearly  the  result  of  disease  contracted 
in  the  United  States  service,  and  in  the  line  of  duty.  His  claim  was  re- 
jected because  it  was  charged  that  ho  served  in  the  rebel  army  previous 
to  his  enlistment  in  the  United  States  service. 

It  is  true  that  at  the  breaking  out  of  the  war  he,  being  only  19  years 
old,  was  induced  or  compelled  (the  evidence  is  uncertain  as  to  which) 
to  enter  the  rebel  army,  but  the  evidence  of  a  number  of  the  Union  officers 
Bhows  that  even  while  in  the  rebel  service  he  held  true  allegiance  to  the 
United  States  Government,  and  furnished  through  his  mother  valuable 
information  to  the  Federal  forces,  and  at  the  first  convenient  opportunity 
came  into  the  Union  Army  and  enlisted.    The  testimony  of  all  his  officers 

Bbows  that  he  was  a  good  and  valiant  soldier. 

The  committee  think  this  is  a  meritorious  case,  and  report  the  accom- 
panying bill,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


iSTH  CoNOBESS,  \    HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES,     i  Report 
2d  Session.       f  j  JJo.  765. 


ALMIRA  TINNEY. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  SiNifiCKSON,  from  the  Coinmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4700.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petition  of 
Almira  Tinney,  widow  of  James  Tinney,  late  sergeant  in  Company  Fj 
Eightyfourth  Indiana  Volunteers,  report : 

The  evidence  in  this  case  shows  that  James  Tinney,  the  husband  of 
the  petitioner,  duly  enlisted  in  Company  F,  Eighty-fourth  Indiana  Vol- 
anteers,  in  August,  1862,  as  a  private.  At  the  battle  of  Chickamauga 
be  was  twice  severely  wounded  and  left  upon  the  field  of  battle,  and 
was  left  for  eleven  days  in  the  hands  of  the  enemy  without  medical  treat- 
ment, when  he  was  exchanged  and  brought  into  the  Union  lines  in  a 
critical  condition,  with  his  right  leg  terribly  shattered.  He  was  shortly 
discharged  for  disability,  and  was  placed  upon  the  pension-roll.  He 
went  into  the  service  a  sound  and  healthy  man ;  he  came  out  shattered 
and  totally  disabled  for  manual  labor.  Competent  and  reliable  medica- 
testimony  shows  that  after  his  discbarge  his  constitution  became  com- 
pletely undermined,  his  wounds  repeatedly  broke  out  afresh,  rheuma- 
tism, resulting  from  his  exposure  on  the  field  when  wounded,  set  in,  and 
partial  paralysis  followed,  disease  of  the  heart  manifested  itself,  and  the 
shattered  and  broken  man  at  last  died  from  causes,  as  positively  sworn 
to  by  a  reliable  physician,  resulting  from  his  wounds  and  injuries  re- 
ceived at  the  battle  of  Chickamauga. 

The  committee  are  clearly  of  the  opinion  that  this  soldier  died  from 
disease  resulting  from  wounds  and  injuries  received  in  the  United  States 
service  in  the  line  of  duty,  and  that  his  widow  is  entitled  to  a  pension. 
They  therefore  report  the  accompanying  bill  and  recommend  its  passage. 


45th  Gongebss,  >    HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.     §  Kepoet 
2d  ScMion.       f  \  No.  766. 


GEOEGE  W.  STAPLIN. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  tbe  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Hr.  SiNNiGKSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPOET: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4701.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  oj 
George  W,  Stapling  having  considered  the  same^  make  the  following 
report : 

The  evidence  in  the  case  shows  that  the  petitioner  enlisted  on  April 
1,1862,  as  a  private  in  Company  C,  Fifteenth  Eegiment  Illinois  Yolan- 
teers;  that  in  October,  1864,  he  was  captured  and  sent  to  Andersonville 
prison,  in  which  he  remained  a  prisoner  of  war  till  April  28, 1865,  when 
he  was  paroled,  and  was  mastered  oat  in  May,  1865. 

It  is  clearly  shown  by  the  testimony  of  several  witnesses  that  while  in 
Andersonville  prison  he  received  a  severe  injury  in  his  side  and  spine 
from  falling  into  a  well  in  the  nighttime.  It  is  shown  by  the  evidence 
tbat  he  was  a  sound  man  before  his  capture.  The  testimony  of  Dr. 
Newell  shows  that  he  was  treated  for  spinal  injury  shortly  after  his  dis- 
charge, and  the  testimony  of  three  physicians  shows  that  he  was  suffer- 
ing from  his  injuries  received  in  Andersonville,  and  was  under  medical 
treatment  therefor  up  to  August,  1872,  when  he  became  paralyzed  in 
his  left  side,  and  is  still  in  that  condition,  and  totally  disabled  from 
manual  labor  or  providing  for  himself.  The  medical  testimony  clearly 
refers  the  paralysis  to  the  injury  received  at  Andersonville  while  the 
petitioner  was  a  prisoner  of  war. 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  petitioner  is  suffering  from 
a  disability  incurred  in  the  United  States  service  and  in  the  line  of  duty, 
and  they  report  the  accompanying  bill  and  recommend  its  passage. 


45th  CoNaEBSS,  >  HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.      §  Eepobt 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  767. 


GRACE  AIKIN8. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


)lr.  SiNKiCKSON,  from  the  Goinmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  704.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  S.  704, 
having  considered  the  samCj  maJce  the  following  report : 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  on  file  in  this  case  that  the  soldier  was 
drafted  and  mustered  into  the  (jnited  States  service  on  the  28th  day  of 
September,  1864,  as  a  private  in  Company  A,  Eleventh  Kegiment  Iowa 
Yolanteers,  and  that  he  died  at  Mower  United  States  Army  general 
hospital  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  March  20,  1863,  of  consumption.  It  is 
shown  that  the  petitioner  is  his  lawful  widow,  still  unmarried,  with  two 
children  born  in  wedlock  with  said  soldier.  It  is  shown  that  the  soldier 
and  his  friends  protested  against  his  being  mustered  into  the  service  at 
the  time  of  his  draft,  because  of  his  ill-health  and  inability  to  stand  the 
exposure  and  hardship  of  the  service,  but  notwithstanding  he  was  com- 
pelled into  the  service.  This  widow's  application  for  pension  at  the 
Pension  Department  was  denied  because  it  was  alleged  that  the  cause 
of  the  soldier's  death  existed  prior  to  his  entering  into  the  service;  but 
the  committee  agree  with  the  Senate  committee,  that  the  government 
having  forced  this  soldier  into  the  service  against  his  protest  that  he 
was  unfit  for  service,  are  estopped  from  setting  up  the  claim  that  he 
is  not  entitled  to  pension  because  he  was  unsound  when  entering  the 
service.  They  therefore  report  back  the  said  Senate  bill  and  recommend 
that  it  do  pass. 


V 


ll 


45th  Congbess,  )    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       f  )  No.  768. 


RACHEL  A.  DAVIS. 


May  3|  1878.— Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  SiNNiGKSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Peusions,  sabmitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  930.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionSj  to  whom  teas  re/erred  the  bill  (H.  R. 
930)  granting  a  pension  to  Rachel  A.  Davis^  widow  of  William  E.  DaviSy 
having  considered  the  samcj  make  the  following  report: 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  the  said  William  E. 
Davis  enlisted  in  the  Regular  Army  in  1867,  November  4,  for  three 
years :  deserted  April  3«  1870 ;  was  arrested  on  August  6, 1871,  and 
tried  oy  court-martial ;  was  dishonorably  discharged  and  sentenced  to 
be  confined  at  hard  labor.  While  undergoing  his  sentence,  after  his 
discharge  from  the  United  States  service,  he  was  accidentally  killed  by 
the  falling  of  a  derrick. 

The  committee  fail  to  see  in  this  case  anything  justifying  the  claim 
for  pension :  the  man  died  neither  in  the  United  States  service  nor  in 
the  line  of  duty.  They  therefore  report  back  the  said  bill  with  an  un- 
favorable report,  and  ask  that  the  committee  be  discharged  from  th& 
further  consideration  thereof. 


J 


45th  CoNaEESS, )    HOUSE  OF  REPKESENTATIVES.     (  Repoht 
2d  Session,       )  t  No.  769. 


WILLIAM  R.  BROWNE. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  tbe  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Rainey,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  837.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (U.  R. 
837),  and  accompanying  papers,  granting  a  pension  to  William  R,  Browne^ 
late  of  the  United  States  naval  service,  have  considered  the  same,  and 
report: 

William  R.  Browne,  a  native  of  Vineyard  Haven,  Mass.,  enlisted  May 
13, 1861,  as  an  acting  master.  United  States  Navy,  and  was  ordered  to 
tbe  United  States  steamer  Supply ;  November  1, 1862,  he  was  detached 
and  placed  on  waiting  orders ;  November  6, 1862,  he  was  ordered  to  the 
command  of  the  United  States  steamer  Restless.    On  December  30, 
1863,  while  at  Saint  Andrew's  Bay,  Florida,  engaged  in  haaling  logs 
from  a  heavy  swamp  for  the  erection  of  fortifications,  he  contracted  the 
disease  known  as  hemon^hoids  (piles),  whence  weakness  of  the  back  and 
other  portions  of  the  body  ensued.    Being  a  medical  man  himself,  Browne 
did  not  seek  physicians'  attention  on  account  of  this  disease.    On^eb- 
rnary  5, 1864,  he  was  promoted  te  the  rank  of  acting  volunteer  lieu- 
tenant, and  transferred  to  the  command  of  the  United  States  steamer 
Parsnit.    June  16, 1865,  he  was  detached  on  leave  of  absence,  and  was  hon- 
orably discharged  at  Washington,  September  16, 1865.    On  January  14, 
1867,  he  was  summoned  before  an  examining  board  for  reception  into 
the  regular  naval  service,  but  was  pronounced  unfit  for  duty  by  reason 
of  the  disease  named.    George  W.  Fleteher,  steward  of  the  Restless, 
and  M.  A.  Baker,  ship's  nurse  of  the  same  vessel,  besides  members  of  his 
family,  all  furnish  written  evidence  of  the  above  facts.    Proof  is  also 
adduced  fully  establishing  the  fact  that  prior  to  enlistment  Browne  was 
in  perfect  health.    The  medical  certificate  of  Drs.  Cox  and  Graham 
is  also  filed,  stating  the  claimant's  disability  to  be  total  and  its  origin 
to  have  been  in  the  service.    These  physicians  constituted  a  board  of 
examining  surgeons,  sitting  at  Washington,  April  20, 1876. 

This  claim  had  been  rejected  July  27, 1876,  on  the  ground  that  no 
record  of  the  alleged  disease  existed,  nor  satisfactory  proof  connecting 
the  disease  with  the  service. 

The  very  voluminous  papers  in  the  case  serve  to  supply  in  part  the 
lack  of  evidence  herein  noted,  while  the  innate  delicacy  which  forbade 
his  appealing  to  other  physicians  personally,  so  long  as  he  was  able  to 
care  for  himself,  accounts  for  the  absence  of  such  testimony  as  seems 
wanting. 

Your  committee,  being  fully  satisfied  with  the  justice  of  the  case, 
report  favorably  thereon,  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 


45th  Congress,  >  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.      i  Report 
2d  Session.       J  )  No.  770. 


JAMES  MOORELAND. 


May  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Rainet,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2967.] 

^he  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionSj  to  wliom  was  referred  the  hill  (H,  R. 
2967)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Mooreland^  late  of  the  United  Stntes 
military  servicej  have  considered  the  same^  and  report: 

The  claimant  enlisted  for  service  in  the  Mexican  war  at  Gaines- 
l)orou^h,  Tenn.,  on  May  6, 1847,  as  a  private  in  Company  K,  Fourteenth 
TInited  States  Infantry,  and  was  discharged  at  New  Orleans,  La., 
«Jnly  8, 1848,  on  acconnt  of  physical  disabilities  incnrred  in  the  line  of 
^nty.    The  claim  for  pension  was  rejected  Febrnary  7, 1876,  on  the 
ground  that  no  record  existed  establishing  the  disability.    In  his  peti- 
tion, Mooreland  recognizes  the  justice  of  this  cause  for  rejection,  and 
states,  in  excuse  for  the  absence  of  proper  testimony,  that  sucH^  time 
has  elapsed  since  the  events  narrated  as  precludes  the  gathering  of 
sufficient  evidence.    An  exception  to  this  position  of  the  case  is  noted 
in  the  filing  of  the  statements  of  several  of  Mooreland's  comrades, 
corroborating  the  fact  of  his  physical  prostration.     His  disability  is 
alleged  to  be  ^^loss  of  left  eye,  hearing  in  left  ear,  and  loss  of  teeth  on 
left  side,"  incurred  while  in  the  line  of  duty  in  the  summer  of  1847,  and 
the  origin  of  which  is  said  to  be  sun-stroke.    There  is  no  evidence  of 
his  having  incurred  any  other  disability,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is 
satisfactory  in  proof  that  he  never  recovered  from  the  sunstroke  alleged. 
Being  satisfied  of  the  justness  of  this  claim,  they  recommend  that  the 
bill  do  pass. 


45th  Congress,  \   HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.      i  Repobt 
2d  Session.       J  I  No.  771. 


JAMES  E.  GORDON. 


Mays,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  he 

printed. 


Mr.  Baimey,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompaDy  bill  H.  B.  126.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  tchofn  were  referred  the  hill  ( H.  B. 
126)  and  accompanying  papers^  granting  a  pension  to  James  R.  Oordon^ 
late  of  the  United  States  Army^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^ 
and  submit  the  follomng  report : 

James  B.  Gordon,  the  claimant,  enlisted  at  Troy,  Penn.,  on  Septem- 
l>€r  10, 1862,  as  a  private  in  Company  D,  Sixteenth  Pennsylvania  Cav- 
alry Yolanteers,  and  was  discharged  at  Lynchbarg,  Ya.,  June  17, 1865. 
While  serving  in  front  of  Petersburg,  Ya.,  on  or  about  September  28, 
XS64,  he  was  taken  with  epileptic  fits,  which  have  since  retained  mwe  or 
less  their  hold  upon  him.  He  was  taken  to  the  Second  Cavalry  Di^sion 
Ikospital,  located  at  City  Point,  Ya.,  and  subsequently  removed  to  the 
hospital  in  front  of  Petersburg,  and  was  returned  to  duty  October  26, 
i864. 

The  captain  of  the  company  in  which  Mr.  Gordon  served  corrobo- 

3rate9,  in  an  affidavit,  the  foregoing  facts,  and  further  states  that,  from 

actual  personal  knowledge,  the  claimant  was  in  sound  bodily  health  at 

'tihe  time  he  entered  the  service,  and  that  the  disability  under  which  he 

miow  labors  did  not  originate  in  any  other  way  than  in  the  actual  line  of 

duty. 

To  this  paper,  which  bears  upon  its  face  an  open,  fearless  character, 
3onr  committee  would  add  the  citation  of  another  before  announcing 
their  decision.  This  latter  one  is  the  certificate  of  the  examining  sur- 
geon, C.  M.  Turner,  M.  D.  In  his  opinion,  Mr.  Gordon  is  totally  inca- 
pacitated for  manual  labor  from  the  effects  of  the  epilepsy  already  men- 
tioned ;  he  believes  that  the  disability  originated  in  the  service  and  line 
of  duty,  and  that  it  is  probably  permanent.  The  claimant,  he  says, 
^*has  frequent,  almost  daily,  paroxysms  of  spasms,  is  insensible  and 
unconscious,  froths  at  the  month,  paroxysms  last  fifteen  or  twenty  min- 
utes, and  render  him  very  weak  and  debilitated ;  general  health  poor, 
and  somewhat  weak." 

The  claimant's  family  physician  also,  A.  K.  Axtell,  M.  D.,  certifies 
that  his  only  attendance  on  James  B.  Gordon,  previous  to  his  enlistment, 
was  in  1857,  five  years  before  be  entered  the  service,  and  this  was  for 
theomatism.  Gordon,  he  says,  had  always  been  healthy,  and  he  be- 
lieves the  epileptic  fits  were  resultant  from  service  in  the  ranks. 


2  JAMES   R.    GORDON. 

Yoar  committee  thiok  that  their  daty  in  the  case  before  them  is  very 
plain.  The  soldier,  when  only  19  years  of  age,  responded  to  his  coun- 
try's call  for  defense,  and  remained  at  the  front  antil  compelled  by  ill- 
ness to  enter  the  hospital ;  again,  upon  partial  recovery,  he  seeks  the 
field.  While  we  are  pensioning  our  veterans  in  the  service  we  must 
not  forget  these  more  youthful  patriots,  whose  primest  years  have  beea 
spent  defending  the  flag  of  the  country. 

Your  committee  therefore  report  favorably  npon  the  bill,  and  recom- 
mend that  it  do  pass. 


k 


45th  CoNaRESS,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  772. 


JOHN  WARD. 


May  3,  1876.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Kainey,  from  the  GoiDmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

KEPORT: 

[To  acoompany  bill  H.  R.  2296.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2296)  with  accompanying  papers  granting  a  pension  to  John  Ward^  late 
of  the  military  service  of  the  United  States j  have  considered  the  samCj  and 
report : 

This  soldier  enlisted  September  15, 1861,  at  Irouton,  Ohio,  as  a  ser- 
geant in  Company  E,  Second  Regiment  West  Virginia  Cavalry  Volun- 
teers, was  mustered  in  November  8, 1861,  at  Parkersburg,  W.  Va., 
and  was  discharged  December  2, 1864,  at  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  with  no 
evidence  of  disability.    In  May,  1864,  the  claimant,  John  Ward,  con- 
tracted a  severe  cold,  which  resulted  in  a  soreness  of  his  eyes.    Dr. 
Morris,  examining  surgeon,  says,  under  date  of  July  20, 1869,  that  the 
soldier  is  wholly  incapacitated  for  manual  labor  by  reason  of  this  dis- 
ease ;  that  the  sight  of  the  left  eye  is  entirely  gone,  and  that  the  right 
eye  is  very  weak,  owing  to  its  opaque  condition  from  thickening  of  the 
membranes  and  follicular  ulceration.    This  surgeon  further  states  the 
disability  to  be  total,  and  its  origin  to  have  been  in  the  service  and  line 
of  duty.    Besides  this,  the  sworn  affidavit  of  William  S.  Merrill,  late 
sergeant  of  Company  K,  and  subsequently  captain  of  Company  B,  on 
General  Custer's  staff,  establishes  the  additional  facts  that  Ward  was 
])erfectly  sound  in  health  prior  to  his  enlistment;  that  about  July  24, 
18G4,  while  on  a  mounted  charge,  his  horse  stumbled  and  fell,  disabling 
him  from  active  duty. 

A  careful  examination  of  the  pai>ers  in  this  case  corroborates  the 
above  facts,  and  establishes  beyond  a  doubt  that  Ward  was  healthy 
before  he  enlisted,  and  that  the  cold  which  fell  into  his  eyes,  destroy- 
ing almost  entirely  their  sight,  was  contracted  in  the  service.  This 
claim  was  rejected  January  12, 1870,  by  the  Pension  Office,  under  the 
barring  statute  contained  in  section  4717,  Revised  Statutes.  The  case 
has  been  pending  in  the  Pension  Office  since  1869,  and  why  it  was  not 
prosecuted  to  a  successful  issue  within  the  five  years  is  a  question  which 
cannot  precisely  be  determined.  One  thing  is  evident,  the  claimant 
made  application  in  good  faith,  and  doubtlesis  in  entire  ignorance  of  the 
requirements  of  the  quoted  statute. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  be  unjust  to  bar  the 
claimant  from  the  full  enjoyment  of  the  rights  in  this  case  because  of 
his  ignorance  of  the  law.  They  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  do 
pass. 

O 


45th  Conobess,  >    HOUSE  OF  BEPRESENTATIVES.      (  Report 
2d  Session.       J  \  No.  773. 


HENEY  PISHBUENE. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Ratney,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following  adverse 

REPORT: 

[To  aooompany  bill  H.  R.  G93.] 

The  Canimitiee  an  Invalid  PensianSj  to  whom  teas  referred  the  hill  (JB.  B. 
693),  and  aeoompanying  papers^  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  Fishhume^ 
late  of  the  United  States  military  service^  have  considered  the  same^  and 
report : 

The  claimant  enlisted  March  31, 1864,  as  a  private  in  Company  A, 
Twenty-sixth  Iowa  Yolnnteers,  and  was  discharged  Jnly  25, 1865,  after 
a  service  of  sixteen  months.  Abont  April  12, 1865,  Fishbnme  incurred 
an  iDjary  to  his  right  leg  by  striking  it  against  the  trnnk  of  a  tree  one 
dark  night  while  bringing  water  to  camp.  The  captain  of  his  company 
certifies  to  this  casualty ;  also,  several  of  the  soldier's  comrades.  Drs. 
Thomas  S.  Mealey  and  0.  M.  Holland,  civil  physicians,  certify,  nnder 
date  of  Jnly  6,  1875,  to  Fishbnme's  condition,  as  follows:  They  find 
"a  thickening  of  the  synovial  membrane  of  the  right  knee,  which 
caases  some  enlargement  of  said  knee." 

This  case  was  rejected  by  the  honorable  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 
sions because  it  was  not  prosecuted  to  a  successful  issue  within  five 
years  from  the  date  of  application,  as  required  by  section  4717,  Revised 
Statutes.  The  papers  in  the  case  do  not  show  that  the  claimant  was 
treated  in  any  military  hospital  or  by  any  Army  surgeon  for  his  alleged 
disability.  Neither  does  it  appear  that  he  is  totally  disabled,  nor  that 
he  is  incapaciated  for  performing  manual  labor. 

Inasmuch  as  the  evidence  fails  to  establish  the  right  of  the  claimant 
to  a  pension,  your  committee  report  adversely  on  the  bill,  and  recom- 
mend that  it  do  lie  on  the  table,  and  they  be  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  same. 


45th  Conobbss,  \    HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.      (  RepoeI? 
2d  Session.       i  \  No.  774. 


ANNA  M.  MEIXSELL. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  aad  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Rainet,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following  adverse 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2679.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom,  were  referred  the  hill  (H.  R, 
2679)  and  a^ccompanying  papers^  granting  a  pension  to  Anna  M,  Meixsell^ 
widow  of  Howard  F.  Meixsell^  late  of  the  United  States  military  service^ 
have  considered  the  same^  and  report : 

Howard  F.  Meixsell  was  enrolled  Jane  27, 1863,  as  a  private  in  Com- 
pany A,  Thirty-sixth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Militia  (Emergency)  Vol- 
nnteers,  to  serve  ninety  days  unless  sooner  discharged ;  was  mustered 
into  the  service  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  as  a  private  June  29, 
1863,  and  continued  in  the  service  until  August  11,  embracing  about 
forty-five  days.  He  was  mustered  out  with  his  company  at  that  date, 
no  evidence  of  wounds  or  disability  incurred  by  him  being  on  record. 
In  this  same  connection  may  be  noted  the  fact  that  a  communication 
from  the  Adjutant-General,  under  date  of  January  14, 1865,  states  that 
the  Thirty-sixth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Militia  (Emergency)  Volun- 
teers, was  not  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  during  any  time. 

Meixsell  died  July  5, 1866,  at  his  home,  but  from  what  cause  is  not 
shown  by  evidence  on  file.  His  widow's  application  for  pension  was 
filed  November  26, 1873,  and  was  rejected  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tions 4693  and  4717,  Revised  Statutes,  by  reason  of  the  expiration  of 
the  time  in  which  said  application  should  have  been  made.  Aside  from 
this  bar  to  the  claim,  your  committee  find  another  one  in  the  very  weak 
character  of  the  entire  case. 

They  therefore  report  adversely  upon  the  bill,  ask  to  be  discharged 
from  the  further  consideration  o|'  the  same,  and  that  the  report  be  printed. 


45th  COKaEESS, )     HOUSE  OF  REPEESENTATIVES.     (  REPORT 
2d  SesHan.       f  \  No.  775. 


BYRON  S.  MORRIS. 


May  3,  L378. — Committei  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Rainey,  froD)  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing adverse 

REPORT: 

rXo  accompany  bill  H.  R.  620.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionSj  to  whom  was  rejerred  the  bill  {R.  R, 
620)  granting  a  pension  to  Byron  8,  Morris^  late  of  tlie  United  States 
military  service^  have  considered  the  same^  and  report : 

Byron  S.  Morris  enlisted  March  2, 18G3,  as  a  private  in  Company  K, 

First  Arkansas  Yolanteers,  and  was  mustered  into  rank  March  25, 

1S63.    He  was  discharged  Angust  10, 18G5.    On  January  15, 1864,  near 

Waldron,  Scott  County,  Arkansas,  he  was  out  on  a  foraging  expedition, 

and,  marching  at  '^  trail  arms,"  his  gun  happened  to  catch  in  a  bush, 

and  while  trying  to  loosen  it,  the  piece  was  discharged,  the  load  passing 

through  his  left  hand,  between  the  thumb  and  forefinger.    Sergeant 

Calvin  E.  Hurst,  who  commanded  the  foraging  party,  and  Private  John 

Owen,  one  of  its  soldiers,  corroborate  the  above  fact.    The  claim  for 

pension  was  rejected  November  9, 1875,  because  of  no  record  existing, 

and  inability  to  furnish  proof  that  the  disability  was  incurred  in  the 

line  of  duty. 

Your  committee  see  no  substantial  reasons  why  they  should  dififer 
from  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner ;  they  therefore  report  adversely 
on  the  bill  and  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  the 
same. 


4oTH  Congress,  >    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  (No.  776. 


WILLIAM  S.  FONDA. 


Mat  3, 1678. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Rainey,  from  the  ComDiittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  sabmitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  103.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions y  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  hill  (H.  R. 
103),  and  accompanying  papers^  granting  a  pension  to  William  8.  Fonda^ 
late  of  tJie  United  States  military  service^  have  considered  the  same  and 
report: 

William  H.  Fonda  enlisted,  while  a  resident  of  Michigan,  on  July  16, 
1861,  at  Chicago,  111.,  as  a  corporal  in  Company  D,  First  Regiment  Illi- 
nois Light  Artillery  Yolnnteers.  On  April  15, 1864,  while  loading  ma- 
nure at  Larkinsville,  Ala.,  he  jumped  from  the  wagon,  spraining  his  left 
ankle.  This  accident  was  followed  by  rheumatism  of  the  left  leg  and 
Lip,  induced  by  subsequent  exposure.  Several  years  previous  to  this — 
about  April,  1862 — the  rheumatism  first  developed  itself,  after  the  battle 
of  Shiloh.  Fonda  was  treated  in  the  military  hospital  from  May,  1864, 
until  his  discharge,  on  July  19, 1864,  at  Springfield,  III.,  and  also  from 
April,  1862,  to  April,  1863.  The  examining  surgeon,  under  date  of  May 
7, 1867,  states  the  disability  to  have  originated  in  the  service,  and  to  be 
temporary  in  degree, and  that  ?onda  is threequartera  incapacitated  for 
labor.  Claim  for  pension  was  filed  October  10, 1865,  and  is  now  rejected 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  prosecuted  for  five  years  from  date  of 
filing,  and  also  l>ecanse  of  the  total  lack  of  record  medical  evidence  of 
the  claimant's  physical  condition  prior  to  enlistment,  and  of  his  treat- 
ment while  in  service. 

For  these  well-defined  reasons,  your  committee  find  themselves  com- 
pelled to  reject  the  case  as  wholly  unworthy  of  favorable  attention. 

They  report,  therefore,  adversely  on  the  bill,  and  they  recommend 
that  it  do  lie  upon  the  table,  and  they  be  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  same. 


45th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.       (  Repoet 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  777. 


MILLBY  ANDERSON. 


May  3,  187  . — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Rainey,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2306.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R, 
2306)  granting  a  pension  to  Milley  Anderson,  widow  of  David  Anderson^ 
late  of  the  United  States  military  service,  have  considered  the  same,  and 
report : 

The  soldierenlisted  October  6, 1 862,  at  Peach  Orchard,  Ky.,  as  a  private 
in  Company  E,  Thirty-ninth  Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantry.  He  is  alleged 
to  have  been  drowned  August  28, 1864,  in  the  Ohio  River,  while  going 
to  Lexington,  Ky.  The  sworn  affidavits  of  Riley  Coleman,  corporal  of 
the  company,  and  of  Nathaniel  Coleman,  a  private,  certify,  from  per- 
sonal knowledge,  to  the  facts  that  Anderson  was  sick  in  the  hospital  at 
Ashland,  Ky.,  a  short  time  before  his  regiment  was  discharged,  and  left 
there  for  Lexington,  Ky.,  to  join  his  command :  that  while  en  route  by 
steamer  on  the  Ohio  River  he  was  accidentally  knocked  overboard,  and 
was  not  picked  up  owing  to  the  velocity  of  the  steamer.  They  further 
certify  to  the  soldier's  good  character  and  his  attention  to  the  call  of 
duty.  The  claimant  in  her  petition  states  that  her  husband  (the  sol- 
dier) was  drowned  August  28, 1864;  while,  on  the  contrary,  the  records 
of  the  Adjutant-Generai's  office  show  that  on  the  muster-rolls  of  his  com- 
pany for  the  months  of  July  and  August,  1864,  he  was  reported  as  ab- 
sent without  leave ;  also,  that  his  company-roll  for  September  15, 1865, 
reports  him  as  sick  in  the  hospital  at  Ashland,  Ky. 

With  such  conflicting  testimony,  your  committee  find  it  impossible  to 
report  otherwise  than  adversely  on  the  bill.  They  ask  that  the  same  do 
lie  upon  the  table,  and  they  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration 
of  the  same. 


45th  Conoeess,  )     HOUSE  OF^REPRESENTATIVES.     i  Report 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  778. 


CATHARINE  GEMMILL. 


May  3,  1678. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Joyce,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4702.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R. 
2170)  granting  a  pension  to  Catharine  Gemmill^  widow  of  William  Oem- 
milln  late  private  in  the  Fourth  New  Hampshire  Volunteers^  have  consid* 
ered  the  same^  and  report : 

That  William  Gemmill,  the  deceased  soldier,  enlisted  in  the  United 
States  military  service  in  Company  B,  Fourth  New  Hampshire  Volun- 
teers, and  received  gunshot  wound  in  the  right  hip  just  below  the  joint. 

The  wound  was  very  severe,  and  never  healed  up.  It  incapacitated 
him  for  duty  or  labor,  and  he  was  discharged  in  consequence.  In  Feb- 
ruary, 1874,  his  physician  testifies  that  the  wound  discharged  freely. 
He  died  in  March,  1876,  of  acute  pneumonia,  superinduced  by  conges- 
tion of  the  lungs,  the  result  of  his  blood  being  poisoned  by  the  absorp- 
tion of  matter  from  his  wound. 

These  facts,  and  the  cause  of  his  death,  are  fully  proved  by  medical 
testimony. 

When  the  soldier  died  he  left  a  widow,  Catharine  Gemmill,  the  claim- 
ant, and  five  children :  Mary  Ann,  17  years  of  age ;  John  Andrew,  10 ; 
Jennie,  8 ;  William  Thomas,  5 ;  and  Catharine,  3. 

The  family  are  very  poor,  having  no  income  except  the  wages  of  the 
oldest  daughter,  who  works  in  a  factory. 

The  Pension  Bureau  rejected  the  widow's  claim  on  the  ground  that 
the  soldier's  death  was  not  caused  by  disease  contracted  in  the  service. 

The  soldier  during  his  life-time  drew  a  pension.  After  his  wound  he 
ran  down,  became  enfeebled,  and,  the  latter  years  of  his  life,  could  not 
stand  up,  and  suffered  great  pain. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  from  the  medical  evidence  that  his  death  was 
caused  by  his  wound ;  and  the  committee,  therefore,  recommend  the 
passage  of  the  accompanying  substitute  bill. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OP  EEPKBSENTATIVES.     (  Rbpoet 
2d  Session.       j  \  No.  779. 


^B 


WILLIAM  GIBSON. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  JoTCB,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1443.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (H.  R, 
1443)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Gibson,  have  considered  the  same, 
and  respectfully  report  : 

That  the  said  William  Gibson  enlisted  into  the  United  States  military 
service  in  Company  B,  Second  Eegiment  New  York  Cavalry.  That  on 
the  6th  day  of  April,  1864,  while  charging  the  enemy  with  his  command 
near  Harper's  Ferry,  W.  Ya.,  his  horse  stambled,  threw  him  on  his  head 
and  shonlders,  and  then  rolled  over  him,  injuring  him  severely  in  his  back 
and  side.  His  superior  ofBcer  endeavored  to  have  him  go  to  the  hos- 
pital but  he  would  not,  but  remained  with  his  regiment  until  it  was 
ordered  to  North  Carolina,  when  he  was  compelled  to  give  up  and  quit 
the  field.  He  was  finally  discharged  on  the  5th  of  June,  1865.  These 
facts  are  abundantly  proved  by  the  ofBc  rs  of  the  claimant's  regiment. 

Dr.  Spalding  swears  that  he  examined  claimant  in  1867,  and  found 
Lim  suffering  with  trouble  in  his  back. 

Dr.  Knight,  who  treated  him  in  1866  for  the  same  injury,  is  dead. 

J.  W.  Smith,  examining-surgeon,  examined  him  March,  1876,  and  says 
that  claimant  is  totally  incapacitated  for  obtaining  his  subsistence  by 
manual  labor  ;  that  his  injury  is  in  his  left  hip,  thigh,  back,  and  kidneys. 
He  also  says,  '^  I  think  the  case  a  meritorious  one — disability  is  probably 
permanent." 

The  Pension  Bureau  rejected  the  claim  on  the  ground  that  it  is  ex- 
cloded  by  section  4717  of  the  Eevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States. 

On  a  full  consideration  of  all  the  evidence  in  the  case  the  committee 
are  satisfied  that  the  claimant  is  clearly  entitled  to  a  pension,  and  there- 
fore recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  RBPEESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  Ko.  780. 


MARY  S.  WEBSTER. 


May  3, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Joyce,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3397.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  wcis  re/erred  the  bill  (H.  B. 
3397)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  S.  Webster,  widow  and  the  mother  of 
Charles  T.  Webster,  have  considered  the  same,  and  make  the  following 
report: 

That  the  said  Charles  T.  Webster  enlisted  into  the  military  service  of 
the  United  States  in  June,  1861.  At  the  battle  of  Spottsylvania  Court- 
House,  in  1864,  he  lost  an  arm.  For  this  wound  he  was  discharged  and 
granted  a  pension,  which  he  continued  to  draw  until  he  enlisted  into 
the  Regular  Army  in  the  Forty-second  Regiment  United  States  Army, 
on  the  14th  June,  1867. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  claimant  was  poor,  and  depended  upon 
the  soldier  for  support. 

After  the  amputation  of  his  arm  he  sufifered  great  pain  at  times,  for 
the  relief  of  which  he  was  accustomed  to  take  opiates. 

On  the  9th  of  January,  1869,  his  command  was  stationed  at  Madison 
Barracks,  New  York.  On  that  day  he,  while  suffering  the  most  intense 
pain  from  his  wound,  took  a  large  dose  of  laudanum,  from  the  effects 
of  whicli  he  died. 

The  Pension  Bureau  rejected  the  claim  of  his  mother  for  a  pension, 
on  the  ground  that  the  soldier  committed  suicide. 

The  Surgeon-Oeneral  says,  in  substance,  that  it  is  his  opinion  that 
death  resulted  from  his  wound  which  he  received  in  the  service  and  in 
the  line  of  his  duty.  He  also  says  that  it  is  well  known  that  in  very 
many  cases  mutilations  received  during  the  war  have  led  to  the  habitual 
use  of  opiates,  and  death  from  an  overdose  taken  to  relieve  pain  conse- 
quent upon  wounds  is  held  as  an  accidental  consequence  of  such  wound. 

The  committee  are  fully  satisfied  from  the  evidence  that  the  death  of 
the  soldier  was  not  suicidal,  and  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
bill. 


45th  Congress,  I    HOUSE  OF  KEPBESENTATIVES.      (  Rkport 
2d  Session.       )  I  No.  781. 


WEALTHY  PERKINS. 


Hay  3,  1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Joyce,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  4703.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Wealthy  Perkins^  praying  for  a  pension  on  account  of  the  death  of  her 
sonj  Solon  A,  Perkins^  have  considered  the  same  and  report : 

That  the  claimant.  Wealthy  Perkins,  was  the  mother  of  Solon  A. 
Perkins,  who  enlisted  into  the  United  States  military  service  on  the 
12th  October,  1861,  in  Company  C,  Second  Massachusetts  Cavalry.  He 
was  promoted  to  first  lieutenant  of  said  company,  and  was  killed  in 
battle  June  3, 1863,  in  Louisiana. 

The  claimant  had  no  property,  and  her  husband,  on  account  of  sick- 
ness, was  .unable  to  support  her. 

During  the  time  her  son  was  in  the  service  he  sent  his  mother  money 
constantly.  The  committee  are  fully  satisfied  that  the  claimant  was 
dependent  on  her  said  son  for  support,  and  therefore  recommend  the 
passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


/ 


k 


1  >rn  Congress,  (     DOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
:i(i  SesHion.        |  )  No.  782. 


GEORGE  LAWRENCE. 


May  3,  1678. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Wliole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Joyce,  from  the  Committee  on  ItiTalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

LTo  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3411.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  ivJiom  was  referred  the  hill  (H.  R. 
3411)  granting  a  pension  to  George  Lawrence,  have  considered  the  samcj 
and  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  the  said  George  Lawrence  enlisted  into  the  United  States  mili- 
tary service  in  Company  H,  Seventy-ninth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Vol- 
unteers, on  September  10, 1861 ;  that  he  was  a  sound  healthy  man,  having 
no  ailments  or  disease  at  that  time. 

That  in  December,  1861,  while  on  a  march  to  Green  River,  Kentucky, 
he  was  exposed  to  inclement  and  severe  weather  for  some  time,  and  then 
before  he  had  time  to  get  dry  was  sent  on  picket,  in  consequence  of 
which  he  contracted  chronic  rheumatism  and  an  affection  of  the  lungs, 
which  resulted  in  bleeding  of  the  lungs.  That  he  was  discharged  oi 
February  10, 1862,  on  account  of  said  diseases,  and  has  been  troubled 
with  them  ever  since  to  such  a  degree  that  he  is  now  unable  to  perform 
manual  labor.  These  facts  are  ail  sworn  to  by  the  mnjor,  captain,  and 
a  lieutenant  of  the  claimant's  company. 

The  Pension  Bureau  rejected  the  claim  on  the  ground  that  it  is  ex- 
claded  by  section  4717  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States. 

Upon  the  above  facts  the  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  claimant 
is  entitled  to  a  pension,  and  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
bill. 


45th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.       (  Report 
2d  Session.       ]  I  No.  783. 


MICHAEL  S.  CORL. 


Mat  3,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honse  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Macket,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  acoompaay  bOl  H.  R.  2927.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  H.  B. 
2927,  having  had  the  same  under  considerationy  report : 

That  it  appears  from  the  evidence  presented  that  Michael  S.  Corl  was 
a  private  in  Company  K,  Fifty-fifth  Regiment  of  Pennsylvania  Volun- 
teers, was  mustered  into  service  September  7, 1861,  and  discharged  for 
disability  April  25, 1863,  at  Beaufort,  S.  C,  on  surgeon's  certificate.  He 
was  pensioned,  and  received  a  pension,  under  certificate  No.  25276,  up  to 
September  4, 1865,  but  having  failed  to  claim  the  same  for  three  years 
after  tbe  same  became  dne,  his  name  was  dropped  from  the  rolls,  sub- 
ject to  the  right  of  restoration  upon  a  new  application  and  proof  of  con- 
tinued disability,  as  provided  in  section  4719  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

He  was  pensioned  for  disability  resulting  from  rheumatism,  and  for 
half  disability  at  the  rate  of  $4  a  month. 

An  examining  surgeon  appointed  by  the  Pension  Department  certi- 
fies, nnder  date  of  May  19, 1877,  that  his  chronic  rheumatism  continues, 
and  that  he  finds  claimant  suffering  constantly  from  lumbago  and  pains 
all  through  the  body  and  limbs,  &c.,  and  recommends  him  for  a  pension 
at  the  rate  of  $4  a  month  for  half  disability. 

A  re8i>ectable  surgeon  of  Tidioute,  Pa.,  who  has  been  his  family  phy- 
sician, certifies,  under  date  of  December  13, 1877,  that  he  has  attended 
M.  S.  Corl  since  April,  1870,  for  chronic  rheumatism,  and  that  he  is 
unable  to  perform  manual  labor,  and  thinks  he  should  be  restored  to 
the  pension-roll  under  his  former  certificate  (No.  25276). 

The  committee  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  herewith  returned. 


45th  Congress,  >    HOUSE  OF  EEPBESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       i  }  No.  784. 


DONATION  OF  LOT  IN  DENVER  FOR  SCHOOL  PURPOSES. 


May  6, 1878. — Coramitted  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  HouBe  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Thomas  M.  Patterson,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lnnds, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4779.] 

The  Committee  on  the  Pnblic  Lands,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  H.  R. 
3952,  having  had  the  same  under  consideration,  respectfully  submit  the 
following  report,  and  a  substitute  for  said  bill,  with  a  recommendation 
that  the  substitute  do  pass. 

In  1869,  the  Denver  Town-Site  Company  mapped  and  platted  for  town 
purposes  two  or  more  sections  of  the  public  Unds  on  the  site  where 
Denver  is  now  situated.    In  the  disposition  of  the  laad  thus  platted  the 
town  company  reserved  from  sale  and  for  public  purposes  certain  lots, 
and  the  block  in  question,  within  the  platted  area.    At  the  time  of  these 
reservations  the  population  of  Denver  was  quite  small,  and  it  could  not 
at  that  time  be  foreseen  in  what  direction  the  business  of  the  city  would 
extend.    In  1864, it  became  manifest  that  great  injustice  would  be  done  to 
lot-owners  within  the  limits  of  the  town  site  if  title  to  the  site  was  con- 
ferred under  the  then  existing  town-site  law,  since,  by  it,  but  one  sec- 
tion of  land  could  be  obtained  for  town  purposes,  leaving  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  site  to  be  preempted  by  individuals  under  the  existing 
pre-emption  laws.    There  were  many  lot  owners  and  occupants  of  the 
site  outside  of  the  one  section  thus  allowed,  all  claiming  ownership 
therein,  and  unless  the  entire  area  occupied  as  a  site  could  be  patented 
to  some  trustee  for  the  benefit  of  such  owners,  endless  and  ruinous  liti- 
gation must  inevitably  have  ensued.    For  these  causes  Congress,  in  1864, 
passed  an  act  authorizing  the  probate  judge  of  the  county  in  which  Den- 
ver is  situated  to  enter  in  trust,  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  occupants 
and  owners  of  said  land,  a  section  and  a  half  of  land,  and  in  the  act  pro- 
vided that  the  Commissioner  of  the  Oeneral  Land  Office  should  reserve 
from  such  sale  and  entry  lots  and  blocks  for  public  purposes,  to  be  desig- 
nated by  the  said  Commissioner.    The  object  of  this  provision,  which  is 
nnnsual  in  its  character,  was  evidently  to  enable  the  government  to  re- 
tain title  to  the  block  and  lots  theretofore  reserved  from  sale  by  the 
Denver  Town-Site  Company;  for,  in  pursuance  of  its  provisions,  the 
Commissioner  did  reserve  these  and  only  these  identical  lots  and  block. 
It  was  proper  that  this  should  have  been  done,  because,  at  that  time, 
the  town-site  company  practically  no  longer  exi^tdd,  and  there  were  no 
owners  or  claimants  for  these  tracts.    Since  then  the  growth  of  the 
business  of  Denver  has  demonstrated  that  the  block  in  question  is  not 
and  will  not  be  suitable  for  government  public  uses.    It  is  far  removed 
from  the  business  portion  of  the  city,  and  is  not  in  the  direction  in  which 
its  trade  and  business  is  extending.    For  this  section  and  a  half  of  land 
the  government  was  paid  entire,  it  received  the  government  price  for 
the  lots  and  block  mentioned  as  well  as  for  the  remaining  potUow.    TXive^ 
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block  18  now  an  open  common  in  a  residence  part  of  the  city.  It  is 
wboUy  uncared  for,  and  has,  from  many  causes,  become  a  naisance  to  the 
surrounding  residents. 

A  petition  signed  by  over  six  hundred  of  the  leading  citizens  of  Den- 
ver, praying  Congress  to  donate  this  block  to  the  city  for  common  school 
purposes,  has  been  presented  to  Congress ;  resolutions  to  the  same  efitect 
have  also  been  passed  by  it«  board  of  education.  In  determining  that 
it  would  be  wise  to  make  the  disposition  of  the  block  as  prayed  for,  the 
committee  have  been  largely  influenced  by  the  well-settled  policy  of  the 
government  to  encourage  in  every  reasonable  way,  by  the  common-school 
system,  the  ed ucation  of  tbe  masses ;  and  further,  by  the  fact  that  the  bene- 
ficiary is  in  every  way  worthy  to  receive  the  gift.  From  oflQcial  reports  and 
statements  submitted  to  the  committee  it  is  shown  that  the  school 
grounds  and  buildings  now  used  in  Denver  have  cost  its  board  of  edu- 
cation over  $175,000;  that  over  two  thousand  children  are  in  constant 
attendance  upon  them,  and  a  corps  of  some  thirty  teachers  watch  over 
its  educational  interests.  The  people  of  Denver  have  taxed  themselves 
cheerfully  and  heavily  to  build  up  their  schools,  and  they  are  now  de- 
sirous of  erecting  a  high-school  building  if  a  suitable  site  therefor  can 
be  obtained. 

Unlike  most  of  the  other  States,  Colorado  will  receive  comparatively 
little  benefit  from  the  sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections  of  the  public 
lands  donated  to  it  for  common  school  purposes.  Fully  one-third  of 
the  lands  of  the  State  are  mineral,  and  of  these  it  can  receive  no  por- 
tion for  school  or  other  purposes.  Of  the  remainder  of  its  lands,  not 
over  8  per  cent,  are  fitted  for  agriculture,  and  lands  not  agricultural  can 
bring  but  a  nominal  price  in  the  market.  It  is  safe  to  say  that  of  the 
sixteenth  and  thirty-sixth  sections  of  public  lands  to  which  Colorado  is 
entitled,  not  more  than  one-sixth  of  them  will  sell  for  $1.25  an  acre, 
while  the  remaining  portion  cannot  be  sold  for  one-fifth  of  that  sum. 
While  the  educational  interests  of  nearly  all  the  other  States  are  fos- 
tered by  a  munificent  fund  derived  from  the  sale  of  the  public  lands 
donated  by  the  government,  Colorado  is  comparatively  unprovided  for 
from  that  source,  and  some  measure  by  which  educational  benefits  can 
be  realized  is  well  worthy  of  the  consideration  of  Congress,  and  must 
at  some  future  day  be  enacted. 

The  people  of  Colorado  are  struggling  with  wonderful  success  to  build 
up  education  in  their  midst,  out  of  their  own  resources  and  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  ordinary  governmental  aid,  and  in  so  laudable  a  work  they 
deserve  to  be  encouraged. 

The  committee  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  have  guarded  against 
any  other  use  of  the  property  than  that  contemplated  by  its  terms.  Tbe 
grant  is  made  to  the  board  of  education  of  the  school  district  in  which 
Denver  is  situated ;  the  school  must  be  free  forever  to  all,  and  without 
distinctions  of  any  kind,  save  those  of  age  and  grade  of  scholarship ; 
if  the  ground  shall  ever  cease  to  be  used  for  common-school  purposes 
it  at  once  reverts  to  the  government,  and  the  grant  does  not  take  effect 
nitil  a  building,  not  to  cost  less  than  $25,000,  shall  be  commenced  to  be 
erected  upon  it. 

Therefore,  since  the  block  desired  cost  the  government  nothing,  bat 
on  the  contrary  was  paid  for  by  the  people  now  desiring  it  for  their 
children,  and  since^  on  account  of  its  location,  it  is  not  in  any  wise 
adapted  to  government  uses,  but  is  well  located  for  educational  pur- 
poses, the  committee  unanimously  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  KEPKESENTATiVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       i  \  No.  785. 


PUBLIC  BUILDING  AT  DANVILLE,  VA. 


March  6,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 

the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Young,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3717.] 

The  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  OroundSj  to  whom  was  re/erred  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3717)  for  the  erection  of  a  public  building  in  the  city  of  Dan- 
villcj  Fa.,  ask  leave  to  report : 

That  Danville  is  a  very  flourishing  city  on  the  southern  border  of  Vir- 
ginia, and  in  the  center  of  the  fine  tobacco-producing  region  of  Virginia 
and  i^orth  Carolina ;  that  the  population  of  said  city  has  more  than 
trebled  in  the  last  ten  years,  and  the  trade  at  that  point  in  leaf  and 
mannfactured  tobacco  has  grown  to  be  large  and  important ;  that  United 
States  circait  and  district  courts  are  held  in  said  city,  and  the  offices  of 
tbe  different  revenue  and  other  officials  for  that  section  of  the  State  are 
there  situated;  that  there  are  no  suitable  buildings  belonging  to  or 
"which  the  government  can  secure  in  said  city  for  the  accommodation  of 
said  courts,  collection  offices,  and  post-office,  and  that  the  public  inter- 
est, as  testified  to  by  the  honorable  judge  of  the  district  court  of  the 
United  States  and  other  officials,  requires  that  a  building  should  be 
erected  by  the  government  in  said  city  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
courts  and  the  various  public  offices  there  located,  and  the  preservation 
of  the  public  records ;  that  the  government  is  annually  paying  a  con- 
siderable sum  for  the  rent  of  a  court-room,  post-office,  revenue  and  other 
offices,  at  the  point  named,  all  of  which  might  be  avoided  by  the  erec- 
tion at  Danville,  now  fast  becoming  an  important  trade  center,  of  a  plain, 
substantial  public  building. 

The  report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  shows  that  the 
very  large  amount  of  $2,361,261.96  revenue  was  paid  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30, 1875,  at  said  city,  and  that  since  the  1st  day  of  Septem- 
ber, 1865,  from  $17,000,000  to  $20,000,000  revenue  have  been  collected 
at  Danville  and  paid  into  the  Federal  Treasury.  In  view  of  the  rapid 
increase  in  population,  in  trade,  and  general  importance  of  the  place, 
the  value  of  property  in  said  city  is  rapidly  advancing,  which  renders 
it  advisable  that  the  government  should,  without  delay,  procure  such 
quantity  of  land  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  for  the  erection  thereon 
of  a  substantial  fire-proof  building  suited  to  the  public  need. 

Tour  committee  would  also  show  that  the  scheme  for  the  erection  of 
a  public  building  at  Danville  was  considered  and  approved  of  by  their 
predecessors  of  the  Forty-fourth  Congress,  and  they  are  strengthened 
in  their  views  herein  expressed  by  the  strong  recommendation  of  the 
project  given  by  the  Supervising  Architect  of  the  Treasury,  whose^ 
information  and  opinion  were  demanded  thereon. 
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Yoar  committee,  therefore,  in  view  of  the  Architect's  recommeudatiou, 
the  unusually  large  amonut  of  revenue  paid  the  government  at  Dan- 
ville, and  the  evident  and  immediate  want  of  suitable  apartments  in 
which  the  Federal  courts  may  be  held,  and  the  business  and  officials  of 
the  government  accommodated,  recommend  the  erection  of  a  proper 
building  at  Danville,  Va.,  at  a  cost  of  not  less  than  $60,000,  and  to  that 
end  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 

CASEY  YOUNG. 

B.  J.  FRANKLIN. 

J.  0.  STONE. 

Treasury  Department, 

Washington^  D.  C,  May  5, 1876. 

Sir:  In  reply  to  your  reference  of  copy  of  bill  H.  R.  1133,  to  provide  for  the 
erection  of  a  public  bnildiug  in  the  town  of  Danville,  Va.,  for  my  views  thereon,  I  in- 
close a  copy  of  a  communication  of  the  Supervising  Architect  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
20th  ultimo,  and  invite  your  attention  to  the  recommendations  on  page  50  of  my  last 
annual  report  in  relation  to  public  buildings. 
Very  respectfully, 

B.  H.  BRISTOW,  Secretary. 
Hon.  William  S.  Holm  ax, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds^  Bouse  of  Representatives. 


Trkasury  Department,  Office  of  the  Supervising  Architect, 

April  20, 187C. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  by  reference  from  you  of  bill  H  • 
R.  1133,  to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  public  building  in  the  town  of  Danville,  Va.f 
and  to  report  thereon  as  follows : 

It  appears  from  the  inclosed  copy  of  a  letter  dated  the  16th  ultimo,  from  the  Hon. 
Alexander  Rives,  United  States  district  Jud^e,  that  the  town  of  Danville  is  the  most 
thriving  and  growing  town  in  the  State  of  Virginia ;  that  the  wants  of  the  public  serv- 
ice require  that  a  plain,  substantial  fire-proof  ouilding  should  be  erected  to  accommo- 
date the  United  otates  courts,  the  post-office  department,  the  internal  revenue  and 
other  government  offices  located  in  said  city.  It  appears  also  from  the  inclosed  copy 
of  a  letter[addressed  by  the  Hon.  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  to  the  Hon.  Greorge 
C.  Cabell,' that  the  aggregate  internal  revenue  returned  from  the  district  in  which 
Danville  is  situate  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1875,  was  $2,361,^1.96  ;  and 
that  the  total  amount  returned  from  September  1, 1865,  to  December  31, 1875,  was 
(13,099,187.22. 

It  therefore  appears  that  the  interests  of  the  public  service  demand  that  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  erection  of  such  a  building  as  hereinbefore  stated.  To  provide 
such  a  building,  however^  a  sum  not  less  than  $100,000  should  be  appropriated  for  its 
construction,  exclusive  oi  the  cost  of  a  suitable  site,  the  amount  necessary  to  purchase 
which,  for  want  of  the  requisite  information,  I  cannot  now  state. 

In  view  of  the  rapidly-increasing  value  of  real  estate  it  will  be  for  the  best  Interest 
of  the  public  service  to  procure  a  site  at  as  early  a  day  as  possible,  and  I  have  to  rec- 
ommend that  the  necessary  legislation  may  be  had  during  the  present  session  of  Con- 
gress to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  public  building  in  the  town  of  Danville,  Va. 
Very  respectfully, 

WM.  A.  POTTER, 
Supervising  Architect. 

Hon.  B.  H.  Bristow, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Washington,  D.  C. 


} 
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V 


LIGHTHOUSE  AT  GREAT  BEDS,  RARITAN  BAT,  KEW  JER- 
SEY. 


April  24,  1878. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  AppropriatioQS  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Ross,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  sabmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3531.] 

The  Committee  an  Commerce^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H.  R.  ^31) 
for  the  erection  of  a  lighthouse  on  the  shoals  known  as  Great  BedSj  Bar- 
itan  Bayj  New  Jersey^  submit  the  following  report : 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  an  appropriation  of  the  snm 
of  $34,000  is  needed  for  the  erection  of  a  light-house  on  the  shoals 
known  as  *'  Great  Beds,"  Raritan  Bay,  New  Jersey,  as  will  appear  fi^m 
the  following  letters  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Light- 
Souse  Board,  the  former  dated  April  16,  1878,  and  the  latter  April  3, 
1878: 

Treasury  Dbpartmbnt,  April  16, 1878. 

Sir  :  At  the  request  of  Senator  McPherson,  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a 
'Copy  of  a  letter  from  the  eneineer-secretary  of  the  Light-Hoose  Board,  stating  that 
the  board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  interests  of  commerce  and  navigation  require  the 
erection  of  a  light-house  on  the  shoals  known  as  Great  Beds,  Raritan  Bay,  New  Jersey, 
«8  provided  by  House  bill  No.  3531. 
Very  respectfully 

JOHN  SHERMAN, 
Secretarff. 
Hon.  Miles  Ross, 

House  of  Representatives, 


Treasury  Department,  April  5,  1878. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter,  dated  the  2d  ul- 
timo, inclosing,  for  the  views  of  this  Department,  House  bill  No.  3531,  appropriating 
.$30,000  for  the  erection  of  a  light-house  on  the  shoals  known  as  Great  Beds,  Karitan 
Bay,  New  Jersey. 

In  reply,  I  have  respectfhlly  to  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  the  3d  in- 
stant, from  M^j.  Peter  C.  Hains,  United  States  Army,  engineer-secretary  of  the  Light- 
Hoase  Board,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  the  matter  has  been  fuUv  considered  by  the  board, 
and  the  conclusion  reached  that  the  interests  of  commerce  and  navigation  require  that 
the  proposed  light  should  be  established  as  soon  as  practicable,  the  estimated  cost  of 
which  IS  $34,000. 
The  bill  transmitted  by  you  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  SHERMAN, 

Seareiary, 
Hon.  J.  R.  McPhkrson, 

United  States  Senate, 
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Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  the  Light- House  Board, 

Washington,  ApHl  3,  1878. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  H.  R.  bill  3531,  to  erect  a  light- 
bonse  on  the  shoals  known  as  Great  Beds,  Raritan  Bay,  New  Jersey,  referred  by  yoa 
to  this  office  for  the  views  of  the  Light-House  Board  thereon,  this  bill  having  been 
transmitted  to  the  department  March  2,  1878,  by  Hon.  J.  R.  McPherson,  United 
States  Senator,  with  his  letter  of  that  date. 

With  reference  to  the  necessity  for  the  establishment  of  a  li^ht  at  the  locality 
named,  I  beg  leave  to  say  that  the  matter  has  been  carefully  considered  by  the  Light- 
Honse  Board,  and  that  the  conclusion  has  been  reached  that  the  interests  of  commerce 
and  navigation  require  that  the  proposed  light  be  established  as  soon  as  practicable, 
the  estimated  cost  of  which  is  $34,000. 

The  letter  of  Senator  McPherson  and  H.  R.  bill  3531  are  herewith  respectfully  re- 
turned. 

Very  respectfully, 

PETER  C.  HAINS, 

£ngi  neer  -Secretary, 

The  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

From  the  foregoing  correspondence  it  will  be  seen  that  the  light- 
house asked  for  is  a  great  necessity.  The  committee  therefore  recom- 
mend that  the  sum  asked  for  be  appropriated,  and  that  this  report  be 
printed  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 


45th  Congress,  \  HOUSE  OF  EEPKESENTATIVES.     (  Repobt 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  787. 
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May  10,1878. — Recommitte<1  to  the  Committee  on  ExpeDditures  in  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, made  the  special  order  for  May  25^  1878,  after  the  morning  hoar,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 


Mr,  Benjamin  A.  Willis,  from  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in 
the  Navy  Department,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Expeaditares  in  the  Department  of  the  Navy  re- 
spectfully report  that,  in  obedience  to  the  order  of  this  House,  they  have 
examined  and  scrutinized  into  the  state  of  accounts  and  expenditures 
of  the  Navy  Department,  and  endeavored  to  ascertain  the  exact  amount 
and  precise  character  of  its  indebtedness,  as  well  as  its  contingent  lia- 
bilities. 

This  task  has  involved  very  great  labor  by  reason  of  the  lax  adminis- 
tration of  the  department  for  a  long  series  of  years. 

Extravagance  and  disregard  of  legal  restraints  have  been  recognized 
at  almost  every  step  of  our  inquiry  previous  to  the  beginning  of  the  pres- 
ent administration  of  the  departments,  and,  in  view  of  this,  your  commit- 
tee have  felt  obliged,  even  at  the'cost  of  delay  and  consequent  loss  and 
embarrassment  to  certain  creditors  of  the  government,  to  examine  with 
thoroughness  every  transaction  on  account  of  which  alleged  claims 
against  the  department  exist. 

At  the  outset  we  were  staggered  by  the  immense  sums  apparently 
owing  by  the  several  bureaus,  to  wit:  The  Bureau  of  Construction  and 
Repair,  $3,539,798.23 ;  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  $3,163,915.47 : 
the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  $473,471.30;  the  grand  total 
reaching  the  fearful  sum  of  $7,083,503.25;  and  this,  too,  notwithstand- 
ing the  enormous  appropriations  made  annually,  from  1869  to  1876,  both 
inclusive,  aggregating  in  amount : 

Appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30. 

1869 $17,3.56,350  09 

1H70 15,870,571  60 

1871 19,2:)0,290  29 

1872 19,832,317  25 

1873 18,290,733  95 

1H74 22,270,557  65 

1875 19,273,731  27 

1876 17,001,006  40 

149, 157, 558  50 

With  nothing  to  compensate  the  vast  outlay,  save  a  Navy  contempti- 
ble even  in  comparison  with  tijose  of  third  and  fourth  rate  powers. 

We  proceeded,  then,  to  analyze  the  several  expenditures  and  alleged 
claims,  regarding  alike  the  character  of  the  numerous  purchases  and 
contracts,  the  extent  of  the  work  performed,  and  the  nature  of  the  ma- 
terials furnished,  as  also  the  reasonableness  of  the  prices  agreed  to  be 
paid. 
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We  discovered  that  a  major  part  of  the  indebtedness  was  incurred 
several  years  ago,  on  account  of  work  done  and  material  furnished — 
long  since  accepted  and  used  by  the  government,  and  payment  of  which 
has  been  rendered  impossible  for  the  reason  that  the  funds  in  the  Treas- 
ury to  the  credit  of  the  various  bureaus  have  been  recklessly  squandered 
in  what  are  technically  known  as  open  purchases,  amounting  to  millions 
very  often,  without  competition  or  advertisement,  and,  as  your  commit- 
tee maintain,  in  disregard  of  economy  and  in  gross  violation  of  law. 

The  following  provisions  of  the  statute  apply  to  purchases : 

Section  3709.  All  pnrcbases  for  supplies  or  services  in  any  of  the  departments  of 
the  government,  except  for  personal  services,  shall  be  mad«^  by  advertisiog  a  sufficient 
time  previously  for  proposals  respecting  the  same,  ^ben  the  public  exigencies  do  not 
require  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  arti(;les,  or  performance  of  the  service.  When  im- 
mediate delivery  or  performance  is  required  by  the  public  exigency,  the  articles  or 
service  required  may  be  procured  by  open  purchase  or  contract  at  the  places  and  in 
the  manner  in  which  such  articles  are  usually  bought  and  sold,  or  such  services 
engaged  between  individuals.     *     •     • 

The  exceptions  to  this  rule  apply  to  no  indebtedness  of  either  the 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  or  of  Steam  Engineering. 

Section  3732.  No  contract  or  purchase  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  shall  be  made 
unless  the  same  is  authorized  by  law,  or  is  under  an  appropriation  adequate  to  its  ful- 
fillment, except  in  the  V^l^ar  and  Navy  Departments  for  forage,  fuel,  quarters,  or  trans- 
portation, which,  however,  shall  not  exceed  the  necessities  of  the  current  year. 

Notwithstanding  the  plain  terms  of  section  3709,  open  purchases 
have  been  the  chief  mode  by  which  theNavy  Department  has  been  sup- 
plied with  materials ;  not  in  obedience  to  exigency,  but  vastly  in  excess 
of  its  needs. 

So  the  plea  of  emergency  fails,  and  also  the  pretext  of  a  threatened 
war  with  Spain,  which  disappeared  after  a  few  months'  duration  iu  De- 
cember, 1875.  The  character  ot  this  abuse,  and  under  whose  auspices 
it  flourished,  covering  a  period  of  years,  is  sufficiently  indicated  by  the 
testimony  taken  by  the  committee. 

This  violation  of  law,  without  warrant  in  precedent  or  authority,  has 
depleted  the  Treasury  to  the  extent  of  millions  of  dollars,  and  has  beeu 
the  food  on  which  pampered  favorites  have  fattened,  while  it  has  pre- 
vented the  payment  of  moneys  due  a  meritorious  class  of  creditors,  to 
such  an  extent  that  many  have  been  involved  in  bankruptcy,  and  all  of 
them  subjected  to  irreparable  loss. 

The  amount  of  open  purchases  and  bureau  orders  within  the  last  few 
years,  aggregates  more  than  twenty  millions  of  dollars;  all  the  ad- 
vantages of  an  open  market  have  beeu  ignored;  fair  competition 
avoided,  and  both  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  law  disregarded. 

While  your  committee  have  carefully  examined  the  accounts  in  all  the 
bureaus,  having  lound  no  indebtedness  except  in  Steam-Engineering, 
Construction  and  Repair,  and  Provisions  and  Clothing,  and  the  immediate 
purpose  of  this  report  being  to  inform  the  House  as  to  the  justness  of 
all  unpaid  claims  against  the  department,  they  confined  themselves  to 
the  transactions  in  such  bureaus,  promising  a  report  more  comi)rehen- 
sive  in  the  future,  embracing  every  part  of  naval  administration. 

The  first  ditficulty  encountered  in  arriving  at  a  just  result  was  due  to 
faulty  bookkeeping,  both  in  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  and 
the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering.  We  instance  the  following  discrep- 
ancies :  In  the  accounts  of  Construction  and  Repair,  also  in  report  of  Sec- 
retary of  Navy,  page  278,  it  would  appear  that  Charles  H.  Raymond  was 
credited  for  coal  furnished  the  government  in  the  sum  of  $3,451.56,  on 
approved  bill  dated  December  29,  1876 ;  by  statement  of  Mr.  Raymond 
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this  bill  bad  long  since  been  paid,  and  tbe  government  owed  bim  notb- 
ing. 

In  said  account,  also  in  Secretary's  last  report,  page  277,  it  would  ap- 
pear tbat  George  H.  Creed  was  a  creditor  for  various  materials  furnished 
from  October,  1876,  to  April,  1877,  in  tbe  sum  of  $18,003.68,  wben  in 
fact  tbe  committee  find  due  Mr.  Creed  only  tbe  sum  of  $825.80. 

In  said  account,  also  in  Secretary's  report,  it  would  appear  tbat  J.  W. 
Griffiths  was  a  creditor  of  said  bureau  in  tbe  sum  $5,131.15,  wben  in 
fact  tbe  $1,612  bad  been  paid,  as  will  appear  by  reference  to  tbe  books 
of  tbe  Fourth  Auditor. 

In  said  account,  and  also  in  tbe  report  of  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Navy, 
page  278,  it  appears  tbat  A.  H.  Lindsay  is  a  creditor  in  tbe  sum  of 
$8,696.18,  when  in  fact  there  remains  only  due  tbe  sum  of  $884.50,  tbe 
sum  of  $7,830.51  having  been  paid,  as  will  appear  by  reference  to  tbe 
books  of  the  Fourth  Auditor. 

Discrepancies  still  wider  and  stranger  occur  in  tbe  accounts  of  the 
Steam-Engineering  Bureau,  to  wit: 

In  the  account  of  this  bureau,  and  also  in  tbe  report  of  tbe  Secretary 

of  the  Navy,  it  appears  tbat  George  P.  Golf  is  a  creditor  in  tbe  sum  of 

$23,577.14,  wben  in  fact  be  bad  been  paid  the  sum  of  $15,311.74,  lea^- 

'ing  tbe  amount  actually  due,  $8,265.40,  as  will  appear  by  tbe  books  of 

the  Fourth  Auditor. 

In  said  last-mentioned  account,  and  also  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary, 
page  4,  it  appears  that  tbe  Quintard  Iron  Works  is  a  creditor  in  tbe  sum 
of  $150,384.20,  including  the  sum  of  $301.66,  due  Murphy  &  Co.,  of 
which  firm  Quintard  was  formerly  a  member;  while,  by  said  Quintard's 
account,  there  is  owing  him  the  Rum  of  $116,384.20,  a  difference  of 
$34,000.  By  reference  to  the  books  of  the  Fourth  Auditor,  it  appears 
tbat  $22,000  of  said  difference  was  paid  to  Quintard,  while  tbe  sum  of 
$12,000,  represented  by  two  vouchers  of  $7,000 and  $5,000,  each  remain 
to  be  accounted  for. 

In  said  last-mentioned  account,  also  in  tbe  report  of  tbe  Secretary  of 
tbe  Navy,  page  278,  it  appears  that  George  Place  is  a  creditor  in  the  sum  of 
$23,710,  when  in  fact  be  has  been  fully  paid,  as  appears  from  tbe  books 
of  the  Fourth  Auditor's  Office. 

To  recapitulate,  your  committee  find  that  $179,256.24,  supposed  to  be 
due  to  certain  parties,  as  creditors,  had  actually  been  paid,  without 
the  knowledge  probably  of  the  bureau  officers,  by  the  Secretary  him- 
self, and  out  of  other  appropriations.  So  tbe  apparent  indebtedness  is 
reduced  by  said  last-mentioned  sum.  These  payments  were  entirely 
irregular  in  method,  though  justly  due  tbe  respective  parties  who 
received  them. 

Had  not  these  accounts  been  scrutinized  with  care,  the  creditors,  had 
they  been  inclined  to  dishonesty,  might  have  twice  received  payment  of 
these  »ums,  amounting  to  nearly  $200,000.  It  is  due,  however,  to  say  that 
knowledge  of  these  discrepancies  was  in  the  first  instance  furnished  to 
your  committee  by  several  of  the  creditors  themselves,  as  will  appear  by 
reference  to  the  testimony. 

THE  PURITAN,  AMPHITRITE,  TERROR,  MONADNOOK,  AND  MIANTONOMOH. 

A  large  share  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  department  is  due  on  account 
of  contracts  for  repair,  more  properly  for  rebuilding,  of  the  above-named 
vessels,  intended  to  be  double  turreted  monitors. 

The  Puritan  and  Miantonomob  are  in  the  yard  of  John  Roach  &  Son,  at 
Chester ;  work  upon  the  former  bas  been  suspended,  and  she  is  upon  the 
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ways;  the  latter  has  been  lauuched,  and  work  upon  her  is  now  being 
prosecuted. 

The  Amphitrite  is  in  the  yard  of  Harlan  &  Hollingsworth,  at  Wil- 
mington, Del. 

The  Terror  is  in  the  yard  of  Cramp  &  Sons,  at  Philadelphia,  and, 
finally ; 

The  Monadnoek  is  in  the  yard  of  Phineas  Burgess,  at  Vallejo,  Cal. 

The  work  on  all  is  about  equally  advanced,  except  upon  the  Mianto- 
nomoh,  which  is  much  nearer  completion  than  the  rest. 

Thf se  vessels  have  been  in  private  yards  since  the  early  part  of  the 
year  1875.  The  work  done  upon  theih  has  very  generally  been  paid  out 
of  current  appropriations.  Proposals  were  invited  at  the  outset,  and 
John  Roach  was  very  much  the  lowest  bidder ;  subsequently  a  price 
was  agreed  upon,  and  the  work  was  distributed  among  the  contractors 
named.  When  the  contracts  were  given  there  was  in  the  Treasury 
available  for  th«  purpose  a  sufficient  amount  of  money.  There  is  no 
testimony  which  indicates  the  prices  were  excessive,  and  the  work  done 
and  material  furnished  is  without  fault,  so  far  as  your  committee  are 
able  to  discover,  and  Congress  has  so  far  ratified  these  original  con- 
' tracts  as  to  set  aside  a  million  of  dollars  for  the  purpose  of  repairing 
these  double-turreted  iron  monitors.     (See  appropriation  bill,  1874-'75.) 

The  contracts  above  set  forth  contain  clauses  providing  for  exchange 
of  new  for  old  material.  This  clause,  which  involved  a  violation  of  law 
on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  no  wise  affects  the  legal 
obligations  of  the  government  to  the  contractors,  and  was  not  specially 
advantageous  to  them,  as  will  appear  by  reference  to  testimony  taken 
before  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  during  the  Forty-fourth  Con- 
gress,  nor  can  we  find  any  evidence  of  fraud  or  bad  faith  on  the  part  of 
the  contractors. 

The  following  sums  have  been  paid  or  remain  due  upon  contracts  for 
construction  of  said  vessels : 

Amphitrite fil35,000 

Amphitrite 155,000 

Mooaduock 135,000 

Mona<lnock 22.350 

Monadnoek 216,900 

Terror i:i5,000 

Terror 155,000 

Puritan 155,000 

Puritan > 207,000 

Total 1,316,250 

SUSPENDED   TIMBER  ORDERS. 

One  of  the  largest  contingent  liabilities  of  the  government  grows  out 
of  the  orders  for  timber  sus[)ended  by  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
as  follows : 

Date  of  »ufip«nmon. 

F.  H.  Smith  &  Co.,  for  live-oak April  20,  1877. 

I.  Bigler  &.  Co  ,  for  white  oak March  24, 1877. 

W.  B.  Hatch  &  Co.,  for  white  oak March  28, 1H77. 

J.  W.  Buker,  for  kiieeH .' March  24, 1877. 

William  White,  for  timber March 22, 1877. 

P.  Sharjie,  knees  and  timber April    7,    1877, 

8.  P.  Brown,  lumber April  25,  1677. 

The  amount  of  money  required  to  complete  these  purchases  is 
$137,094.60,  increasing  the  full  amount  of  timber  indebtedness  to  the  sum 
of  $416,392.32.    The  government  is  probably  bound  by  these  orders. 
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They  were  given  under  direction  of  the  late  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
fitrnctiou  and  Bepair.  * 

Your  committee  condemn,  without  qualification,  such  extensive  pur- 
chases. There  was  no  pressing  exigency.  There  was  no  money  to  the 
credit  of  the  bureau  to  meet  the  obligations  they  involved. 

But  the  i)artie8  selling  the  material  were  ignorant,  presumably,  of  the 
financial  condition  of  the  bureau.  The  prices,  according  to  the  testimony 
of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  were  not  exorbitant,  unless  in 
a  single  instance,  in  which  case  (that  of  William  White)  the  government 
had  the  option  of  having  the  timber  delivered  at  Kittery  yard  instead 
at  Norfolk  yard,  which,  if  it  hacf  exercised,  would  have  rendered  the 
prices  fair.  The  timber  can  be  utilized ;  a  greater  portion  has  been  de- 
livered in  the  yards.  In  view  of  these  circumstances,  considering  what 
is  due  to  the  parties  and  economical  for  the  government,  your  committee 
recommend  that  an  appropriation  be  made  to  enable  the  government  to 
carry  out  said  contracts,  in  the  sum  of  $416,392.32,  or  so  much  thereof 
as  may  be  necessary,  and  that,  in  payment  for  the  same,  the  honorable 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  be  requested  to  carefully  scrutinize  said  mate- 
rials, and  to  pay  for  the  same  no  more  than  a  fair  market-price  at  the 
date  of  the  several  orders,  and  only  accept  such  of  it  as  will  pass  the' 
most  rigid  inspection.  In  connection  with  this  subject-matter,  we  invite 
attention  to  the  following  testimony  of  the  honorable  Secretary : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  reference  to  these  timber-contracts  and  the  most  aopropriate  dispositioD  to  be 
made  of  them  in  the  interests  of  ecouomy,  efiiciency,  and  the  honor  of  the  government, 
what,  in  your  judgment^  ought  to  be  doue  f — A.  I  have  supposed  that  it  would  be  better 
for  the  government  to  ratify  those  contracts  and  let  the  timber  be  bought,  provided 
Congress  intends  at  any  time  to  build  more  ships.  I  may  say  here  that  I  find  a  great 
many  ships  with  rotten  timber  in  them,  which  evidently  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
timber  ha,s  been  used  before  having  been  properly  seasoned.  While  I  do  not  profess  to 
know  very  much  about  those  things,  I  have  an  impression  that  a  ship  ought  not  to  be 
built  out  of  timber  which  has  been  seasoned  less  than  three  years,  and,  of  course,  it 
would  be  better  if  it  were  older  than  that. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  before  the  committee  on  a  former  occasion  you  stated,  in  effect,  that  upon 
coming  into  office  yon  found  a  certain  number  of  outstanding  contracts  for  the  pur- 
chase of  timber,  or  "timber  orders";  that  you  suspended  those  .orders,  and  subse- 
qaently  modified  the  order  of  suspension  to  the  extent  of  permitting  certain  parties 
having  timber  actually  in  transit  to  deliver  their  timber  at  it's  several  points  of  desti- 
nation.— A.  That  was  substantially  the  statement  which  I  made. 

Q.  Will  you  now  favor  the  committee  with  a  suggestion,  by  way  of  aiding  them  in  com- 
ing t-o  a  just  conclusion,  as  to  the  most  profitable  disposition  to  be  made  of  that  timber 
upon  considerations  of  economy  in  the  public  service,  the  wants  of  the  service,  and  the 
rights  of  the  parties  concerned  t — A.  Permit  me  to  say  on  that  subject  (I  do  not  know 
bntthaton  the  former  occasion  I  did  say  it)  that  it  is  important  we  should  always  have 
timber  on  hand,  and  pretty  well  seasoned  before  it  is  put  into  the  ship,  for  the  reason 
that  if  you  put  in  unseasoned  timber  the  ship  does  not  last  at  all,  she  needs  repairs 
immediately.  Therefore,  it  is  a  measure  of  economy  to  have  a  pretty  good  supply  of 
timber  on  hand,  and  well  seasoned,  at  all  times.  We  need  timber,  and  perhaps  there  is 
not  now  more  timber  bought  than  we  shall  need,  unless  Congress  shall  stop  building 
ships.  I  do  not  know  of  any  reason  to.believe  or  suspect  that  the  parties  engaged  in 
these  tim'ier  contracts  acted  otherwise  than  in  good  faith,  nor  do  I  see  anything  but 
good  faith  about  the  contracts  at  nil.  The  timber,  I  apprehend,  will  all  pas8  inspec- 
tion ;  and  it  seems  to  me  it  will  be  economy  for  Congress  to  ratify  these  contracts,  pay 
for  this  timber,  ami  have  it  stored  away  for  subAequeut  use.  We  are  compelled  to  buy 
timber,  in  any  event,  and  I  do  not  see  anything  like  improvidence  in  those  timber  con- 
tracts at  all. 

SUSPENDED  CONTRACTS  (IRONCLADS  AND  BOILERS). 

Certain  «3oritracts,  dated  respectively  March  3,  7,  and  10,  1877,  were 
promptly  suspended  by  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  alter  hie*  ac- 
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cession  to  office,  and  the  country  is  to  be  congratulated  therefor ;  they 
involved  the  government  in  an  additional  indebtedness  of  $3,600,263.09. 
Of  which  sain  $2,103,642  was  to  be  chargfable  to  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
struction and  Repair,  and  the  residue,  $1. 496,621.09,  to  be  chargeable  to 
the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering. 

At  the  date  of  the  foregoing  contracts,  amounting  to  nearly  four  mill- 
ions of  dollars,  there  was  to  the  credit  of  the  Bureau  of  Constrhction 
and  Repair  only  $18,357.94  (see  Appendix,  page  251) ;  to  the  credit  of 
the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  $36,291.07  (see  Appendix,  page  245). 
The  outstanding  indebtedness  at  sameij[ate  amounted  to  more  than  four 
millions  of  dollars,  exclusive  of  that  incurred  by  the  foregoing  con- 
tracts. 

It  occurs  to  your  committee  that  the  simple  statement  above  is  suf- 
ficient to  indicate  the  illegal  character  of  tbe  contracts. 

The  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  his  report  refers  to  Congress 
the  question  whether  these  contracts  shall  be  ratified.  We  unhesitat- 
ingly recommend  their  cancellation,  and  we  charge  that  their  execution 
by  the  bureau  officers  under  the  direction  of  the  late  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  was  a  most  defiant  and  inexcusable  abuse  of  power,  in  the  very 
teeth  of  express  statutes.  The  provisions  of  law  applicable  are  found  in 
sections  3709  aud3732,  printed  in  full  hereinbefore. 

The  late  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  when  called  before  the  committee  at 
the  instance  of  the  minority,  attempted  to  excuse  this  violation  of  law, 
so  far  as  the  third  of  March  contracts  are  concerned,  for  the  reasons, 
first,  that  payment  of  said  contracts  was  conditional,  dependent  upon 
appropriations,  and  that  no  obligation  was  incurred — a  pretension  too 
idle  for  refutation ;  for  if  the  work  had  been  done  and  accepted,  the 
government  would  have  been  bound  in  honor  to  pay  for  it;  second, 
that  he  had  acted  upon  the  opinion  of  Attorney-General  Taft,  pro- 
nounced in  these  words,  to  wit :  '*  The  foregoing  order  (found  in  Appen- 
dix, p.  23)  having  been  submitted  to  me  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
I  state  that  I  perceive  no  legal  objection  to  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  judi- 
cious and  expedient  as  well  as  jusf  This  opinion  is  dated  March  2, 
1877,  the  same  date  of  the  order,  indicating  that  the  late  Attorney-Gen- 
eral devoted  brief  time  in  its  preparation,  which  fact  is  the  only  ex- 
cuse which  yonr  committee  is  able  to  find  for  such  an  opinion  from  the 
highest  law  officer  of  the  Government. 

This  opinion,  it  is  needless  to  characterize.  Cabinet  officers  are  not 
at  liberty  to  violate  the  law,  even  when  advised  they  may  do  so  by  the 
law  officer  of  the  government;  besides,  the  governing  statute  precludes 
any  misunderstanding  as  to  its  meaning,  for  its  terms  are  plain  and 
specific;  nor  can  any  exigency  be  urged  to  justify  the  act. 

Parties  were  denied  knowledge  of  plans  and  specifications,  although 
they  desired  to  bid  for  the  work  in  question,  and  did  actually  submit 
bids  for  the  same. 

These  contracts  of  March  3, 1877,  provided  for  the  completion  of  four 
double-turreted  monitors,  all  in  the  course  of  construction,  to  wit,  the 
Puritan,  Terror,  Amphitrite,  and  Monadnock.  At  the  time  of  their  sus- 
pension no  work  had  been  done  under  or  by  virtue  of  the  last  mentioned 
contracts. 

What  shall  be  done  with  these  vessels  is  a  question  that  we  reserve 
for  the  future,  it  being  disconnected  from  the  purpose  of  this  report. 
We  will,  however,  state  that  they  will  be  formidable  vessels  of  their 
class,  well  adapted  to  harbor  defense,  and  their  completion  is  absolutely 
required  to  render  our  Navy  effective.  Their  completion  is  recommended 
warmly  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  also  by  numerous  naval  ex- 
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perts.  A  vast  amoant  of  money  has  alread}^  been  expended  upon  them. 
Considering  this  and  the  further  fact  that  they  are  in  private  ship- 
yards, to  the  damage  of  the  contractors,  your  committee  state  it  as  their 
belief  that  unless  completed  within  a  reasonable  time  great  loss  will 
accrue  to  the  government.  The  amount  required  for  their  completion 
is  estimated  at  $3,268,642. 

As  to  the  contracts  of  March  7th  and  10th  for  construction  of  boilers 
for  the  Tuscarora,  Narragansett,  Snowdrop,  and  Dictator,  made  with  the 
South  Boston  Iron  Company,  without  competition  or  advertisement,  we 
find  a  violation  of  law  yet  more  flagrant,  for  the  contracts  are  absolute ; 
the  contractors,  by  their  terms,  ificur  no  risk ;  no  Attorney -GeneraPs 
opinion  is  resorted  to  patch  up  their  legality.  Notwitstanding  the  claim 
of  Mr.  Hunt,  president  of  the  South  Boston  Iron  Works,  that  the  gov- 
ernment is  bound  by  its  contracts  with  them,  your  committee,  in  view 
of  the  statutes  herein  referred  to,  confidently  claim  otherwise,  and  in- 
sist that  it  is  like  the  duty  and  the  right  of  the  government  to  cancel 
them,  and  recommend  accordingly. 

Your  committee  have  no  doubt  that  the  contractors  acted  in  good 
faith,  nor  is  there  any  proof  that  the  prices  were  exorbitant.  What 
we  deprecate  are  the  bold  violations  of  law. 

WOOD,  DIALOGUE  &  CO. 

Your  committee,  in  view  of  the  complicated  circumstances  revealed  in 
connection  with  the  transactions  between  the  Navy  Department  and 
Wood,  Dialogue  &  Co.,  do  not  feel  authorized  to  recommend  any  appro- 
priation for  the  payment  of  the  indebtedness  claimed  by  this  firm. 

The  transaction  involves  work  done  on  the  Constitution  and  May- 
flower, and  the  purchase  on  the  part  of  the  government  of  the  steamer 
Burlington,  and  the  sale  on  the  part  of  the  government  of  a  dry-dock, 
in  part  payment,  of  which  the  late  Secretary  of  the  Navy  received  from 
said  Wood,  Dialogue  &  Co.  their  note  of  $10,000,  which  is  now  held  by 
the  department,  unpaid,  according  to  the  books  in  Bureau  of  Construc- 
tion and  Eepair. 

It  is  contended  by  officers  of  the  Navy  that  owing  to  faulty  workman- 
ship on  the  boilers  for  the  Mayflower  and  another  vessel,  the  govern- 
ment has  sustained  damage  for  which  Wood,  Dialogue  &  Co.  are  liable 
to  the  government  exceeding  their  first  claim.  Also  that  the  price  paid 
for  the  Burlington  was  at  least  $13,000  in  excess  of  its  real  value ;  if  this 
be  so  the  government,  instead  of  being  their  debtor,  is  their  creditor. 
So  in  any  event  we  find  no  authority  in  law  for  the  purchase  of  said 
steamer  Burlington,  or  the  sale  of  said  dry -dock,  and  the  reception  of  a 
Dote  in  part  payment  for  the  same,  and  we  cannot  do  otherwise  than 
stamp  our  disapproval  upon  the  conduct  of  the  naval  authorities,  whc 
were  guilty  of  such  undoubted  violations  of  law. 

The  firm  have  their  remedy  under  existing  laws  in  the  Court  of  Claims^ 
where  the  government  can  put  in  by  way  of  defense  any  offset  or  counter- 
claim it  may  have,  and  before  any  appropriation  be  made,  let  the  mat- 
ters of  difference  be  judicially  determined. 

THE  CLAIMS  OF   GRIFFITHS  AND  DONALD  M'^KAY. 

These  claims  are  respectively  for  extra  work  done  on  the  steam  sloops 
of  war  Enterprise,  Adams,  and  Essex,  amounting  to  the  several  sums 
of  $3,619.15,  $796.18,  $5,865.(>6,  $2,196.83;  aggregating  $12,347.82;  all 
being  claimed  for  extra  work  done  outside  of  the  contracts. 
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Tliese  contracts  and  all  the  facts  relating  thereto  were  examined  into 
at  length  by  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  daring  the  Forty-fourth 
Congress,  and  after  sach  examination  it  was  determined  that  such 
claims  had  no  just  foundation,  and  that  upon  proper  construction  of 
the  contracts  no  indebtedness  against  the  government  arose  by  reason 
of  said  work.  ^.rr 

Tour  committee,  therefore,  find  no  justification  for  making  provision 
for  the  payment  of  said  claims.  The  parties,  it  aggrieved,  have  their  re- 
dress ;  but  their  claims  should  not  be  paid  until  adjudicated  by  a  com- 
petent judicial  tribunal. 

STEAM   SI  BERING  APPARATUS. 

There  is  also  a  claim  against  the  department  growing  out  of  a  contract 
to  purchase  of  Joseph  P.  Manton  two  steam  steering  machines  for  the 
sum  of  $7,500  each.  Your  committee  are  not  inclined  to  make  any 
recommendation  with  reference  to  this  claim,  for  the  reason  that  it  has 
not  been  ai)proved  by  the  bureau,  and  a  controversy  has  been  instituted 
and  is  now  pending,  as  to  whether  it  infringes  a  certain  patent,  exposing 
the  government  to  a  claim  for  damages  by  the  owner  thereof,  which  has 
not  yet  terminated.  We  do  not  think  it  is  one  of  the  claims  submitted 
to  us  under  Rule  lO.'J,  or  by  virtue  of  the  resolution  of  the  House  under 
which  we  are  acting. 

LIFE  SAVING  BOATS. 

There  is  another  transaction,  originating  in  the  Bureau  of  Construc- 
tion and  Repair,  between  the  department  and  A.  M.  Ingersoll,  for  the 
purchase  of  ten  life-boats  of  the  most  approved  pattern  for  $1,500  each, 
dated  January  29,  1878.  The  contract  is  regular  upon  its  face.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  boats  was  had  by  a  board  appointed  by  the  honorable 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  consisting  of  Rear- Admiral  Ammen,  Naval  Con- 
structor Webb,  and  Chief  Engineer  Henderson.  (See  report,  pages  291 
et  seq.  of  the  Appendix.) 

Such  board  reported  that  the  contract  was  properly  carried  out  by  Mr. 
IngersoU ;  that  the  cost  of  constructing  said  boats  was  $1,150  each. 

The  honorable  Secretary  has  shown  a  disposition  to  examine  into  the 
transaction  with  rigid  scrutiny,  an<l  in  the  judgment  of  your  committee 
an  equitable  settlement  of  the  claim  can  be  safely  left  with  him.  He 
has  means  not  accessible  to  your  committee  of  ascertaining  the  cost 
and  utility  of  the  boats. 

BUREAU  OF  PROVISIONS  AND  CLOTHING. 

This  bureau  is  indebted  to  various  parties  in  the  sum  of  more  than 
four  hundred  thousand  dollars,  but  a  yet  greater  sum  is  due  it  from  the 
pay  appropriation.  If  a  settlement  were  had  and  the  full  amount  due 
to  this  bureau  paid,  it  would,  after  extinguishing  all  its  obligations,  be 
without  any  deficiency.  The  deficiency  in  reality  exists  in  the  pay  ap- 
propriation. Small  amounts  from  pay  are,  from  time  to  time,  being  cred- 
ited to  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  but  enough  will  not  be 
gathered  from  that  source  to  supply  the  deficit.  The  amounts  neces- 
sary must  be  appropriated  to  enable  the  bureau  to  settle  this  indebted- 
ness. 

The  administration  of  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing  was 
particularly  inquired  into  by  the  Naval  Committee  during  the  last  Con- 
gress.    Your  committee  will  only  add  tbat  had  the  moneys  belonging  to 
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the  bureau  not  been  illegally  diverted,  it  would  be  now  nearly  if  not 
quite  free  from  debt. 

The  amount  of  clotbing  on  band  is  far  beyond  the  needs  of  the  service ; 
was  purchased  without  competition  or  advertisement.  The  indebted- 
ness of  the  bureau  amounts  to  $447,935.22  beyond  what  it  has  means 
to  pay,  and  an  appropriation  of  that  sum  is  necessary.  Many  of  the 
claims  against  this  bureau  have  been  outstanding  and  unpaid  for 
several  years.  Considering  they  bear  no  interest  and  that  they  are  un- 
disputed, it  will  be  observed  that  the  creditors  have  been  subjected  to 
great  hardship  and  the  government  to  disgrace. 

PAY   APPROPRIATION. 

There  will  be  a  deficiency  in  this  appropriation,  but,  forasmuch  as  all 
theifacts  have  been  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations ;  that  it  is  not  a  present  but  prospective  indebtedness, 
your  committee  do  not  deem  it  incumbent  to  make  any  suggestion. 

The  amount  of  annual  appropriation  required  is  a  mere  matter  of 
arithmetic.  The  number  of  officers  and  men  and  their  pay  are  regu- 
lated by  law. 

CONCLUSION. 

Your  committee  have  endeavored  to  state  the  exact  amount  of  the  in- 
debtedness of  the  Navy  Department,  and  they  believe  that  $J,217,738.76 
is  substantially  accurate. 

Tbey  have  pointed  out  and  characterized  such  irregularities  as  have 
been  laid  bare  by  a  careful  and  laborious  investigation. 

It  is  notour  province  to  suggest  what  penalties  should  be  imposed  on 
the  violators  of  the  law,  but  we  do  earnestly  suggest  that  additional 
legislation  is  imperatively  demanded  and  should  be  promptly  had  to 
make  the  statutes  hereinbefore  cited  punitive,  so  that  henceforth  those 
found  guilty  of  their  violation  shall  not  escape  unpunished. 

Your  committee  report  that  the  indebtedness  before  mentioned  isowing 
the  following  parties,  in  amounts  opposite  their  respective  names,  to- wit : 

In  Bureau  of  Engineering, 

American  Tnbe  Works ^ $7,059  75 

Americau  Steam-Gauge  Company 20  50 

E.H.Ashcroft 625  00 

William  H.  Arthur  &  Co 192  30 

Atlantic  Works 1,413  44 

Adams  Express  Company 2  35 

Stillman  B.  Allen 450  00 

A.P.Brown 51,846  38 

D.  Babcock&Co 6,464  93 

Boston  Lead  Company 95  00 

George  F.  Blake  Manufacturing  Company 225  00 

Benner  4&Pinckney 26  50 

Cook,  Ryraes  &  Co   14  00 

Chalmers,  Spencer  «feCo 1,243  73 

Coast  Wrecking  Company  ..-, 75  00 

M.  A.CampbeU 108  60 

C.  H.  De  Laraater  &  Co 72,213  07 

Downie,  Trainer  «fc  Co 69  88 

F.  W.DrtVoe&Co 122  50 

Richard  Dudgeon 693  86 

William  P. Eddy 4  42 

Eastern  Railroad  Company 11  90 

George  P.  Goflf 8,265  40 

George  E.  Hanson 83  00 

H.H.Ham 3  50 

J.  D. Hurlbnrt  &  Son 4,031  19 

A.M.lDgersoll 13,156  50 

Manhattan  Oil  Company 16,883  56 
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iMnllett 125  75 

i.McCullough 271  44 

ibattan  Packing  Company 719  75 

ie&Levy 45,218  64 

iDom  in  ion  Steamship  Company 2992 

lladelphia  and  New  York  Steam  Navigation  Company 2  12 

|ler&Colton 106  58 

fancis  Raymond 4  70 

itton  &  Co 4,745  79 

liomas  M.  Shepherd 130  00 

fwitchell,  Pike  &  Co 18  00 

William  A.  Torrey  &  Co 36,521  72 

t^alton  Brothers 8,694  63 

E.  V.White  &  Co 1 152  58 

E.  M.  Whittaker  &  Co 414  59 

C.C.  Wallcott 876  71 

George  H.  Creed 21  75 

Charles  W.Cottle.... 5P87 

Mercer  Goodrich 1  58 

James  M.  Motley 4,320  00 

Pacific  Mail  Steamship  Company 733  95 

Pratt  and  Whitney  Company 22,739  93 

M.  A.  &C.  A.Santos 29  75 

Vickery  &  Co 109  30 

Harlan  &,  Hollingsworth  Company 84, 136  39 

T.F.Rowland 47,428  25 

Providence  Steam-Engine  Company 288, 187  22 

Quintard  Iron  Works 116,384  20 

Quintard  Irdn  Works,  paid  to  Ashcroft 5,000  00 

Quintard  Iron  Works,  paid  to  Murphy  &  Co :U)1  66 

William  Cramp  &  Sons 66,850  00 

John  Roach 323,139  50 

South  Boston  Iron  Company 181,049  64 

C.F.  Hatch 54  50 

Total 1,42:^876  67 

In  hiireau  Constniction  and  Repair, 

Anthony  &  Co $122  30 

Bridgewat«r  Iron  Company 52  00 

Phineas  Burgess 198,232  30 

J.  W.  Buker 196  38 

W.  Cramp  &  Sons.   82,744  55 

George  H.  Creed 804  05 

CM.  Chase 45  10 

George  P.  Goff 585  52 

H.  W.  Gardner 13,100  00, 

Harlan  &  Hollingsworth  Company 234,939  34 

J.  L.  Kuowlton 4,300  0(1 

Joseph  L.  Manton 5,900  Ot 

Nathaniel  McKay 6,900  OC 

Phelps  Manufacturing  Company 334  flf 

T.F.Rowland 13,898  ' 

Rider  <&  Cotton 184 

John  Roach 295, 318  J 

M.  A.  &  C.  A.Santos 155^ 

W.F.Steele 3,400, 

S.  A.  Stevens  &  Co 131 

Tatham  Brothers 12tif 

W.  A.  Torrey 7€ 

Taylor,  Elliot  &  Co 

Walton  Brothers 

E.V.White  &  Co 

Seyfert,McMann8  &  Co 29, 

J.  K.  Frothingham l,f 

W.  B.  Reamy 4 

American  Windlass  Company 6,| 

A.  M.  Ingersoll 15,| 

Neutie  &  Levy 15,[ 

I  m 

Total 929f 
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Amounts  due  for  timber, 

IN  BUREAU  OF  CONSTRUCTION  AND  REPAIR. 

J.  W.  Buker $60,000  00 

F.  H.  Smith  &  Co 53,830  75 

J.  Bigler&  Co 42,191  96 

Ba8hor&  Co 29,526  51 

S.  P.  Brown 9,525  71 

W.  B.  Hatch  &  Co 21,034  22 

Wm.  White 76,700  00 

E.  H.  Jewett 5,084  40 

A.  A.  McCullough 6,702  87 

A.  H.  Lindsay 884  50 

JohnTrickey 7,481  02 

Hatch,  Lord  &  Co 70,160  17 

W.KHatch  &Co 18,783  70 

H.  S^anderbilt 14,218  51 

Joseph  L.  Savage 268  00 

Total 416,392  32 

Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing. 

PROVISIONS. 

J.  W.  Bigelow 15,357  40 

J.  W.Jones 24,800  85 

Hunter,  Walton  &  Co 8,248  33 

John  Hanley 7,439  73 

CLOTHING. 

J.  W.  Bigelow 194,880  56 

Mission  Mills 142,418  00 

William  Mathews 13,655  46 

WiUiara  McKnight 4,350  00 

John  Boylan 3,375  00 

P.Lorillard  &  Co.  (tobacco) 28,500  00 

Due  hospital  fund 4,909  89 

Total 447,935  22 

Becapitulation, 

Bureau  of  Construction 929,534  55 

Engineering 1,42:5,876  67 

Provisions  and  Clothing 447,935  22 

Amounts  for  timber 416,392  32 

Total 3,217,738  76 

They  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolutions : 
^^  That  the  Committee  on  Appropriation  be,  and  hereby  is,  instructed 
to  report  an  appropriation  in  the  sum  of  $3,217,738.76,  or  so  much 
thereof  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  pay 
the  claims  mentioned  to  the  respective  parties  named  hereinbefore. 

"  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  instructed  to 
cancel  contracts  dated  March  3, 1877,  with  Phineas  Burgess  for  com- 
pletion of  Monadnock,  $695,000 ;  with  William  Cramp  &  Sons,  for  com- 
pletion of  Terror,  $578,000 ;  with  Harlan  &  HoUins worth  for  completion 
of  Amphitrite,  $578,000 ;  with  John  Boach,  for  completion  of  Puritan, 
$1,417,642 ;  also  contracts  with  the  South  Boston  Iron  Company,  dated 
respectively  March  7  and  10, 1877,  for  construction  of  boilers,  for  the 
sum  of  $331,621.09,  together  amounting  to  the  sum  of  $3,600,263.09." 

BENJAMIN  A.  WILLIS, 

Chairman  J  in  behalf  of  Majority » 


VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 


The  undersigned,  of  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy,  report  the  result  of  the  labors  of  said  committee,  to 
accompany  the  voluminous  testimony  taken  by  the  committee.  A  re- 
port npon  the  subjects  investigated,  prepared  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  has  the  great  defect  of  ignoring  the  testimony  taken  by  the 
CCTimittee,  and  the  plain  conclusions  to  be  drawn  from  it,  to  create  occa- 
sion for  undeserved  censure.  We  believe  the  truth  is  what  is  desired  by 
Congress  rather  than  fault-finding,  and  that  it  is  not  well  to  substitute 
unsupported  assertions  and  assumptions  for  sworn  evidence.  We  have, 
therefore,  not  been  able  to  agree  with  the  chairman  in  his  presentation 
of  the  results  of  this  investigation,  and  in  his  sweeping  censure  of  all 
concerned,  and  herein  give  our  own  conclusions  derived  from  the  testi- 
mony. 

The  indebtness  of  the  Navy  Department  is  somewhat  over  three  mill- 
ion dollars,  the  exact  figures  being  subsequently  given  in  this  report. 

The  appropriations  for  ten  years  past  (only  about  one-fourth  of  which, 
however,  have  been  available  for  the  working  bureaus  of  the  depart- 
ment) are  as  follows: 

Jppropnaiiona  for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30- 

1869 $17,356,350  09 

1870 15,870,571  60 

1871 19.250,290  29 

1872 19,832,317  25 

1873 18,296,733  95 

1874 22,276,557  65 

1875 19,273,731  27 

1H76 17,001,006  40 

1877 12,742,155  40 

101,899,713  90 

To  compensate  for  this  outlay  of  money  there  has  been  the  annual 
payment  of  officers  and  seamen,  amounting  yearly  tK)  about  $7,500,000, 
the  supplying  and  housekeeping  of  the  Navy  afloat,  annual  repairs  of 
ships,  the  maintenance  of  the  navy-yards,  the  rebuilding  of  fourteen 
single-turreted  iron  dads  and  the  partial  rebuilding  of  five  double-tur- 
reted  iron-dads.  There  have  also  been  rebuilt  out  of  current  appro- 
priations six  other  vessels  of  live-oak,  replacing  vessels  utterly  rotten. 
Not  to  mention  other  large  expenditures  required  by  Congress  to  be 
covered  by  these  appropriations,  as,  for  instance,  the  building  of  eight 
new  sloops  of  war,  &c.,  it  may  be  mentioned  that  the  sum  embraces  the 
extraordinary  cost  incurred  by  the  preparation  for  the  anticipated  war 
with  Spain  in  1873,  for  which  Congress,  on  presentation  of  the  facts, 
appropriated  of  the  above  total  $4,000,000;  and  the  additional  expend- 
iture made  by  the  department  owing  to  the  threatened  condition  of 
our  affairs  with  the  same  power  in  the  fall  of  1876. 

The  principal  part  of  the  existing  indebtedness  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment is  for  the  rebuilding  of  five  doubleturreted  ironclads,  as  we  shall 
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show  at  leDpfth,  as  well  as  tbe  fact  that  this  is  a  necessary  and  impor- 
taDt  work  which  Congress  should  have  completed.  It  is  difficult  to  see 
where  any  reason  is  found,  either  in  the  law  or  the  testimony,  to  criticise 
any  contracts  for  the  rebuilding  of  these  great  war  vessels  on  the  ground 
that  such  contracts  were  not  in  pursuance  of  advertisements.  Such 
matters  are  not  the  subjects  of  advertisements  and  cannot  practically 
be  made  so,  and  nothing  in  the  following  provisions  of  law  governing 
purchases  for  supplies  and  services  in  the  Navy  Department  has  any 
application  to  such  contracts: 

Skctign  3709.  All  purchases  for  sniiplies  or  services  in  any  of  tbe  departments  of 
the  isovernment,  except  for  personal  services,  shall  be  made  by  advertising  a  sufficient 
time  previously  for  pronosals  respecting;  the  same,  when  the  public  exigencies  do  not 
require  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles,  or  performance  of  the  service.  When 
immediate  delivery  or  performance  is  required  by  the  public  exigency,  the  artic^  or 
service  required  may  be  procured  by  open  purchase  or  contract  at  the  places  and  in 
the  manner  in  which  such  articles  are  usually  bought  and  sold,  or  such  services  engaged 
between  individuals.     •     *     • 

Section  3732.  No  contract  or  purchase  on  behalf  of  the  Unit'ed  States  shall  be  made 
unless  the  same  is  authorized  by  law,  or  is  under  an  appropriation  adequate  to  its  ful- 
fillment, except  in  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  for  forage,  fuel,  quarters,  or  trans- 
portation, which,  however,  shall  not  exceed  the  necessities  of  the  current  year. 

The  practice  has  been  to  secure  competition  among  bidders  by  adver- 
tisement or  by  personal  uotice,  and  the  testimony  herewith  submitted 
shows  that  this  was  done  etfectually  beforo  contracts  for  building  the 
iron  clads  were  given  out,  and  low  rates  were  secured  from  competent 
parties.  But  from  the  foundation  of  the  government  it  has  not  been 
held  that  the  law  requires  such  works  to  be  advertised  and  let  to  the 
lowest  bidder  secured  by  such  advertisement. 

The  law  does  not  require  this,  and  such  a  law  could  not  be  executed. 
By  no  reasonable  intendment  can  it  be  held  that  there  was  any  obliga- 
tion of  law  or  safety  in  practice  requiring  the  advertising  for  proposals 
to  construct  the  ironclads.  There  is  no  necessity  to  plead  '*  emergency  " 
as  an  excuse  for  the  mode  in  which  contracts  were  made  in  these  cases. 
Neither  the  rule  nor  the  exception  named  in  the  statute  cited  applies  to 
the  matter. 

With  regard  to  open  purchases  of  "supplies  and  services,''  the  testi- 
mony is  uniform  that  tbe  government  gets  better  articles,  at  cheaper 
rates,  than  where  it  is  done  by  advertising.  Tbe  bulk  of  purchases  has 
been  by  advertisement,  as  the  law  requires,  the  exception  being  where 
immediate  delivery  or  performance  was  necessary.  All  the  advan- 
tages of  an  open  market  are  secured  and  fair  competition  gained  by 
notices  sent  to  dealers,  and  that  that  is  the  fact  is  shown  by  a  compari- 
son of  the  prices  paid  after  advertisement  and  those  paid  in  open  pur- 
chase. The  latter  prevents  combination  among  bidders,  secures  better 
articles,  and  is  a  corrective  against  extortion.  The  testimony  of  the 
present  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  pages  150,  157,  among  otber  things, 
clearly  shows  this,  and  it  would  be  well  to  enlarge  the  power  of  the 
department  in  this  direction. 

With  regard  to  the  payments  made  on  account  of  construction  and 
repair  and  of  steam-engineering  not  reported  in  the  Secretary's  report, 
the  only  inference  to  be  drawn  therefrom  is  that  the  paymasters  to  whom 
the  certified  bills  were  directed  had  not  yet  made  full  returns.  The  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  has  no  agency  in  making  payments  of  any  kind  ;  that 
ia  the  duty  of  paymasters,  whose  accounts  are  audited  in- the  Treasury 
Department.    No  dishonesty  on  the  part  of  creditors  could  conceal  a 
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payment  to  them,  which  is  Decessarily,  in  all  oases,  revealed  by  the 
books  of  the  Treasury ;  and  any  paymaster  paying  an  account  twice 
would  be  liable  on  his  bond  for  the  consequent  deficit.  It  wonld  not 
seem  to  be  a  reasonable  cause  for  complaint  that  the  Navy  Department 
owes  less  than  was  reported.  Aside  from  this,  the  testimony  discloses 
the  fact  that  the  books  of  the  department  showed  the  true  state  of  the 
indebtedness,  while  it  is  nowhere  made  to  appear  that  the  Secretary 
ever  paid  any  of  these  bills  out  of  any  appropriation. 

The  puritan,  amphitritb,  terror,  monadnook,  and  mi.vntonomoh. 

A  large  share  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  department  is  due  on  account 
of  contracts  for  repair,  more  properly  for  rebuilding,  of  the  above-named 
vessels,  intended  to  be  double-turreted  monitors. 

The  Puritan  and  Miantonomoh  are  in  the  yard  of  John  Roach  &  Son 
at  Chester ;  work  npon  the  former  has  been  suspended,  and  she  is  upon 
the  ways ;  the  latter  has  been  launched,  and  work  upon  her  is  now 
being  prosecuted. 

The  Amphitrite  is  in  the  yard  of  Harlan  &  HoUiugsworth,  at  Wil- 
mington, Del. 

The  Terror  is  in  the  yard  of  Cramp  &  Sons,  at  Philadelphia ;  and^ 
finally, 

The  Monadnock  is  in  the  yard  of  Phiueas  Burgess,  at  Yallejo,  Cal. 

The  work  on  all  is  about  equally  advanced,  except  upon  the  Mianto- 
nomoh, which  is  much  nearer  completion  than  the  rest. 

These  vessels  have  been  in  private  yards  since  the  early  part  of  the 
year  1875.  The  work  done  upon  them  has  very  generally  been  paid  out 
of  current  appropriations.  Proposals  were  invited  at  the  outset,  and 
John  Roach  was  very  much  the  lowest  bidder ;  and  his  bid  was  taken 
as  the  rate  for  contracting  for  the  work  on  all  vessels,  and  the  work  was 
distributed  as  named  above,  the  other  contractors  acceptiug  contracts 
at  his  bid. 

When  the  contracts  were  given  there  was  in  the  Treasury  available 
for  the  purpose  a  sufficient  amount  of  money.  There  is  no  testimony 
which  indicates  the  prices  were  excessive,  and  the  work  done  and  ma- 
terial furnished  is  without  fault,  so  far  as  your  committee  are  able  to 
discover,  and  Congress  has  so  far  ratified  these  original  contracts  as  to 
set  aside  a  million  of  dollars  for  the  purpose  of  repairing  these  double- 
turreted  iron  monitors.     (See  appropriation  bill,  1874-75.) 

The  contracts  above  set  forth  contain  clauses  providing  for  exchange 
of  new  for  old  material.  This  clause,  involving  an  alleged  violation  of 
law  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  no  wise  affects  the  legal 
obligations  of  the  government  to  the  contractors,  and  was  not  specially 
advantageous  to  them,  as  will  appear  by  reference  to  testimony  taken 
before  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  during  the  Forty -fourth  Con- 
gress, nor  can  we  find  any  evidence  of  fraud  or  bad  faith  on  the  part  of 
the  contractors. 

But  before  this  clause  was  inserted  in  the  contracts  the  then  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  submitted  the  question  to  the  Committees  of  Appropriation 
of  both  houses  of  Congress,  to  determine  whether  it  was  better  to  utilize 
the  old  material  in  rebuilding  the  iron-clads,  which  would  enable  the 
work  to  be  done  with  less  appropriations,  or  to  throw  the  old  materia) 
CD  the  scrap-heap  to  be  used  as  old  iron.  These  committees  deemed  it 
best  to  use  the  old  material,  as  was  subsequently  provided  for  in  the 
contracts^  and  under  appropriations  accordingly. 
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The  followiDg  snms  have  beeu  paid  or  remain  due  upon  coDtracts  for 
coDstruction  of  said  vessels  : 

Amphitrite $135,000 

Amphitrite 155,000 

Monadnock 135,000 

Monadnock 22,350 

Monadnock 216,900 

Terror 1:^,000 

Terror 155,000 

Poritan 155,000 

Puritan 207,000 

Total 1,316,250 

HISTORY   OF  ORIGINAL    CONTRACTS. 

The  facts  with  regard  to  the  repairs  of  the  double  iron  turreted  iron- 
clads are  very  simple  as  developed  by  the  testimony.  Warned  by  the 
constant  recurrence  of  circumstances  which  exposed  us  to  dangers  of  in- 
sult and  annoyance  from  powers  comparatively  weak,  but  who  had  com- 
mand of  a  few  ironclad  ships,  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Navy  became 
impressed  with  the  wisdom  and  necessity  of  strengthening  our  Navy  in 
this  important  arm.  Neither  our  situation  nor  our  policy  required  that 
our  Navy  should  be  largely  strengthened  for  the  purpose  of  aggressive 
operations  abroad,  but  the  necessity  that  our  iron-clad  fleet,  which  had 
become  entirely  useless  since  the  war,  should  be  completely  repaired, 
for  the  defense  of  our  harbors,  and  for  operations  near  our  own  coasts, 
seemed  imperative.  This  the  Secretary  nndertook  to  do  out  of  the  cur- 
rent appropriations  of  his  department.  He  first  undertook  the  repairs 
of  our  single- turreted  monitors,  and  succeeded  in  putting  fourteen  of 
these,  all  that  could  be  made  efficient,  in  complete  and  lasting  repair, 
paying  for  the  work  out  of  the  regular  appropriations  of  the  department. 
He  then  entered,  in  like  manner,  upon  the  repair  of  the  five  doubletur- 
reted  monitors  belonging  to  the  government,  Congress  having  authorized 
the  use  for  that  purpose  of  an  old  fund  lying  in  the  Treasury  to  the 
credit  of  the  Navy  Department.  (See  act  June  23, 1874,  Stats,  at  Large, 
p.  226.)  The  government  navy  yards  not  affording  facilities  for  the  work, 
it  was  given  out  to  the  several  great  ship-building  establishments  of  the 
conntry,  at  prices  fixed  by  close  examination  and  competition  among 
them.  As  the  work  was  too  extensive  to  be  completed  at  once,  and  too 
costly  to  be  spared  out  of  the  appropriation  of  any  single  year,  the  work 
of  construction  was  divided  into  three  separate  classes:  First,  the 
replacing  of  the  old  frames  and  beams  with  new  iron  ones;  second, 
the  putting  on  of  plating,  inside  and  out,  and  thfe  work  incident 
thereto ;  and  third,  the  rolling  and  putting  on  of  the  armor,  turrets,  &c., 
and  generally  finishing  the  ship  ready  for  sea.  The  idea  was  that  the 
contracts  for  these  several  classes  should  be  given  out  successively  as 
the  work  progressed,  and  the  appropriations  became  available.  The 
contracts  for  the  class  of  work  first  referred  to  were  given  out,  and  the 
work  completed  and  paid  for,  partly  out  of  the  fund  turned  over  by 
Congress  as  above  stated,  and  partly  out  of  the  current  appropriations. 
The  contracts  for  the  second  class  of  work  were  next  entered  into. 
These  were  to  be  paid  wholly  out  of  the  current  appropriations,  and 
were,  of  course,  liable  to  be  stopped  by  a  failure  of  appropriations,  or  by 
such  exigencies  as  might  require  any  extraordinary  expenditure  of  them. 
It  was  therefore  expressed  in  the  contracts  that  they  should  be  subject 
to  the  appropriations.  There  was  in  the  Treasury,  at  the  time  these 
contracts  were  made,  sufficient  funds  appropriate  for  their  payment, 
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bat  the  subsequent  unexpected  exigencies  of  the  service  required  other 
legitimate  expenditure  of  a  large  portion  of  these  funds,  and  Congress, 
at.the  then  preceding  session,  not  only  failed  to  make  any  additional 
appropriation  for  this  work,  but  reduced  the  current  appropriations  for 
the  working  bureaus  of  the  department  nearly,  or  quite  one-half.  The 
department  being  thus  unable  to  pay  for  the  work  done  under  these 
contracts,  uotilied  the  several  contractors  of  that  fact,  and  directed 
them  to  desist  from  further  work  under  them.  But  the  work  had  already 
progressed  to  a  point  where  it  was  impossible  to  stop  it  without  great 
inconvenience  and  injury.  The  contractors,  for  their  own  protection, 
preferred  to  proceed  at  their  own  expense,  taking  only  such  payments  as 
the  department  was  able  to  make,  and  relying  on  the  justice  of  the  gov- 
ernment for  their  iinal  reimbursement.  This  is  the  liability  which  makes 
the  bulk  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  department.  The  work  is  most  im- 
portant and  valuable-to  the  government.  It  is  well  done  at  fair  and  proper 
prices,  as  far  as  your  committee  can  ascertain.  It  was  undertaken  with 
the  knowledge  and  sanction  of  Congress,  and  the  fact  that  it  was  pro- 
gressing, and  to  be  paid  for  out  of  annual  appropiations,  was  regularly 
reported  to  Congress  each  year^  and  payment  has  not  been  made  only 
because  Congress,  in  its  discretion,  did  not  make  the  anticipated  appro- 
priations, for  this  kind  of  work,  during  the  last  two  years.  A  regular 
statement  of  these  claims,  with  the  other  indebtedness  of  the  depart- 
ment, will  be  found  annexed  to  this  report,  and  this  committee  unani- 
mously recommend  their  payment. 

THE  SUSPENDED  CONTRACTS. 

The  particular  contracts  in  regard  to  these  ironclads  which  were  sus- 
pended by  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Navy  are  the  contracts  for  the 
third  class  of  work  above  mentioned.  They  were  made  under  a  direc- 
tion of  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  bearing  date  the  2d  day  of  March, 
1877,  and  were  entered  into  under  the  following  circumstances :  The 
work  on  the  ships  under  the  second  class  of  contracts  had  progressed 
as  far  toward  completion  as  was  possible,  without  proceeding  to  do 
some  of  the  work  which  came  under  the  third  class.  This  the  con- 
traetors  could  not  do,  even  at  their  own  expense,  unless  they  could 
have  the  proper  drawings,  plans,  and  specifications  for  the  purpose, 
80  that  unless  these  were  given  them  they  were  unable,  not  only 
to  proceed  to  complete  the  ships  even  at  at  their  own  cost,  but  they 
could  not,  in  fact,  finish  up  the  work  under  the  old  contracts.  The 
ships  were  in  three  ship-yards,  the  work  on  them  regularly  organ- 
ized and  proceeding  under  regular  and  consistent  plans  to  its  comple- 
tion. If  it  were  altogether  stopped,  they  would  not  only  be  unable  to 
complete  the  work  under  their  old  contracts,  but  the  ships  must  remain 
unfinished  in  their  yards,  the  causes  of  great  inconvenience  and  expense 
to  them  as  well  as  loss  to  the  government.  Under  these  circumstances, 
though  it  was  fully  and  clearly  known  that  the  department  would  not 
be  able  to  pay  for  the  work  unless  the  money  was  appropriated  by  Con- 
gress, the  several  contractors  urged  upon  the  Secretary  the  absolute 
necessity  that  they  should  at  least  be  given  the  proper  plans  and  speci- 
fications for  the  work  that  they  might,  if  they  chose,  go  on  entirely  at 
their  own  risk ;  at  least  far  enough  to  enable  them  to  complete  the  work 
already  under  contract.  These  considerations,  combined  with  the  man- 
ifest advantages  to  result  to  the  government  from  the  finishing  of  the 

H.  Rep.  787 ii 
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work,  induced  the  then  Secretary  to  make  his  order  of  the  2d  of  March, 
1877,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy : 

Navv  DE^ARTMK^T,  March  2, 1877. 

Sir  :  It  is  of  so  mnch  importance  to  the  country  that  theae  iron-clad  ships  shoald 
be  completed,  or,  at  least,  that  their  repairs  should  proceed  to  sach  a  point  that  they 
conld  be  rapidlv  fitted  for  service,  if  required,  and  they,  in  the  mean  time,  cease  to  be 
an  expense,  ana  it  is  obviously  so  much  for  the  interest  of  the  government  that  the 
yrork  of  their  repairs  should  i^rogress  regularly  on  a  continuous  and  consistent  plan, 
nnder  the  same  general  directions  and  without  the  delays,  imperfections,  and  surely 
increased  expense  of  pursuing  the  concurrent  and  mutuallv  dependent  parts  of  the 
work,  nnder  interfering  and  perhaps  clashing  contracts,  and  it  is  so  clearly  a  matter 
of  common  justice  to  the  contractors  who  have  entered  upon  this  work,  and  who  have 
employed  their  property  and  advanced  their  money  in  it,  trusting  to  the  justice  of  the 
government  for  reimbursement,  that  they  should  (if  they  choose  to  advance  their  means 
and  incur  the  further  risk  and  expense  necessary  to  complete  the  ships,  at  least,  to  a 
point  where  they  can,  without  injury,  be  got  ofif  their  hands,  and  out  ot  the  way  of  their 
other  operations),  have  the  opportunity  and  facilities  for  so  doing ;  that  the  department 
feels  bound  to  direct  that  the  bureaus  having  charge  of  this  work  do  supply  to  the 
various  contractors  for  these  ships  the  necessary  drawings,  specifications,  and  details 
for  their  completion,  and  that  such  as  are  willing  to  do  so,  at  their  own  risk,  be  allowed 
to  proceed  with  the  work  under  proper  stipulations  and  contracts  for  that  purpose,  and 
that  means  for  paying  for  the  same  be  taken  to  the  extent  that  the  means  at  the  com- 
mand of  the  bureau,  available  therefor,  will  justify, it  being  expressly  understood, 
however,  that  the  government  is  not  to  be  involved  in  liabilitv  by  reason  of  such 
action,  and  that  the  several  contractors  are  to  do  their  work,  if  they  do  it,  waiting 
for,  and  accepting  for  their  pay,  such  appropriations  as  may  be  made  by  Congress 
therefor. 

GEO.  M.  ROBESON, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  above  copy  of  report  and  orders  is  referred  to  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam- 
Engineering  for  his  instruction  and  guidance. 

GEO.  M.  ROBESON, 

Secretary. 


Washington,  D.  C. 

The  foregoing  order  having  been  submitted  to  ma  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  I 
state  that  I  perceive  no  legal  objection  to  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  judicious  and  expedi- 
ent, as  well  as  just. 

ALPHONSO  TAFT, 

Attorney-General. 
March  2. 1877. 

It  will  be  perceived  that  this  order  merely  directs  that  these  parties 
be  furnished  with  the  necessary  plans  and  specifications  to  proceed  with 
the  necessary  work  if  they  found  it  to  their  advantage  and  chose  to  do 
so  at  their  own  expense,  and  wholly  at  their  own  risk ;  and  it  expressly 
provides  that  the  government  shall  not  be  made  in  any  way  liable  nor 
required  to  pay  a  dollar  unless  Congress  should  specially  appropriate 
for  that  purpose.  The  regular  appropriations  for  the  department  ibr 
the  coming  year  were  at  that  time  ascertained,  and,  in  fact,  made,  but 
this  order  specially  excludes  this  work  from  the  benefit  of  them,  and 
provides  that  the  contractors  should  rely  wholly  upon  the  special  ap- 
propriations by  Congress.  The  reasons  for  making  the  order  are  spe- 
cially set  out  in  it.  The  work  was  necessary  to  be  done  to  complete  the 
ships;  it  was  valuable  to  the  government;  delay  was  most  injurious  to  all 
parties,  and  if  the  contractors  were  willing  to  spend  their  own  money,  and 
go  on  at  their  own  risk,  it  seemed  but  simple  justice  to  permit  them  to  do 
80.  The  present  Secretary  of  the  Navy  testifies  that  he  thinks  the  work 
necessary  and  most  valuable,  and  if  he  had  had  the  money  to  pay  for  it 
he  would  not  have  suspended  the  contracts*  He  says  he  suspended  them 
only  because  he  had  not  the  necessary  money  to  pay  for  them,  and  not 
for  any  other  cause  of  illegality  or  impropriety.    The  former  Secretary 
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made  them  under  the  express  provision  that  no  liability  should  accrue, 
a  very  prudent  provision,  entirely  protecting  the  government,  and  under 
the  opinion  of  the  law  officer  of  the  government  that  this  was  not  ille- 
gal. All  work  under  the  order  was  directed  to  be  suspended  early  in 
March,  1877,  and  practically  no  money  has  been  spent  under  it.  But 
the  ships  are  admitted  by  all  to  be  most  valuable  additions  to  the  de- 
fensive power  of  our  Navy,  giving  to  it  its  greatest  possible  addition  of 
strength  at  the  least  possible  cost.  The  work  is  admitted  to  be  necessary. 
The  parties  are  responsible.  The  idea  that  the  work  could  have  been 
given  to  others  is  excluded  by  the  very  circumstances  of  the  case,  which 
seem  to  us  to  render  it  impossible ;  and  the  prices  fixed  have  been  ascer- 
tained to  be  reasonable  and  proper. 

We  recommend  that  the  work  be  allowed  to  proceed  under  the  old 
contracts,  or  new  ones  to  be  made  by  the  present  Secretary  if  that  is 
preferred,  and  that  proper  appropriations  be  made  for  the  completion  of 
these  most  valuable  ships. 

SUSPENDED  TIMBER  ORDERS. 

One  of  the  largest  contingent  liabilities  of  the  government  grows  out 
of  the  orders  for  timber  suspended  by  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
as  follows : 

Date  of  BTupeDslon. 

F.  H.  Smith  &  Co.,  for  live-oak April   20,1877 

I.  Bigler  &,  Co.,  for  white  oak March  24, 1877 

W.  B.  Hatch  &  Co.,  for  white  oak March  28, 1877 

J.  W.  Baker,  for  knees March  24, 1877 

William  White,  for  timber March  22,  1877 

P.  Sharpe,  knees  and  timber April     7,1877 

S.  P.  Brown,  lumber ' April   25, 1877 

The  amount  of  money  required  to  complete  these  purchases  is  $  137,094.60, 
increasing  the  full  amount  of  timber  indebtedness  to  the  sum  of  $416,- 
392.32.  The  government  is  probably  bound  by  these  orders.  They  were 
given  under  direction  of  the  late  Ghief  of  the  Bureau  of  Gonstruction 
and  Repair,  and  were  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  appropriations  of  the  fol- 
lowing year,  and  to  be  used  in  the  operations  of  that  year.  There  was 
not  money  on  hand  at  the  time  of  purchase  to  pay  for  this  timber. 

The  prices,  according  to  the  testimony  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of 
the  ^avy,  were  not  exorbitant,  unless  in  a  single  instance,  in  which 
case  (that  of  William  White),  the  government  had  the  option  of  having 
the  timber  delivered  to  Kittery  yard  instead  of  Norfolk  yard,  which,  if 
it  had  exercised,  would  have  rendered  the  prices  fair.  The  timber  can 
be  utilized;  a  greater  portion  has  been  delivered  in  the  yards.  In  view 
of  these  circumstances,  considering  what  is  due  to  the  parties  and  eco- 
nomical for  the  government,  your  committee  recommend  that  an  appro- 
priation be  made  to  enable  the  government  to  carry  out  said  contracts, 
in  the  sum  of  $416,392.32,  and  that,  in  payment  for  the  same,  the  hon- 
orable Secretary  of  the  Navy  be  requested  to  carefully  scrutinize  said 
materials,  and  to  pay  for  the  same  no  more  than  a  fair  market-price  at 
the  date  of  the  several  orders,  and  only  accept  such  of  it  as  will  pass 
the  most  rigid  inspection.  In  connection  with  this  subject-matter,  we 
invite  attention  to  the  following  testimony  of  the  honorable  Secretary  : 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  reference  to  these  timber-contracts  and  the  most  appropriate  disposition  to  be 
made  of  them  in  the  interests  of  economy^  efficiency,  and  the  honor  of  the  government, 
what,  in  your  judgment,  ought  to  be  done  T — A.  I  have  supposed  that  it  would  be  bet- 
ter for  the  government  to  ratify  those  contracts  and  let  the  timber  be  bought,  provided 
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Congress  iDtends  at  any  time  to  build  more  ships.  I  may  say  here  that  I  find  a  great 
many  ships  with  rotten  timber  in  them,  which  evidently  is  dae  to  the  fact  that  the 
timber  has  been  used  before  having  been  properly  seasoned.  While  I  do  not  profess  to 
know  very  much  about  those  things,  I  have  an  impression  that  a  ship  ought  not  to  be 
built  out  of  timber  which  has  been  seasoned  less  than  three  years,  and,  of  course,  it 
would  be  better  if  it  were  older  than  that. 

Q.  When  before  the  committee  on  a  former  occasion  you  stated,  in  effect,  that  upon 
coming  into  office  you  found  a  certain  number  of  outstanding  contracts  for  the  pur- 
chase of  timber,  or  ** timber  orders";  that  yon  suspended  those  orders,  and  subse- 
quently modified  the  order  of  suspension  to  the  extent  of  permitting  certain  parties 
having  timber  actually  in  transit  to  deliver  their  timber  at  its  several  points  ot  desti- 
nation.— A.  That  was  substantially  the  statement  which  I  made. 

Q.  Will  you  now  favor  the  committee  with  a  suggestion,  by  way  of  aiding  them  in 
coming  to  a  just  conclusion,  as  to  the  moat  profitable  disposition  to  be  made  of  that 
timber  upon  considerations  of  economy  in  the  public  service,  the  wants  of  the  service, 
and  the  rights  of  the  parties  concerned  f — A.  Permit  me  to  say  on  that  subject  (I  do 
not  know  but  that  on  the  former  occasion  I  did  say  it)  that  it  is  important  we  should 
always  have  timber  on  hand  and  pretty  well  seasoned  before  it  is  put  into  the  ship, 
for  the  reason  that  if  you  put  in  unseasoned  timber  the  ship  does  not  last  at  all,  she 
needs  repairs  immediately.  Therefore,  it  is  a  measure  of  economy  to  have  a  pretty 
good  supply  of  timber  on  hand,  and  well  seasoned,  at  all  times.  We  need  timber,  and 
perhaps  there  is  not  now  more  timber  bought  than  we  shall  need,  unless  Congress  shall 
stop  building  ships.  I  do  not  know  of  any  reason  to  believe  or  suspect  that  the  parties 
engaged  in  these  timber  contracts  acted  otherwise  than  in  good  faith,  nor  do  I  see  any- 
thing but  good  faith  about  the  contracts  at  all.  The  timber,  I  apprehend,  will  all  pass 
inspection ;  and  it  seems  to  me  it  will  be  economy  fjr  Cougress  to  ratify  these  con- 
tracts, pay  for  this  timber,  and  have  it  stored  away  for  subsequent  use.  We  are  com- 
pelled to  buy  timber  in  any  event,  and  I  do  not  see  anythiug  like  improvidence  iu 
those  timber  contracts  at  all. 

SUSPENDED  CONTKACTS  (IRON-CLADS). 

SOUTH  BOSTON    IRON  COMPANY. 

Tbe  contracts  with  this  company  for  boilers,  made  on  the  7tb  and  lOtb 
of  March,  1877,  by  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  seem  to  us  both 
legal  and  proper.  They  were  made  after  the  appropriations  had  been 
made  under  which  they  were  to  be  executed  for  work  deemed  and  re- 
ported as  necessary  to  be  done  by  the  bureau,  with  responsible  and 
respectable  parties,  and  at  prices  as  low  or  lower  than  that  paid  for 
similar  work.  It  is  said  that  they  are  illegal  because  they  were  given 
without  advertisement.  We  reply  that  we  do  not  construe  the  law  re- 
qniring  supplies,  materials,  and  services  to  be  advertised  for,  except 
when  needed  immediately,  to  apply  to  contracts  for  boilers  and  ma- 
chinery. The  words  ''  supplies  and  materials''  have  a  technical  mean- 
ing in  the  Navy,  and  this  provision  of  law,  as  we  have  before  said,  has 
never  been  held  to  govern  contracts  for  ships,  machinery,  or  boilers. 
These  contracts  seem  to  us  to  be  legal  and  fair,  at  low  prices,  and  with 
proper  parties.     We  think  they  ought  to  be  sustained. 

WOOD,  DIALOGUE  A:  CO. 

We  are  not  aware  of  any  testimony  which  shows  anything  peculiar 
in  the  transaction  with  this  firm.  In  1873  they  bought  of  the  govern- 
ment at  public  auction  an  old  floating  dock,  which  had  been  condemned 
and  ordered  sold.  Their  bid  was  the  highest,  and  the  property  was 
struck  off  to  them.  They  paid  a  large  portion  of  the  purchase  money, 
but  the  government  retained  possession  of  the  dock  to  secure  the  bal- 
ance. Afterward  they  received  orders  for  work  from  the  department 
in  the  regular  course  of  its  business,  and  the  department  became  in- 
debted to  them  therefor.    When  this  happened  they  were  allowed  to 
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take  tbe  dock  with  the  nnderBtandlDg  that  their  note,  which  tlicy  had 
given  for  the  balance  dae,  and  which  was  secured  by  lien  on  the  dock 
itself,  should  be  discharged  oat  of  the  money  dne  or  to  grow  due  them 
from  the  department.  Snbseqaently  the  steamer  Burlington  was 
bought  of  tbis  tirm  on  the  representation  of  the  then  commandant  of 
the  League  Island  yard  that  such  a  steamer  was  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  removal  of  materials  and  carrying  of  workmen  to  that  station, 
and  their  note  above  referred  to  was  agreed  to  be  taken  as  part  pay- 
ment for  the  same  as  a  means  of  collecting  it  without  cost  or  expense  to 
the  department.  There  seems  to  us  to  be  no  objection  to  this ;  but  as 
certain  of  the  work  done  by  them  for  the  department  has  proved  to  be 
defective,  and  their  claim  is  at  best  doubtful,  we  concur  with  the  ma- 
jority in  declining  to  recommend  payment  for  the  same  without  further 
examination. 

In  regard  to  the  claims  of  Griffiths  and  Donald  McKay,  and  the  claim 
of  Joseph  P.  Manton,  referred  to  by  the  majority,  no  testimony  what- 
ever was  oflFered  before  the  committee. 

LIFESAVINO  BOATS. 

There  is  another  transaction,  originating  in  the  Bureau  of  Consti  ac- 
tion and  Eepair,  between  the  department  and  A.  M.  Ingersoll,  for  the 
purchase  of  ten  lifeboats,  of  th^i  most  approved  pattern,  for  $1,500  each, 
dated  January  29, 1878.  The  contract  is  regular  upon  its  face.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  boats  was  had  by  a  board  appointed  by  the  honorable 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  consisting  of  Rear- Admiral  Ammen,  Naval  Con- 
structor Webb,  and  Chief  Engineer  Henderson.  (See  Eepprt,  pages  201 
et  seq.  of  the  Appendix.) 

Such  board  reported  that  the  contract  was  properly  carried  out  by 
Mr.  Ingersoll ;  that  the  cost  of  constructing  said  boats  was  $1,150 
each. 

The  honorable  Secretary  has  shown  a  disposition  to  examine  into  the 
transaction  with  rigid  scrutiny,  and  in  the  judgment  of  your  committee 
an  equitable  settlement  of  the  claim  can  be  safely  left  with  him.  He  has 
means  not  accessible  to  your  committee  of  ascertaining  the  cost  and  util- 
ity of  the  boats:. 

BUREAU  OF  PROVISIONS  AND  CLOTHING. 

This  bureau  is  indebted  to  various  parties  in  the  sum  of  more  than 
four  hundred  thousand  dollars,  but  a  yet  greater  sum  is  due  it  from  the 
pay  appropriation.  If  a  settlement  were  had  and  the  full  amount  due 
to  this  bureau  paid,  it  would,  after  extinguishing  all  its  obligations,  be 
without  any  deficiency.  The  deficiency  in  reality  exists  in  tbe  pay  ap- 
propriation. Small  amounts  from  pay  are,  from  time  to  time,  being 
credited  to  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  but  enough  will  not 
be  gathered  from  that  source  to  supply  the  deficit.  The  amounts  neces- 
sary must  be  appropriated  to  enable  the  bureau  to  settle  this  indebted- 
ness. The  amount  of  clothing  on  hand  is  far  beyond  the  needs  of  the 
service. 

The  indebtedness  of  the  bureau  amounts  to  $447,935.22  beyond  what 
it  has  means  to  pay,  and  an  appropriation  of  that  sum  is  necessary. 
Many  of  the  claims  against  this  bureau  have  been  outstanding  and  un- 
paid for  several  years.  Considering  they  bear  no  interest  and  that  they 
are  undisputed,  it  will  be  observed  that  the  creditors  have  been  sub- 
jected to  great  hardship  and  the  government  to  disgrace. 
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PAY  APPROPRIATION. 

There  will  be  a  deficiency  in  this  appropriation,  but,  forasmuch  as  all 
the  facts  have  been  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Oommittee  on  Ap- 
propriations, that  it  is  not  a  present  but  prospective  indebtedness,  your 
committee  do  not  deem  it  incumbent  to  xAoke  any  suggestion. 

The  amount  of  annaal  appropriation  required  is  a  mere  matter  of 
arithmetic.  The  number  of  officers  and  men  and  their  pay  are  regu- 
lated by  law. 

CONCLUSION. 

The  exact  amount  of  indebtedness  of  the  Navy  Department  is  $3,217,- 
738.76.  The  creation  of  this  indebtedness  arose  largely  from  a  change 
of  policy  by  Congress,  by  which  the  appropriations  for  the  working  bu- 
reaus of  the  department  were  greatly  reduced,  leaving  work  contracted 
for  and  necessary  to  be  finished  in  an  incomplete  state.  There  was 
nothing  criminal  or  improper  in  the  mode  this  indebtedness  arose,  and 
nothing  in  it  concealed  from  Congress.  The  parties  dealt  with  may  well 
complain  that  the  government  disregards  its  just  obligations  by  leaving 
them  unpaid.  The  amount  of  indebtedness  to  individuals  is  appended, 
set  opposite  to  their  respective  names. 


In  Bureau  of  Engineering, 

American  Tabe  Works $7, 

American  Steam-Gauge  Company 

E.  H.Ashcroft 

William  H.  Arthur  &  Co 

Atlantic  Works 1, 

Adams  Express  Company 

Stillman  B.Allen 

A.  P.  Brown 51. 

D.  Babcock  &  Co 6, 

Boston  Lead  Company 

George  F.  Blake  Manafactaring  Company 

Benner  &  Pinckney 

Cook,  Rymes  &Co 

Chalmers,  Spencer  &Co 1, 

Coast  Wrecking  Company 

M.  A.  Campbell. 

C.  H.  De  Lamater  &  Co 72, 

Downie,  Trainer  «fcCo 

F.  W.  Devoe  &  Co 

Richard  Dudgeon 

William  P.Eddy 

Eastern  Railroad  Company 

George  P.  Goff : 8, 

George  E.  Hanson 

H.  H.  Ham 

J.  D.  Hurlbnrt  &  Son 4, 

A.  M.  Ingersoll 13, 

Manhattan  Oil  Comimny 16, 

John  Mullett 

A.  A.  McCullongh 

Manhattan  Packing  Company 

Neafie  &  Levy 45, 

Old  Dominion  Steamship  Company 

Philadelphia  and  New  York  Steam  Navigation  Company 

Rider  &  Colton 

Francis  Raymond 

Sutton  &.  Co 4, 

Thomas  M.  Shepherd 

Twitchell,  Pike  &  Co 

WiUiam  A.  Torrey  &  Co 36, 

Walton  Brothers  ..,.. 8, 


059  75 

20  50 
625  00 
192  30 
413  44 
2  35 
450  00 
846  38 
464  93 

95  00 
225  00 

26  50 

14  00 
243  73 

75  00 
108  60 
213  07 

69  8S 

122  50 

693  86 

4 

11 
265 


42 
90 
40 


83  00 

3  50 
031  19 
156  50 
883  56 

25  75 
271  44 
719  75 
218  64 

29  92 

2  12 

106  58 

4  70 
745  79 
130  00 

18  00 
521  72 
694  63 
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E.  V.  White  &  Co $152  58 

E.  M.  Whittaker  &  Co 414  59 

C.  C.Wallcott 876  71 

George  H.  Creed 21  75 

Charles  W.Cottle 54  87 

Mercer  Goodrich 1  58 

JameeM.  Motley 4,320  00 

Pacific  Mail  Steamship  Compaoj 733  95 

Pratt  &  Whitney  Company 22,739  93 

M.  A.  &  C.  A.  Santos 29  75 

Vickery  &Co 109  30 

Harlan  <&  Hollingsworth  Company 84,136  39 

T.F.Rowland 47,428  25 

Providence  Steam-Engine  Company 288,187  22 

Qnintard  Iron  Works 116,384  20 

Qnintard  Iron  Works,  paid  to  Ashcroft 5,0i0  00 

Qnintard  Iron  Works,  paid  to  Murphy  &  Co 301  66 

William  Cramp  &  Sons 66,850  00 

John  Roach 323,139  50 

South  Boston  Iron  Company ldl,049  64 

C.F.  Hatch 54  50 

Total 1,423,876  67 

In  Bureau  Construction  and  Bepair. 

Anthony  &  Co $122  30 

Bridgewater  Iron  Company 52  00 

Phi  neas  Burgess 198,232  30 

J.W.  Buker 196  38 

W.  Cramp  &  Sons 82,744  55 

George  H.  Creed 804  05 

C.M.Chase 45  10 

George  P.  Goflf 585  52 

H.W.  Gardner 13,100  00 

Harlan  &  Hollingsworth  Company 234,939  34 

J.L.Knowlton 4,300  00 

Joseph  L.  Manton 5,900  00 

Nathaniel  McKay 6,900  00 

Phelps  Manufacturing  Company 334  60 

T.  F.  Rowland 13,898  96 

Bider  &  Cotton 184  77 

John  Roach 295,318  89 

M.  A.  and  C.  A.  Santos 155  00 

W.F.Steele 3,400  00 

8.  A.  Stevens  &  Co 131  69 

Tatham  Brothers 128  43 

W.A.  Torrey 76  00 

Taylor,  Elliott  &  Co 89  97 

Walton  Brothers 18  00 

E.  V.White  &  Co 351  78 

Seyfert,  McManus  &  Co 29,674  92 

J.  K.  Frothingham 1,250  00 

W.  B.Reamy 400  00 

American  Windlass  Company 6,200  00 

A.M.  IngersoU 15,000  00 

Neafie  &  Levy 15,000  00 

Total 929,534  55 

Amounts  due  for  timber, 

IN  BUREAU  OF  CONSTRUCTION  AND  REPAIR. 

J.  W.  Buker $60,000  00 

F.  H.  Smith  &  Co 53,830  75 

J.Bigler&  Co 42,191  96 

Bashor&  Co 29,526  51 

B.P.Brown 9,525  71 

W.B.Hatch  &Co 21,034  22 
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Wm.  White $76,700  00 

E.  H.  Jewett 5,084  40 

A.  A.  McCulIougb 6,702  87 

A.  H.  Lindsay 884  50 

JohnTrickcy 7,481  02 

Hatch,  Lord  &  Co 70,160  17 

W.B.  Hatch  &  Co 18,783  70 

H.  S.  Vanderbilt 14,218  51 

Joseph  L.  8avage 268  00 

Total 416,392  ZZ 

Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing, 

PROVISIONS. 

J.  W.Bigelow  815,357  40 

J.  W.  Jones 24,800  85 

Hunter,  Walton  &  Co 8,248  33 

John  Hanley 7,439  73 

CIX)THING. 

J.  W.Bigelow 194,880  56 

Mission  Mills 142,418  00 

William  Mathews 13,655  46 

William  McKnight 4,350  00 

JohnBoylan .'^,375  00 

P.  Lorillard  &  Co.  (tobacco) 28,500  00 

Due  hospital  fund 4,909  89 

Total 447,935  22 

lleca2^iiulation. 

Bureau  of  Construction 929,534  55 

Engineering 1,423,876  67 

Provisions  and  Clothing 447,935  22 

Amounts  for  timber 416,392  32 

Total 3,217,738  76 

They  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolations  : 
That  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  be,  and  hereby  is,  instructed 
to  report  an  appropriation  in  the  sam  of  $3,217,738.76,  to  enable  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  pay  the  claims  mentioned  to  the  respective 
parties  named  hereinbefore. 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be.  and  he  hereby  is,  instructed  to 
examine  the  certain  contracts  dated  March  3, 1877,  with  Phineas  Bur- 
gess, for  completion  of  Monadnock,  (695,000 ;  with  William  Cramp  & 
Sons,  for  completion  of  Terror,  $578,000;  with  Harlan  &  Hollinswortb, 
for  completion  of  Amphitrite,  $578,000;  with  John  Koach,  for  comple- 
tion of  Puritan,  $1,417,642;  also  contracts  with  the  South  Boston  Iron 
Company,  dated  respectively  March  7  and  10, 1877,  for  construction  of 
boilers,  for  the  sum  of  $331,621.09 — together  amounting  to  the  sum  of  I 
$3,600,263.09;  and,  on  being  satisfied  that  the  same  are  with  responsible 
parties  and  for  proper  prices,  to  confirm  and  carry  out  the  same,  and 
that  an  appropriation  be  made  therefor.  / 

H.  F.  PAGE, 
JAY  A.  HUBBELL,         f 
K.  WILLIAMS,  i 

Of  the  Minoritm 


TESTIMONY  TAKEN  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  EXPENDITURES 

IN  THE  NAVY  DEPARTMENT. 


Committee  on  Expenditures  in  Navv  Department, 

Thursday,  January  17,  1878. 

William  H.  Shock  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  State  your  official  position. — ^Answer.  Engineer- in-Chief  of  the  Xavy  and  Chief 
of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Eugineerinf^. 

Q.  For  what  period  have  jou  acted  in  that  capacity  f  — A.  I  received  my  commission  oo 
the  3d  of  March  last  (1877). 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  your  confirmation  t — A.  The  day  on  which  I  was  nominated 
was  the  27th  of  Febraary,  1^7  ;  the  date  of  confirmation  was  of  course  subsequent  to  that ; 
I  do  not  remember  that  date. 

Q.  Who  was  your  predecessor  in  office? — A.  Engineer-in-Cbief  Wood. 

Q.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  committee  to  ascertain,  among  other  things,  the  iudebtedness  of  the 
bureau  of  which  you  are  the  chief.  Can  you  furnish  us  with  a  statement  showing  such 
indebtedness  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  [  Witness  produces  two  original  papers  of  which  certified  copies, 
subsequently  presented,  are  annexed  to  the  testimony  and  marked  Exhibits  A  and  B.] 
I  can  give  you  the  statement  from  the  papers  which  I  hold  in  my  hand.  These  being 
original  papers,  I  will  be  glad  to  have  prepared  for  the  use  of  the  committee,  if  it  be  de- 
sired t.>  make  use  of  them,  certified  copies  of  the  same.  These  are  the  originals  from 
which  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  receive^  copies  upon  assuming  charge  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, March  15,  1877. 

Q.  Do  these  exhibits  show  the  entire  indebtedness  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  f— 
A.  These  two  exhibits  show  the  entire  indebtedness  as  far  as  I  was  able  to  get  it  from  the 
books  at  that  date. 

Q.  Up  to  what  date  t— A.  Up  to  the  date  here  affixed.  Here  is  the  chief  clerk's  certifi- 
cate, bearing  date^March  9,  1877. 

Q.  I  ask  you  now  whether  the  items  of  indebtedness  set  forth  in  these  two  exhibits  com- 
prise approved  bills? — A.  One  exhibit  comprises  the  approved  bills.  '^Approved  bills  "  and 
**  Cash  paid"  yon  will  find  under  their  respective  heads.  The  other  exhibit  comprises  con- 
tracts complete  and  incomplete.  There  is  a  letter  which  accompanied  these  exhibits  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  which  I  shall  be  happy  also  to  furnish  the  committee,  if  such  be  its 
desire. 

Q.  Please  take  up  these  exhibits  and  state  fully  what  is  indicated  by  each  7 — A.  This 
paper  (Exhibit  A)  shows  a  list  of  contracts,  orders,  &c,  existing  March  1,  1877. 

Q.  A  list  of  contracts  outstanding  ? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  complete  and  incomplete,  including 
contracts  made  conditionally  on  the  3d  of  March.  You  will  also  find  here  the  contracts  made 
since  March  1,  1877,  and  before  the  10th  day  of  March,  1877,  between  those  dates,  inclusive. 

Q.  Does  it  not  also  show  the  amounts  that  have  been  paid  on  account  of  such  contracts  ? — 
A.  It  does,  sir  ;  both  in  money  and  by  approved  bills. 

Q.  Also  the  amount  of  approved  bills  unpaid? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Also  the  balances  due  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  the  amounts  allowed  for  old  material  in  part 
payment  on  account' of  these  contracts. 

Q.  And  also  remarks  showing  whether  th^  contracts  are  complete  or  incomplete  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  under  the  head  of  **  Remarks." 

Q.  Now  state  what  Exhibit  B  contains. — A.  Exhibit  B  contains  orders,  &c.,  existing 
March  1 ,  1677,  for  materials. 

Q.  When  you  say  ** existing,"  you  mean  outstanding  and  in  force? — A.  Yes,  sir.  And 
also  bills  approved  but  unpaid,  and  not  included  in  the  foregoing  part  of  Exhibit  B  nor  in 
Exhibit  A ;  also  remarks,  whether  being  delivered,  delivered  in  full,  manufactured  for  de- 
livery, and  so  on,  but  in  process  of  execution. 

Q.  State  now  the  amount  due  to  contractors,  the  amount  approved  and  not  paid. — A.  The 
total  indebtedness  by  Exhibit  B  amounts  to  |206,852.75. 

Q.  What  was  the  indebtedness  due  on  the  1st  day  of  March,  1877  7— A.  $195,312,09. 
That  is  all  included  in  the  sum  $206,852.75. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  know  is  this :  What  was  the  whole,  complete  indebtedness  of  the 
Barean  of  Steam-Engineering  7 — A.  The  whole  indebtedness  was  $1,499,214.39. 

Q.  Does  that  appear  by  the  two  exhibits  which  you  have  befbre  you  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  there 

1  N 
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was  some  slight  modification  made,  becanse  this  was  made  in  the  early  part  of  Marc)\,  and 
at  a  subsequent  period,  before  the  Secretary  got  this  report,  there  were  some  bills  approved. 
That  made  a  little  change  in  this.    I  do  not  know  exactly  what  the  change  is. 

Q.  It  appears  by  the  Secretary's  report  (p.  28)  that  the  total  indebtedness  was  11,661,- 
547.08.  Will  yon  explain  the  apparent  discrepancy  ? — A.  There  must  have  been  some  bills 
approved  between  the  time  at  which  this  original  exhibit  was  made  out  and  the  time  at  which 
the  Secretary  got  his  copies.  This  original  shows  a  less  amount.  There  were  some  bills 
approved  or  there  was  some  action  taken  by  the  bureau  between  the  issue  of  this  exhibit  and 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of-the  Navy.     That  is  susceptible  of  satisfactory  explanation. 

Q.  Does  the  amount  of  total  indebtedness,  as  stated  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  viz,  $1,661,547.08,  include  all  the  indebtedness  exclusive  of  contracts  of  March  3, 
7,  and  10,  or  simply  the  indebtedness  predicated  upon  approved  bills?— A.  Bills  ap- 
proved  and  not  approved.  It  is  an  exhibit  of  the  entire  indebtedness  of  the  bureau  at  that 
time,  viz,  March  9,  as  taken  from  the  books  of  the  bur^iu ;  but  subsequent  to  that  there 
must  have  been  something  which  I  cannot  now  remember.  The  difference  between  the  two 
amounts,  viz,  $1,661,547.08  and  $1,409,214.39,  is  susceptible  of  satisfactory  explanation, 
but  I  would  have  to  refer  to  the  books  to  see  just  how  it  was  taken  off. 

Q.  What  was  the  actual  indebtedness  of  your  bnrean  at  the  date  of  the  Secretary's  report, 
and  what  is  its  present  actual  indebtedness,  as  shown  by  your  books? — A.  1  shall  require 
time  for  reference  to  the  books  to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  By  whom  were  the  exhibits  you  have  just  analyzed  made  up  ? — A.  These  exhibits  were 
made  up  by  the  chief  clerk,  in  obedience  to  my  orders. 

Q.  Have  you  the  same  knowledge  that  he  has  an  to  the  figures  in  those  exhibits  ? — A.  I 
have  access  to  the  books  from  which  they  are  collated,  but  I  did  not  copy  them  myself.  It 
would  have  been  almost  impossible  for  me  to  have  done  so  and  have  discharged  my  duties. 

Q.  At  the  same  time  you  can  swear  of  your  own  knowledge  to  the  accuracy  of  the  fig- 
ures f — A.  I  could.  1  am  in  a  position  to  do  that.  In  regard  to  these  exhibitf),  I  would  like 
to  state* that  the  first  thing  I  did  when  I  came  into  the  bureau  was  to  order  these  exhibits 
made,  so  that  I  would  know  precisely  what  the  condition  of  the  bureau  was. 

Q.  Do  the  exhibits  which  are  here  offered  in  evidence  show  any  indebtedness  arising  from 
contracts  made  after  you  were  chief  of  the  bureau  ? — A.  They  do,  sir. 

Q.  Do  they  show  any  indebtedness  arising  fiom  contracts  entered  into  on  the  3d  day  of 
March,  1877,  for  work  on  account  of  the  iron-clads  Pnritan,  Monadnock,  Terror,  and  Amphi- 
trite,  aggregating  $1,165,000? — A.  They  show  contracts  made  on  the  3d  day  of  March,  for 
the  continuation  of  work  on  the  Puritan,  Monadnock,  Terror,  and  Amphitrite,  aggregating 
$1,165,000.  And  said  exhibits  include  also  contracts  made  between  the  7th  and  ) 0th  of 
March,  both  inclusive,  for  boilers  for  the  Tuscarora,  Narragansctt,  Snowdrop,  and  Dictator, 
aggregating  $331,621,09. 

Q.  Have  you  copies  of  those  contracts  made  severally  on  the  3d  day  of  March,  1877,  and 
on  the  7th  and  lOtb,  or  between  those  dates  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  furnish  the  committee  with  copies  ot  those  contracts  7~  A.  Yea,  sir.  ^ 

By  Mr.  Hudbell: 

Q.  Please  produce  also  before  us  the  originals,  as  well  as  the  copies. —A.  The  originals 
are  with  the  parties  who  made  them..     Tiie  department  has  certified  copie:*. 

By  the  Oil  A  rRM  an: 

Q.  Those  certified  copies  are  duplicates  of  the  originals  7 — A.  Yor,  sir. 

Q.  What  disposition,  if  any,  has  been  made  of  those  contracts  f — A.  They  have  all  been 
suspended. 

Q.  Has  any  woik  been  done  on  account  of  any  of  those  contracts  ?— A.  Not  one  dollar's 
worth.  1  would  add,  as  I  before  stated,  that  these  coutrat-ts  were  in  continuation  of  work 
already  begun,  work  and  material  on  which  the  government  had  a  large  lien  by  virtue  of 
money  paid  under  previous  contracts.  These  contracts  were  made  with  the  following  par- 
ties, to  wit :  John  Roach,  Puritan  ;  P.  Burgess,  Monadnock  ;  William  Cramp  &  Son,  Ter- 
ror; Harlan  &,  Hollingsworth,  Amphitrite.  Contracts  for  the  boilers  for  the  Tuscarora, 
Snowdrop,  Narragansett,  and  Dictator  were  made  on  the  7th  aud  10th  of  March,  inclusive. 
The  South  Bostuu  Iron  Works  got  the  whole  of  those  contracts. 

Q.  When  you  stated  that  the  contracts  had  been  suspended,  did  you  have  reference  to  those 
you  have  recited  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  1  understood  the  witness  to  say  every  contract. — A.  Every  cQntract  from  the  3d  to  the 
1  Jth  of  March,  inclusive,  had  been  suspended. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  those  contracts  for  boilers  also  made  in  continuation  of  old  contracts? — A.  No. 
sir;  they  were  new  contracts.  Keferring  to  the  contracts  made  on  March  3, 1  would  state 
that  during  the  Cuban  excitement,  some  years  ago,  the  department,  anticipating  trouble 
ordered  these  vessels — the  Pujritan,  Monadnock,  Teiror,  and  Amphitrite — to  be  put  in  condi 
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lion  for  seryice;  and  from  time  to  time  there  were  contracts  made  for  conducting  the  work 
as  the  monej  would  allow,  or  as  Congress  would  appropriate;  and  just  before  Mr.  Robeson 
retired  he  made  these  contracts  (March  3)  for  the  final  completion  of  the  work. 

Q.  Now,  then,  how  did  it  become  necessary  to  make  new  contracts  f — A.  That  I  cannot 
tell  you,  sir,  because  this  whole  transaction,  excepting  the  contracts  on  March  3,  occurred 
before  I  came  into  the  department. 

Q.  There  were  no  outstanding  contracts  in  regard  to  the  vessels  last  named  f— A.  The 
original  contracts,  I  understand,  did  not  require  tneir  entire  completion.  ' 

Q.  Had  all  the  original  contracts  been  executed  f — A.  That  1  cannot  tell  you  without 
referring  to  the  books,  but  I  think  not. 

Q.  Will  you  prepare  a  statement  showing,  so  far  as  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  is 
concerned,  what  part  of  the  original  contracts  in  reference  to  the  vessels  last  named — Puri- 
tan. Monadnock,  Terror,  and  Amphitrite — was  unexecuted,  and  how  much  money  vyas  due 
thereon  on  the  3d  day  of  March,  1877  f — A.  1  will  cheerfully  do  so. 

Q.  Is  your  bureau  indebted  in  any  amount,  on  account  of  labor,  to  employes  for  the  last 
fiscal  year,  which  indebtedness  would  constitute  a  deficiency  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  yon  furnish  the  committee  with  a  copy  of  all  the  approved  bills  of  your  bureau 
which  are  unpaid  f—A.  Certainly ;  as  far  as  it  is  possible  for  me  to  do  so. 

Q.  Please  furnish  such  copy,  and  also  a  statement  ot  the  bills  which  have  been  approved 
by  your  bureau  since  you  became  its  chief,  for  work  done  or  materials  furnished  prior  to 
the  first  day  of  the  present  fiscal  year,  July  1,  1877.  Also  copies  of  all  the  contracts  be- 
tween your  bureau  and  the  parties  to  whom  the  bureau  is  indebted  whose  names  are  em- 
braced in  the  exhibits  shown  to  the  committee.  Are  there  any  contracts  outstanding,  by 
virtue  of  which  the  government  is  allowed  a  certain  sum  for  old  material  furnished  to  the 
contractors  T — A.  There  are.  Some  of  the  contracts  with  the  bureau  contain  a  clause  by 
which  the  government  is  allowed  to  pay  a  part  in  old  material ;  that  is  to  say,  to  utilise  a 
part  of  the  old  material  now  on  hand,  K>r  tne  purpose  of.  part  payment  of  any  of  the  con- 
tracts. 

Q.  Has  your  bureau,  since  you  have  been  its  chief,  furnished  any  old  material  to  any 
contractor  t — A.  Nooe  whatever. 

Q.  By  the  terms  of  the  contract,  if  old  material  was  not  furnished,  would  money  have  to 
be  paid  in  lieu  thereof  T— A.  Certainly,  sir. 

Q.  In  your  statement  of  the  contracts  that  are  outstanding,  and  by  virtue  of  which  money 
is  due  to  contractors,  please  classify  them  in  such  a  way  that  the  several  natures  of  the 
contracts  wili  appear. — A.  I  will  have  to  refer  to  the  record  for  them  and  will  furnish  the 
necessary  information. 

Q.  State  wbfthar  any  work  is  now  being  prosecuted  on  the  Puritan. — A.  I  am  not  aware, 
sir,  that  anything  is  being  done  on  the  Puritan. 

Q.  Or  upon  any  uf  the  other  vessels  f — A.  None  upon  orders  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engi- 
neering. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Could  it  be  done  upon  the  order  of  any  other  department  f — A.  The  Construction 
Bureau  has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  them. 

Q.  State  whether  the  vessels  Puritan,  Monadnock,  Terror,  and  Amphitrite  remain  in  the 
condition  in  which  they  were  on  the  3d  of  March,  Jti77. — A.  Precisely  in  that  condition,  sir, 
as  far  as  pertains  to  steam-engineering. 

Q.  The  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  the  year  1877  states  that  contracts  were 
made  on  March  7  and  March  10  for  boilers  for  the  Tuscarora,  Narragausett,  Snowdrop, 
and  Dictator.     Were  those  contracts  suspended -also  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Are  any  contracts  now  outstanding  for  the  construction  of  boilers  for  the  Puritan, 
Monadnock,  Terror,  and  Amphitrite  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  are  the  parties  to  those  contracts  f — A.  I  will  have  to  refer  to  the  books  in  order 
to  answer. 

Q.  Are  those  new  vessels  ? — A.  No,  sir.     They  are  being  rebuilt. 

Q.  Ah  of  them? — A.  Yes,  sir.     These  vessels  all  existed  before. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  How  were  all  these  contracts  made ;  upon  advertisements  or  direetly  with  the  par- 
ties T — ^A.  They  were  made  before  I  came  into  the  bureau,  and  I  cannot  say  precisely  as  to 
that. 

Q.  What  was  the  usftal  practice? — A.  The  practice  was  varied.  Sometimes  there  was 
public  advertisement;  at  other  timea  by  addressing  official  letters  to  the  parties  who 
usually  bid  when  advertisements  were  made;  and  occasionally  propositions  were  enter- 
tained from  parties,  though  unsolicited  by  the  bureau,  v 

Adjourned. 
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Washington,  D.  C,  Saturday^  January  19,  1878. 

William  H.  Shock  recalled. 

[Witness  produces  certain  papers  containing  information  called  for  by  the  committee, 
prefacinf^  their  introduction  bj  a  statement  explanatory  of  each.  The  foUowiug  is  the 
statement :  ] 

I  now  hand  the  committee  a  certified  tabulated  statement  of  the  indebtedness  of  the 
Bureau  of  Steam  En^pneering  to  July  1,  1877  (which  is  substantialiy  its  indebtedness 
now),  which  shows  in  detail,  11  appropriate  columns,  the  indebtedness  of  the  bureau  March 
],  l':)77;  the  contracts  made  March  3,  7,  and  10,  1877;  the  total  indebtedness  to  and 
including  March  10,  1877  (these  three  columns  covering  and  embracing  the  Exhibits  A 
and  B,  before  shown  the  committee;)  the  indebtedness  contracted  from  March  10  to  July 
],  1872;  and  the  aggregate  indebtedness  of  the  bureau  on  July  1,  1877,  the  same  cor- 
responding to  and  agreeing  with  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  l/)77. 

This  statement  also  shows,  in  detail,  the  unpaid  approved  bills,  those  approved  by  my 
predecessor  being  indicated  by  an  asterisk  (*).  Of  course  all  indebtedness  contracted 
previous  to  March  I  was  done  by  my  predecessor,  although  many  of  the  bills  came  to  the 
bureau  for  approval  after  I  took  charge,  and  after  being  found  correct  were  duly  approved 
by  me. 

This  statement  also  shows  the  outstanding  contracts  for  boilers  for  the  iron-clads  Terror, 
Amphitrite,  Mouadnock,  and  Puritan,  which  were  the  original  contracts  before  referred  to 
in  my  testimony,  and  in  the  column  **  Indebtedness  March  1  "  the  amounts  due  thereon  are 
shown,  which  will  indicate  about  the  progress  of  the  work  to  that  date  and  now,  as  but 
little  work  has  been  done  on  them  since  March,  except  upon  the  boilers  for  the  Monadnock, 
which  have  been  completed  as  far  as  possible  before  being  erected  in  the  ship,  and  delivered 
in  the  Brooklyn  navv-yard,  and  the  contract  closed. 

Separate  copies  ot  Exhibits  A  and  B  (before  shown  the  committee)  will  be  furnished  if 
desired  by  the  committee,  but  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  they  are  not  needed,  inasmuch  as 
this  statement  covers  and  embraces  said  exhibits  (which  are  contained  in  the  four  first  col- 
umns on  this  statement)  and  has  been  compared  with  said  exhibits,  and  fouud  to  agree,  with 
the  necessary  corrections  in  a  few  instances,  due  to  the  fact  that  the  amounts  for  most  of  the 
boilers  on  the  exhibits  were  based  upon  estimated  weights  (the  price  being  per  pound), 
but  further  advance  in  the  work  has  shown  by  actual  weighing  that  some  of  the  estimates 
were  too  low.  So  that  this  statement  now  submitted  is  a  more  correct  and  complete  exhibit 
of  the  actual  indebtedness  March  1,  as  well  as  July  1,  the  Secretary's  report,  and  now. 

I  believe  this  statement  gives  all  the  information  so  far  requested  by  this  committee,  with 
exception  of  the  copies  of  contracts  and  approved  bills,  and  I  now  hand  the  committee  the 
copies  of  contracts,  &c. 

The  copies  of  approved  bills  there  has  not  been  time  to  make.  They  are  fully  shown  in 
the  statement  submitted.  Many  of  the  most  important  are  not  in  the  bureau,  having  passed 
into  the  hands  of  the  owners  of  them  when  they  were  approved,  and  will  come  again 
to  the  bureau  only  when  requisition  is  made  for  their  payment.  Even  were  they  all  here  it 
would  take  a  long  time  to  copy  them  in  full.  Of  course  the  proper  record  of  them  is  made 
in  the  bureau,  and  the  items  making  up  each  bill  can  be  shown  by  these  records. 

(The  papers  submitted  by  witness,  as  marked  for  identification  and  reference,  are  as  follow : 

No.  1. — Exhibits  A  and  B — Certified  tabulated  statement  of  indebtedness  of  Bureau  of 
Steam  Engineering  to  July  1,  1877,  detailing  indebtedness  of  March  1,  March  10,  that 
contracted  from  March  10  to  July  1,  1877;  contracts  of  Maroh  3.  7,  and  10.  1877;  unpaid 
approved  bills;  outstanding  original  contracts  for  boilers  for  Terror,  Amphitrite,  Monad- 
nock, and  Puritan ;  amounts  due  thereon. 

No.  2. — Exhibits  C  to  Y — Copies  of  contracts,  &c. 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  19,  1878. 
John  W.  Easdy  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  :  • 

Question.  State  your  official  position.— Answer.  Naval  constructor  in  the  United  States 
Navy. 

Q,  In  what  capacity  are  yon  now  acting,  in  charge  of  a  bureau  or  otherwise  f— A.  I  am 
not  Chief  of  t^e  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  but  am  on  duty  in  that  bureau. 

Q.  Were  yon  nominated  as  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of.  Construction  and  Repair  f — A.  Tea, 
sir. 

Q.  Were  you  acting  as  chief  of  that  bureau  for  some  time;  and,  if  so,  for  bow  longt — 
A.  I  was,  for  about  seven  months. 

Q.  Was  the  termination  of  the  Congressional  session  pending  action  on  your  nomination 
the  occasion  of  your  ceasing  to  act  T— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  is  to-day  no  actual  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  T — A.  None. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  himself  is  acting  for  the  time. 
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Q.  Where  were  you  on  duty  before  beiD(|^  nominated  for  this  office  T — A.  At  Washington 
navy-yard. 

Q.  For  what  length  of  timet — A.  I  had  been  at  Washington  navy-yard,  I  suppose, 
nearly  eight  months. 

Q.  Where  were  you  previous  to  that  f — A.  At  Boston. 

Q.  For  what  length  of  time  ? — A.  About  a  year  and  eleven  months. 

Q.  You  are  third  on  the  list  of  naval  constructors,  are  you  not? — A.  I  am  third  now;  I 
have  been  third  since  Mr.  Hanscom  retired. 

Q.  Mr.  Hart  is  first  and  Mr.  Webb  second  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Our  special  object  in  examining  you  this  morning  is  to  ask  for  certain  statements  and 
documents  showing  the  true  state  of  the  expenditures  and  accounts  of  the  department  so 
fur  as  concerns  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair.  Can  you  inform  the  committee  as 
to  the  amount  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  bureau  on  the  first  day  of  the  current  fiscal  year, 
July  1,  1877? — A.  I  can,  sir,  by  reference  to  our  books  and  papers. 

Q.  Can  you  state  it  by  a  reference  to  the  published  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  ? 
— A.  No,  sir;  because  the  Secretary's  report  is  made  out  up  to  December,  1877.  While  I 
could  tell  yon  what  it  was  when  the  Secretary's  report  was  made,  I  would  have  to  go  away 
back  of  the  showing  there  to  ascertain  what  it  was  on  July  1,  1877. 

Q.  But  does  not  tne  Secretary's  report,  in  that  part  which  treats  of  the  subject,  state  what 
the  deficiency  was  at  the  end  of  the  current  yearf — A.  As  far  as  it  is  complete  it  does,  but 
we  are  getting  in  claims  even  now,  even  to  this  day.  I  speak  of  claims  that  are  to  be  exam- 
ined, of  course. 

Q.  Then  in  stating  the  amount  of  the  indebtedness  of  your  bureau  at  any  given  date  you 
have  to  depend,  I  suppose,  wholly  on  the  approved  bills? — A.  Yes,  sir;  for  the  positive 
indebtedness  or  the  admitted  indebtedness,  we  must  depend  on  the  approved  bills. 

Q.  Then  beyond  that  there  are  claims  not  adjudicatea  upon  by  the  JepartmentT — A.  Yes, 
sir;  claims  which  are  yet  to  be  examined. 

Q.  Plea8e  furnish  the  committee  with  statements  showing  the  amount  of  the  indebtedness 
of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  on  July  1,  1877.  Also,  a  list  of  all  the  claims  ad> 
judicated,  based  on  approved  bills  up  to  July  1,  1877.  Also,  a  list  of  the  indebtedness  due 
up  to  the  time  at  which  you  assumed  charge  of  your  bureau.  Also,  a  list  of  claims  not  rep- 
resented by  approved  bills  and  which  are  known  to  your  department? — A.  I  will  on* 
deavor  to  furnish  the  iufornuition  you  require  as  promptly  as  possible. 

Q.  Were  certain  contracts  made  on  the  3d  day  of  March,  1877,  for  the  completion  and  fit- 
ting out  of  the  iron-clads  Puritan,  Mouadnock,  Amphitrite,  and  Terror? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  done  with  those  contracts? — A.  They  were  suspended;  the  work  has  been 
suspended. 

Q.  Has  any  work  ever  been  done  on  account  of  said  contracts  7 — A.  None  that  I  have 
been  officially  informed  of. 

Q.  Has  any  money  ever  been  paid  on  account  of  said  contracts? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  the  suspension  of  said  contracts  ? — A.  I  shall  have  to  refer  to 
the  books  in  order  to  give  you  the  exact  date. 

Q.  Please  furnish  the  committee,  as  soon  as  you  conveniently  can.  with  a  copy  of  those 
contracts  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  with  the  date  of 
the  suspension  of  each,  and  also  the  facts  as  to  whether  any  work  has  been  done  or  any 
money  paid  on  account  of  the  same,  so  far  as  can  be  ascertained  by  you. — A.  I  will  do  so. 
W^ith  reference  to  one  of  the  contracts,  I  would  like  to  make  a  brief  statement  here.-  I  have 
been  unofficially  informed  that  previous  to  the  contract  being  formally  entered  into  work 
was  done  upon  that  contract. 

Q.  State  whether  the  opinion  of  Attorney-General  Tafl  was  attached  to  or  indorsed  upon 
any  one  of  the  contracts. — A.  I  think  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  is  mentioned  in  the 
body  of  the  contract,  but  not  civcn  directly  by  the  Attorney -General  himself. 

Q.  Please  furnish  such  opinion  to  the  committee  if  the  same  be  in  your  office. — A.  I  will 
do  so. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  other  contracts,  if  any,  have  been  suspended  by  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  1 — A.  I  can  state  from  my  recollection  a  few  others  ;  perhaps  there  are 
others  still. 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  committee  a  complete  list  of  such  contracts  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  understood  by  the  committee  in  this  la»t  question  that  orders  are 
included  in  the  contracts;  for  instance,  where  they  have  given  orders  for  the  delivery  of  tim- 
ber  and  these  were  suspended. 

Mr.  HUBBELL.  Unless  they  are  treated  as  contracts. 

The  Witness.  I  have  always  been  under  the  impression  that  an  order  from  the  chief  of  a 
bureau  is  just  as  a  contract. 

Q.  Will  you  also  furnish  us  with  a  copy  of  a  contract,  if  any  such  there  be  in  your  bureau, 
made  February  8,  1877,  for  thenrnpregnation  and  preservation  of  timber,  by  which  it  was 
agreed  to  pay  $14,000  for  one  hundred  thousand  feet  of  timber,  &c.  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  your  department  is  indebted  anything  to  laborers  ? — A.  Yes, 
air.   I  underatand  you  to  mean  by  '*  laborers,"  any  mechanical  or  laboring  employment. 
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Q.  Yes,  sir;  I  refer  to  a  deficiency,  still  unpaid,  during  the  last  fiscal  year.  Is  there  any 
such  indebtedness  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  extent  of  it  t — A.  It  would  perhaps  be  better  that  in  regard  to  that 
also  I  should  make  a  written  statement ;  but  I  may  say  now,  that  at  the  time  this  labor  ac- 
count was  handed  to  the  Secretary,  we  were  under  the  impression  that  $1^,949.76  was  due. 
It  has  since  been  discovered  that  1*2,153.15  has  been  paia  on  that,  leaving  that  much  less 
duo. 

Q.  When  did  that  indebtedness  arise  t — A.  I  think  in  February  and  March,  1877,  but 
that  I  can  state  exactly  upon  reference  to  the  books. 

Q.  Are  not  the  men  to  whom  this  indebtedness  is  due  very  poor  and  dependent  altogether 
upon  their  daily  pay  T — A.  As  a  general  thing  they  are  very  poor,  as  generally  all  laboring 
men  are. 

Q.  Is  it  mainly  due  to  laborers  employed  in  the  navy*yards  ? — A.  It  is  all  due  to  that 
class — laborers,  employes,  mechanics.     It  is  confined  to  three  yards. 

Q.  Please  make  out  an  exact  oflScial  statement  of  that  indebtedness,  showing  the  months 
during  which  the  indebtedness  accrued,  the  amounts  due  to  the  several  clashes  ot  workmen, 
and  the  number  of  men  in  each  class. — A.  Perhaps  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  to  you  if 
I  should  make  out  a  regular  pay-roll  showing  the  amount  due  to  each  man. 

Q.  The  form  you  suggest  will  be  satisfactory.  Is  your  bureau  indebted  to  any  other 
bureau  of  the  department  ?  I  refer  to  the  period  prior  to  the  current  fiscal  yeitr,  July  I, 
]877. — A.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  we  are.  My  impression  further  is  that  other  bureaus 
are  indebted  to  us. 

Q.  Please  make  a  statement  of  the  account  of  your  bureau  with  the  other  bureaus  ot  the 
department,  showing  how  much  you  are  indebted  to  them,  or  either  of  them,  and  bow  much 
they  or  either  of  them  are  indebted  to  you,  accompanying  the  same  with  remarks  showing 
the  date,  origin,  and  purpose  of  each  transaction  in  which  the  indebtedness  arose.— A.  Let 
me  remark  that  that  would  be  quite  a  voluminous  report,  and  would  extend  back  some 
years. 

Q.  The  desire  of  the  committee  is  to  ascertain  with  accuracy  what  these  deficiencies  are, 
to  show  the  indebtedness  and  how  it  arose. — A.  Permit  me  to  say  a  word  here  by  way  of  ex- 
planation. It  has  been  the  practice  for  one  bureau  in  a  navy-yard  to  borrow  from  another 
bureau,  and  when  that  is  done  a  statement  of  the  transaction  is  sent  to  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment and  the  matter  adjusted  between  the  bureaus  here  at  the  department.  Since  the  Ist  of 
July  last  we  have  kept  our  accounts  square  with  other  bureaus  in  this  matter.  I  have  rea- 
son to  believe  that  there  are  a  great  many  unadjusted  transfers  or  transactions  of  that  kind 
prior  to  July  1,  1877. 

Q.  Does  not  that  indicate  bad  administration  7 — A.  O,  very  bad.  There  is  no  question 
about  that. 

Q.  One  bureau,  when  borrowing  from  another,  I  suppose,  does  not  stop  to  consult  or  in- 
quire whether  there  is  any  money  on  hand  with  which  the  things  borrowed  can  be  paid  for? 
— A.  No,  sir.  The  operation  is  this :  The  naval  constructor  at  the  navy-yard  knows  noth- 
ing, of  course,  about  what  money  the  bureau  has,  but  he  does  know  that  he  is  in  a  great 
hurry  for,  say,  five  hundred  tona  of  coal.  He  makes  requisition  on  the  chief  engineer  at  the 
navy  yard  for  five  hundred  tofts  of  coal.  The  chief  engineer  says,  "  I  can  approve  that." 
That  is  sent  up  here,  to  the  chief  engineers  of  the  bureaus  nere.  If  they  approve  it  the  trans- 
action is  made.  In  order  to  balance  the  accounts  of  the  two  bureaus,  it  is  necessary  that  that 
five  hundred  tons  should  be  paid  bick ;  but  if  the  chief  engineer  of  the  burea*t  from  which 
it  is  due  has  not  the  money  wherewith  to  pay  it  he  cannot  pay  it  back.  Then  the  year  ex- 
pires and  it  is  not  paid  back.  « 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Has  not  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  ca.ses  of  emergency,  the  righl  to  make  that 
transfer  or  transaction? — A.  Yes,  sir.     There  is  nothing  wrong  in  it. 

Q.  Rather  than  that  a  bureau  in  need  of  coal  should  be  compelled  to  eo  without  it,  would 
it  not  be  his  right,  in  a  case  such  as  that  which  you  have  stated,  to  do  that  which  was  done 
by  the  bureau? — A.  He  would  have  a  right  to  do  it,  but  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
chief  of  the  bureau  to  the  fact  that  he  should  have  had  the  money  to  pay  for  the  coal ;  that 
he  should  not  have  run  out  of  coal  without  having  previously  made  provision  for  such  a  con- 
tingency. 

By  Mr.  Huhbfxl: 

Q,  Occasionally,  where  there  is  a  deficiency  in  a  bureau,  it  grows  out  of  the  fact  that  the 
bureau  has  loaned  materials  and  supplies  to  other  bureaus  for  which  no  equivalent  has  been 
returned  7 — A.  That  is  partly  the  case.  It  grows  out  of  another  fact :  that  a  bureau,  after 
having  unwisely  exhausted  their  appropriation,  finds  the  year  come  to  an  end  with  no  money 
on  hand  wherewith  to  make  good  ttiat  which  they  have  borrowed  and  no  means  of  doing  so 
except  to  borrow  from  some  one  else. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle: 

Q.  The  only  alternative  is  to  borrow  from  some  one  else  ? — A.  To  borrow  from  some  one 
else. 
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Bj  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  be  understood  as  implying  that  there  is  a  failure  by  Congress  to  appro- 
priate enough  for  the  bureaus  f — A.  I  would  not  put  it  on  that  ground.  Congress  does  not 
appropriate  for  any  specific  purchases,  but  so  much  for  one  department,  and  that  department 
must  see  that  it  does  not  expend  the  amount  of  appropriation  before  the  year  for  which  the 
appropriation  is  made  expires. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  whether  the  transactions  of  which  yon  speak,  which  occur  in  the  navy-yards 
and  other  places,  take  place  without  the  knowledge  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  at  the 
time. — A.  O,  yes,  sir;  they  are  matters  which  are  regulated  by  the  chiefs  of  the  bureaus. 

Q.  Are  they  not  done,  at  the  time  of  their  inception,  without  even  the  knowledge  of  the 
chiefs  of  the  bureaus  here  at  Washington  T — A.  No,  sir ;  not  to  my  knowledge.  It  could 
not  be  done  without  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Then  they  could  not  be  done  by  the  officers  of  the  yards  themselves  7 — A.  Yes,  sir; 
tliey  could  be  done  by  the  officers  of  the  yard,  that  is,  these  small  matters.  The  officers  of 
the  yards  can  make  an  exchange  of  material. 

Q.  And  the  exchange,  I  understand,  must  be  of  an  equal  amount. — A.  Of  an  equal 
amount  in  dollars  and  cents — small  matters.  For  instance,  the  naval  constructor  is  called 
on  to  loaa  **  Yards  and  Docks  *'  some  yellow-pine  timber.  **  Yards  and  Docks  "  say,  **  Well, 
we  have  got  no  yellow-pine  timber,  but  we  will  pay  you  back  in  white  oak.*'  That  is  merely 
a  borrowing  and  a  paying  back  right  there — a  small  matter.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything 
wrong  in  that;  I  think  that  that  is  quite  right. 

Q.  The  contracts  made  on  the  3d  day  of  March  relate  to  what  vessels  ?  —A.  The  Puritan, 
Monadnock,  Amphitrite,  and  Terror. 

Q.  Were  those  contracts  made  to  complete  contracts  which  had  been  partly  executed  T — 
A.  No.  sir;  these  were  contracts  made  to  complete  the  ships.  The  ships -had  been  com- 
pleted by  former  contracts  up  to  a  certain  point. 

Q.  The  contracts  which  had  been  completed  extended  only  up  to  that  point  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
the  former  contracts  extended  up  to  the  point  at  which  these  contracts  begun. 

Q.  Please  prepare  a  statement  giving  copies  of  the  contracts  relating  to  those  vessels. — 
A.  The  former  contracts  f    I  will  prepare  it.  / 

Q  And  also  of  the  moneys.due  on  said  contracts  prior  to  March  3,  1877. — A.  Yes,  sir; 
it  would  be  well  to  embrace  another  vessel  in  that  connection. 

Q.  What  vessel? — A.  The  Miantonomoh.    That  vessel  would  come  in  there. 

Q.  Who  has  a  contract  to  build  the  Miantonomoh  f — A.  Mr.  John  Kaach. 

Q.  Let  your  statement  include  a  copy  of  the  contract  to  complete  the  Miantonomoh. 
Please  submit  also  a  statement  showing : 

All  the  approved  bills  now  unpaid  prior  to  the  time  at  which  you  became  chief  of  the 
bureau ; 

All  the  bills  approved  by  you  under  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Navy  ; 

All  the  bills  approved  since  July  !«  1877,  and  unpaid. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  at  any  given  date,  how  much  money  there  is  in  the  Treasury  belonging 
to  your  bureau  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  within  a  few  dollars. 

Q.  Then  if  a  contract  is  made  by  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  at  a  time  when 
there  is  not  money  in  the  Treasury  to  meet  it,  the  fact  must  be  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
chief  of  your  bureau  ;  he  must  do  it  knowingly. — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  should.  I  am  obliged  to 
keep  the  run  of  the  expenditures. 

Q  What  is  the  exact  m  >d9  in  whi  'h  you  arrive  at  a  kno'-v'elgre  of  what  mineys  you  have 
on  hand,  of  any  balance  unexpended  f  ~A.  We  have  a  dork  whose  special  busines.')  it  is  to 
keep  this  account,  and  he  renders  me  a  statement  every  month ;  but,  in  add^ition  to  that,  I 
keep  a  running  account  myself. 

Q.  That  is,  a  sort  of  a  check  ? — A.  A  rough  account.  By  this  I  know  what  money  I  am 
getting  rid  of. 

Q.  Can  you,  by  reference  to  the  books  of  yonr  bureau,  show  whether  any  moneys  appro- 
priated to  that  bureau  have  been  diverted  from  it  and  used  by  other  bureaus  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ; 
I  can  show  that  no  money  is  diverted  now. 

Q.  I  mean  for  a  period  prior  to  the  current  fiscal  year. — A.  I  will  have  such  a  showing 
prepared. 

Q.  Let  your  statement  be  complete  for  a  period  covering,  say,  five  year^,  of  all  moneys 
appropriated  to  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  and  diverted  to  and  used  by  other 
bureaus,  with  the  facts,  so  far  as  you  can  ascertain  them,  as  to  whether  such  a  practice  was 
in  vogue  prior  to  that  time,  and,  if  so,  when  it  was  inaugurated. 

Also,  give  a  statement  ^  to  whether  any,  and ,  if  so,  what  moneys  not  appropriated  for  its 
nse  were  received  by  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  from  other  bureaus. 

Also,  whetber  any  of  these  contracts  for  which  money  is  due  have  been  made  with  parties 
without  advertisement— classifying  the  contracts  to  show  exactly  how  they  were  made, 
whether  with  or  without  advertisement,  and  where  without  advertisement,  the  exact  circum- 
stances under  which  a  contract  was  entered  into. — A.  I  think  that  some  of  them  were  made 
without  advertisement,  but  as  to  that  I  will  ascertain  definitely. 
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Q.  Please  tarnish  a  statement  showing^  the  indebtedness  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction 
and  Repair  on  March  3,  1877,  on  July  l,  J877|  and  at  the  date  of  the  statoment  to  be  made. 

By  Mr.  Page  :  * 

Q.  State  at  what  places  the  vessels  you  have  mentioned  are  beinfi^  repaired  or  completed 
under  the  contracts  made  March  3,  1H77.-— A.  The  Terror  is  buildine  at  Philadelphia,  by 
William  Cramp  &  Sons  ;  the  Puritan  at  Chester,  Pennsylvania,  by  John  Roach  ;  the  Am- 
phitrite  at  Wilmington,  Delaware,  by  Harlan  &  Hollingsworth ;  and  the  Monadnock  at 
Vallejo,  by  Mr.  Burgess. 

I  think  the  Miantonomoh  ought  also  to  be  mentioned,  though  the  contract  for  that  vessel 
was  not  made  on  itib  3d  of  March.  The  Miantonomoh  is  being  built  by  John  Roach,  at 
Chester. 

Q.  For  the  Miantonomoh  a  new  contract  was  not  made  on  March  3  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  the 
contract  was  made  before  that. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  You  have  said  tbat  vou  received  unofficial  or  informal  information  that  some  wotk 
had  been  done  on  one  of  these  vessels  before  March  3d,  1877.  State  to  which  one  you  re- 
ferred.—A.  The  Terror. 

Q.  By  whom  was  the  work  donef — A.  William  Cramp  &,  Sons. 

Adjourned.  ^ 


Washington,  Monday,  January  28,  1878—10  o'clock  a.  m. 
William  P.  Hunt  sworn  and  examined. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside? — Answer.  I  reside  in  Boston. 

Q.  What  business  are  you  engaged  in  ? — A.  I  am  president  of  the  South  Boston  Iron 
Company,  and  also  the  treasurer  of  it,  with  other  interests,  but  that  is  my  principal 
business. 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Atlantic  Iron-Works? — A.  No,  sir;  not  at  all.  lam 
connected  with  the  Bay  State  Iron- Works,  also  connected  with  a  bank  in  Boston — presi- 
dent of  the  Adams  Bank. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  transactions  with  the  Navy  Department  within  the  last  few  years  ! — 
A.   We  have  had  quite  a  number. 

Q.  Have  you  any  contracts  with  them  at  present  ? — A.  We  have. 

,Q.  State  what  contracts  those  are. — A.  I  think  we  have  some  unfinished  work  with  the 
Ordnance  Department.  I  won't  be  positive  but  that  it  is  all  completed.  We  have  a  con- 
tract  for  boilers  for  four  steamers.  I  think  the  names  are  the  Narragansett,  Tuscarora, 
Snowdrop,  and  the  Dictator.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  those  are  the  names.  I  am 
positive  about  the  tA'O  last. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  contracts? — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Were  those  made  with  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  excepting  the  ordnance?— A' 
The  ordnance  contracts  were  made  with  Commodore  Jeffers,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ord- 
nance. We  have  just  completed  quite  a  lot  of  work  for  that  bureau.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  all  completed  or  not,  but  it  is  nearly  so. 

Q.  Is  the  government  indebted  to  you  in  any  sum  on  account  of  those  contracts  for  the 
Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  f— A.  It  is  something  like  |170,000  or  $175,000.  I  cannot 
say  accurately. 

By  Mr.  HunBELL : 
Q.  On  account  of  what  ?— A.  Boilers  furnished  for  the  Steam  Engineering  Bureau. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  much  is  the  Ordnance  Bureau  indebted  to  you  7 — A.  The  ordnance  is  indebted  to 
us  about  $15,000,  for  which  I  have  approved  bills. 

Q.  Is  there  any  indebtedness  to  you  but  what  is  represented  by  approved  bills? — A.  No. 

Q.  You  have  approved  bills  for  the  full  indebtedness  7 — A.  Unless  tnere  may  be  some  un- 
finished work  for  the  Ordnance  Department. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  about  the  date  of  the  contracts  for  steam-boilers  ? — A.  There  were 
two  contracts,  both  within  a  week  of  each  other,  and  they  were  early  in  March,  1877. 

Q.  And  the  indebtedness  you  speak  of  is  on  account  of  these  contracts? — A.  No,  sir 
The  indebtedness  is  on  account  of  other  boilers  delivered  before.  The  other  indebtedness  is 
for  boilers  for  the  steamers  Wachusett,  Shenandoah,  Triana,  and  Hartford. 

Q.  What  is  the  condition  of  these  contracts  marked  X  and  Yi— A.  There  has  nothing 
been  done  on  them,  only  I  made  arrangements  for  the  material,  which  is  not  jet  delivered. 
The  contract  was  suspended  a  few  days  after. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  date  of  its  suspension  ?— A.  I  think  the  J 6th  of  March. 

Q.  By  whose  order  was  it  suspended  7— A.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
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Q.  Hare  you  ever  made  any  efforts  in  the  mean  time  to  have  the  work  resumed  and  the 
order  of  suspension  removed  ? — A.  I  called  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  but  did  not  talk  with 
him.  I  talked  with  Mr.  Shock,  the  chief  of  the  bureau.  At  the  same  time  that  we  received 
these  orders  we  received  an  order  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  which  was  also  suspended. 
Afterward  we  had  direction  from  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  to  go  on  with  the 
work,  which  wahave  completed  and  partially  been  paid  for. 

Q.  That  is,  the  ordnance? — A.  Yes,  sir.    The  contracts  were  given  at  the  same  time. 

Q.  These  two  contracts,  X  and  Y,  remain  i^till  suspended ;  the  order  of  suspension  is  still 
in  force  ? — A.  It  is. 

Q.  You  have  received  no  approved  bills  on  account  of  them  7 — A*  Not  on  account  of 
them. 

Q.  You  have  done  no  work  on  account  of  them  t — A.  We  have  done  no  work  on  account 
of  them  yet. 

Q.  Do  you  make  any  claim  on  the  department  in  rejrard  to  these  t — A.  I  claim  that  we 
have  the  right  to  complete  that  work  and  to  receive  pay  for  it. 

Q.  Do  you  claim  any  damages  by  reason  of  the  order  of  suspension  7 — A.  I  claim  dam- 
ages,  though  we  could  not  do  the  work  as  low  at  that  time  as  now.  I  think  we  could  buy 
stock  as  low  now. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  the  price  of  materials  went  up  and  you  claim  more  f — A.  I  claim  dam- 
ages, if  I  am  damaged,  in  order  to  finish  the  work.  I  have  to  see  whether  we  are  damaged 
or  not.  Withdraw  the  suspension,  and  allow  us  to  go  on  with  the  work,  and  we  will  see 
what  loss  there  is  by  tbe  delay.  There  was  another  contract  given  by  Mr.  Robeson  at  the 
same  time,  which  we  have  completed  and  been  paid  for.  It  was  suspended,  but  afterward 
we  received  an  order  to  go  on  and  do  the  work. 

Q.  From  whom  was  that  order  t — A.  From  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  bids  for  these  contracts  1 — A.  I  made  application  when  I  under- 
stood they  wanted  boilers  and  proposed  such  a  price,  and  that  price  was  accepted. 

Q.  Were  there  any  competitive  bids  for  themf — A.  Not  that  I  know  of.  I  do  not  know 
but  that  other  parties  may  have  bid  for  them. 

Q.  Where  are  these  vessels  now  for  which  these  boilers  were  made  T — A.  I  believe  one 
contract  was  to  send  one  boiler  to  California.  The  Dictator  is  at  League  Island  or  in  that 
vicinity. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  at  present  they  are  sea-worthy  and  in  good  condition  t—A.  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  that. 

Q  What  was  the  character  of  the  iron  which  was  put  in  these  boilers? — A.  They  were 
made  of  the  very  best  American  charcoal  iron,  as  all  boilers  for  the  Navy  we  have  ever  made 
have  been. 

Q.  Boilers  are  made  out  of  different  kinds  of  iron? — A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  State  the  several  kinds  out  of  which  they  are  made  f— A.  I  am  not  an  expert,  but  I 
know  that  common  plate  iron,  such  as  is  used  for  ordinary  mercantile  business,  can  be 
bought  for  about  half  that  of  charcoal  iron. 

Q.  What  is  this  best  quality  of  charcoal  iron  worth — market  price  T — A.  I  think  five  cents. 
I  think  four  and  three-eiglHhs  was  what  we  paid  for  that  quality.  The  market  is  now  a 
little  firmer,  but  not  much.     I  think  four  ana  three-eighths  or  four  and  five-eighths. 

Q.  W^as  there  any  advertisement  f — A.  I  never  saw  any.  We  never  bid  on  advertise- 
ments. 

Q.  How  did  you  ascertain  that  the  government  required  this  work  to  be  done  ?— A.  I  have 
been  familiar  with  Mr.  Shock,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  and  I  learned 
tbrouirh  him. 

Q.  By  letter  or  by  conversation  T — A.  I  think  by  conversation.  I  learned  also  from  Mr. 
Gardner. 

Q.  What  Mr.  Gardner? — A.  Of  the  Providence  Steam-Eogine  Company.  I  talked  with 
him,  and  I  also  talked  with  Mr.  Bailey,  who  sells  tubes  for  boilers,  and  got  information 
through  him  that  boilers  were  wanted. 

Q.  How  long  were  the  negotiations  peading  before  the  contracts  were  coucluded  ? — A.  They 
were  not  long ;  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  obtain  the  assistance  of  anybody  in  order  to  fill  those  contracts?— A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  agree  to  pay  anybody  for  his  influence  in  aiding  to  procure  these  con- 
tracts?— A.  I  never  did  in  any  contract  for  the  government 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  converse  regarding  these  contracts  ?— A.  I  conversed  with  Mr. 
Robeson,  Mr.  Shock,  and  with  others.     I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  William  J.  Murtagh,  regarding  them? — A. 
I  have. 

Q.  What  was  the  converAition  regarding  them  with  him  ? — A.  I  told  him  I  had  got  a  con- 
tract, and  I  talked  with  him  at  different  times,  but  nothing  as  to  the  details  of  the  contracts  ; 
not  anything  fbore  than  in  general. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tell  him  before  you  made  the  contracts  that  you  desired  to  get  them  ? — 
A.  No ;  I  did  not  conclude  that  Mr.  Murtagh  had  any  ability  to  give  me  the  contracts.  I 
got  acquainted  with  Mr.. Murtagh  through  Mr.  Wiard.     I  saw  him  first  when  Mf.   Wiard 
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was  workiofi^  at  onr  place,  and  he  introdaced  Mr.  Martagh  to  me  then,  and  I  thus  hecame 
acquainted  with  him. 

Q.  That  was  atthe  time  these  ordnance  experiments  were  being  made  t — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  at 
that  time.  I  ffenerallj  went  to  Mr.  Mnrtaf|^h*8  office  when  in  Washin^n,  because  he  was 
posted  about  Washinf^ton,  and  could  show  me  where  I  -could  eo,  as  I  was  a  stranger  here  : 
out  I  never  had  anythinf^  to  do  with  him  about  the  details  of  the  work.        * 

Q.  Had  you  any  business  relations  with  him  7 — A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  some  business  rela- 
tions now.   He  owes  me  money,  for  which  I  have  got  real  estate. 

Q.  In  Washington  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  National  Republican  building  f — A.  Well,  I  have  got  a  claim.  I  will  say  right 
here  that  I  never  bad  anything  to  do  with  Mr.  Murtagh,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  regard  to 
the  Navy  Department  in  one  way  or  another.  I  became  acquainted  with  Mr.  Murtagb 
through  Mr.  Wiard,  who  represented  to  me  that  he  was  a  man  of  lar^e  property  here. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Mnrtagh  was  interested  in  Mr.  Wiard*s  experiments  ? — A. 
I  do  not  think  he  was.    I  never  heard  he  was  in  any  way.  and  I  never  paid  Mr  Murtagh  a 
cent,  nor  promised  to  pay  him  a  cent. 

Q.  Nor  ever  loaned  him  any  money  T —  A.  No,  sir  ;  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Did  you  never  ask  him  to  lend  his  influence  to  you  ? — A.  I  never  supposed  that  Mr. 
Murtagh  had  any  influence  with  the  Navy  Department ;  I  knew  he  was  merely  acquainted 
with  Secretary  Robeson.  He  never  made  me  believe  he  had  any  influence.  I  generally 
found  out  through  Mr.  Murtagh  when  I  could  have  an  interview  with  the  Secretary.  He 
seemed  to  know  where  the  Secretary  was,  and  kept  posted  where  I  could  meet  him ;  but  I 
never  gave  him  credit  for  having  any  influence  with  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  pay  him  or  loan  him  any  money  for  that  service  ? — A.  Not  at  all ;  I 
never  did — never  gave  him  credit  for  having  influence  anywhere. 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether  these  contracts  contain  all  the  correspondence  had  with  the 
Navy  Department  regarding  them  f — A.  I  think  they  do.  ^ 

Q.  Look  over  and  take  your  time.— A.  I  was  trying  to  recollect  whethej  I  wrote  them 
before;  I  don't  think  I  have  written  about  it  since.  I  am  willing  to  state  that  those  con- 
tracts contain  all  the  correspondence  in  relation  to  it.  I  made  another  contract  about  the 
same  time 

Q.  For  ordnance  ? — A.  Yef ,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  government  is  indebted  to  the  Atlantic  Iron- Works  any- 
thing 7 

By  Mr.  Hubbell: 

Q.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Atlantic  Iron- Works  ? — A.  I  am  not. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  They  are  also  in  Boston  ? — A.  In  Boston.    They  have  done  similar  work  for  the  Navy. 

Q.  Yon  know  nothing  about  their  contracts? — A.  I  know  nothing  about  them. 

Q.  You  were  never  engaged  in  procuring  contracts  for  them? — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  You  are  independent  7 — A.  They  had  work  for  us,  we  for  them,  but  we  have  no  con- 
nection whatever.  Perhaps,  in  iuMtice  to  myself,  I  ought  to  read  in  that  cannectiun  a 
certificate  from  the  Secretary  of  War.     (Reading:) 

*' Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

**  Washington  Cify,  January  27,  \^7. 

"  The  South  Boston  Iron  Company,  at  first  Cyrus  Alger,  and  later  Cyrus  Alger  and  Com- 
pany, has  done  work  for  this  department,  manufacturing  heavy  and  light  guns  and  project- 
iles at  various  times  since  the  year  18*28,  and  it  is  believed  always  to  the  entire  satisfaction 
of  the  government.  Within  the  last  fifteen  years  the  firm  has  delivered,  among  other  de- 
liveries, 272  Rodman  guns,  of  which  103  were  15-inch,  weighing  about  50,000  lbs.  each. 
The  iron  the  firm  uses  in  its  manufactures  is  known  to  be  of  the  best  for  gun-construction, 
and  the  perfection  of  the  finished  products  has  always  received  the  highest  commendation. 
In  the  execution  of  its  contracts  with  the  United  States  the  firm  has  been  entirely  reliable^ 
and  it  is  believed  to  be  well  able  to  execute  any  work  it  may  bind  itself  to  do. 

»*8.  y.  BENI5T, 
**  Brigndier- General  and  Chief  of  Ordnanct.'* 

And  indorsed  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Q.  Who  was  Secretary  of  War  at  that  time? — A.  J.  D.  Cameron.  I,  on  the  strength 
of  that  certificate,  told  Mr.  Robeson  that  it  was  not  right  to  let  such  an  establishment  lie 
still  when  it  wanted  the  work,  when  the  work  was  to  be  done.  He  explained  that  the  ord- 
nance work  could  not  be  given,  but  that  he  would  give  us  anything  else  he  could.  I  want 
to  say  that  Mr.  Hanscom  made  us  a  proposition  to  bid  for  cran«t  and  heavy  machinery,  but 
for  some  reason  Mr.  Hanscom  did  not  give  us  the  contract.  V^  concluded  that  he  got  a 
cheaper  bid,  or  liked  some  other  design  better ;  but  when  I  saw  Mr.  Robeson  ag^in,  be 
promised  that  he  would  give  me  some  ooiler-work.  Believing  that  boiler-work  was  as  prof- 
itable as  ordnance  work,  he  told  me  **  You  ought  to  have  it,"  when  I  said,  as  there  was  no 
ordnance  work  we  would  like  other  work  to  do.  I  think  that  he  told  me  he  would  give  me 
some  wprk  without  being  definite  what  it  was.      Alter  a  while  I  had  a  proposition  to 
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make  boilers  for  the  Sfaenandoah,  Wachosett,  and  Triana.  I  came  on  here  and  made  the 
contracts.     I  offered  to  do  it  for  twenty-seven  and  a  half  cents. 

Q.  What  quality  of  ironf — A.  The  best  quality  of  charcoal  iron,  and  overytbingf  as 
^ood  as  we  hard  ever  made.  I  was  told  by  a  party  in  New  York  that  the  Philadelphia  peo- 
ple were  receiving  29  cents.    I  bid  27^1  cents. 

Q.  That  was /or  the  Shenandoah,  the  Wacbusett,  and  Triana  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  fin- 
ished that  work  and  delivered  it  at  the  navy-yard. 

Q.  What  navy -yard  T — A.  The  Charlestown.  The  boilers  to  be  sent  to  New  York  in 
sections,  to  be  shipped  to  California,  we  offered  to  do  for  30  cents.  We  understood  that 
other  parties  received  more  than  that.    They  accepted  it. 

Q.  It  was  the  same  kind  of  iron  ? — A.  The  Hartford  was  to  be  delivered  in  Charles- 
town  navy-yard,  or  in  any  yard  north  of  Norfolk.    Those  are  owed  to  us  to-day. 

Q.  What  kind  of  iron?— A.  The  same  kind  of  iron  ;  no  inferior  iron  wfu  put  into  any 
of  the  boilers.  / 

Q.  Why  charge  more  for  the  Hartford  boiler? — A.  It  was  to  be  delivered  north  of  Nor- 
folk, and  I  felt  that  27^  cents  was  a  lower  price,  and  it  oufi^ht  to  be  ;  and  when  I  made  the 
bid  for  the  Hartford  I  put  it  at  30  cents,  at  the  option  of  the  (government  to  ha^e  it  delivered 
north  of  Norfolk.    Those  boilers  were  delivered. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  On  approved  bills? — A.  All  approved.  We  have  been  out  of  the  money  since. 
These  contracts  were  made  in  pursuance  of  the  promise  of  Mr.  Robeson  to  give  ua 
boiler-work.  He  told  me  from  time  to  time  he  would  do  it.  He  did  not  mention  any 
definite  time  when  he  would  give  me  the  contract,  butsaid  it  would  be  before  he  left  the 
office.  The  date  of  the  original  promise  was  more  than  a  year  prior  to  the  time  he  gave  the 
contract  to  me.  1  understood  when  it  was  given  that  of  course  he  had  the  right  to  make 
the  contract  or  he  would  not  make  it.  An  appropriation  had  been  made  by  Congress,  pre- 
vions  to  that,  for  the  Steam  Engineering  Bureau  of  something  like  a  million  of  dollars  ;  |750,- 

000  were  appropriated  for  that  particular  purpose.  I  have  no  question  but  that  the  con- 
tract he  made  there  was  in  conclusioil  of  what  he  had  before  promised,  and  was  proper  and 
right. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  contract  T — A.  March  7.  The  contract  for  the  Dictator  is 
dated  March  10,  1877.     It  was  the  conclusion  of  the  contract  negotiated  long  before. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  Secretary  told  you  that  he  had  to  have  an  appropriation 
to  get  them  paid  ? — A.  He  did  not ;  he  said  nothing  to  me  about  it ;  there  wits  uo  question 
about  doing  that  work  and  getting  it  paid. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  supposed  that  the  appropriation  of  this  present  year  whs  applicable  thereto  ? — A. 

1  knew  that  the  act  had  passed  and  Congress  had  adjourned.  The  only  iudncement  ever 
given  to  get  these  contracts  was  what  I  represented  as  our  due,  that  it  was  only  just  to  us, 
when  we  kept  men  in  readiness  to  do  this  work  that  were  not  available  to  do  other  woik. 

Q.  I  will  ask  more  about  that  Wiaid  matter ;  did  you  do  the  work  for  Mr.  Wiard  f^>A. 
We  did. 

Q.  Did  the  government  pay  you  for  it,  or  were  you  paid  by  Mr.  Wiard  ? — A.  At  first 
Mr.  Wiard  came  on  with  a  contract  signed  by  Mr.  Jeffers,  and  wanted  to  buy  these  mate- 
rials and  pay  us  for  them  ;  we  took  it  for  granted  to  be  all  right,  and  gave  him  credit,  but 
we  soon  found  that  he  did  not  meet  his  payments,  and  we  stopped  supplying  materials. 
The  matter  hung  fire  for  a  year  and  nothing  was  done.  Finally,  seeing  it  was  an  embar- 
rassing thing,  I  went  to  him  and  told  him  that  if  he  would  sign  over  the  contract  made  with 
him  by  the  Navy  Department,  we  would  furnish  him  the  money  and  carry  it  out  and 
complete  it.  He  did  sign  it  over  and  gave  mo  a  power  of  attorney  to  collect,  and  Mr. 
Robeson  accepted  the  assignment  on  condition  that  w^  carried  it  out  according  to  the  con- 
tract. 

Q.  He  recognized  it? — A.  He  recognized  it.  We  then  furnished  the  money,  and  Mr. 
Wiard  went  on  with  his  work,  and  we  collected  of  the  goveiiimont  what  was  due  on  the 
contract.  Mr.  Wiard  used  more  money  than  the  contract  paid.  He  was  an  unreliable  man, 
and  we  could  not  control  him  at  all.  In  order  to  carry  out  the  contract  he  used  nrore  money 
than  he  got  for  it,  and  really  I  am  a  loser  by  Wiard  to  a  large  amount. 

Q.  You  have  no  claim  against  the  government  on  this  account? — A.  No  claim  against 
the  government. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  tl|^  date  of  the  contract  for  the  boilers  of  the  Shenandoah,  Wachn- 
4ett,  and  Triana  ? — A.  I  think  in  the  fall  of  1H75. 

Q.  All  these  contracts  were  made  by  Mr.  Wood— the  Hartford  also? — A.  The  Hartford, 
yes. 

Q.  (Handing  witness  Exhibits  Hand  P.)  Are  those  the  contracts  oh  which  moneys  are  due 
from  the  government? — A.  They  are. 

Q.  And  the  only  ones  ? — A.  They  are  the  only  ones  on  which  money  is  due  for  work 
done — except  ordnance- work. 
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Q.  Now,  the  contract  for  the  three  steamers,  Shenandoah,  Wachusett,  andTriana,  is  dated 
Septemher  9,  1875,  and  for  one  steamer,  the  Hartford,  December  4,  1876? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  make  any  bids  for  those  f — A.  No,  sir ;  nothing^  more  than  for  the  others. 

Q.  Were  there  any  competitive  bids,  to  jour  kqowledg^et — A.  'Sqi  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Was  there  any  advertisement  about  them? — A.  Not  to  mj  knowledge. 

Q.  How  did  you  Know  that  this  work  was  required  to  be  done? — A.  It  came  of  my  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Robeson,  which  I  have  just  repeated  here.  I  claimed  that  we  should 
have  the  work. 

Q.  This  was  in  1875? — A.  Abont  that  time  he  said  he  wonid  see  what  they  could  g^ve 
me,  and  I  think  the  proposition  was  made  to  bid  for  it ;  and  I  did. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  know  but  that  there  may  have  been  other  bidders  T— A.  I  do  not 
know. 

Q.  You  received  specifications  and  plans  ? — A.  We  received  drawings. 

Q.  You  made  your  bids  thereon  ?~A.  We  made  our  bids  thereon. 

Q.  (Handing  witness  Exhibits  A  and  B.)  I  want  to  know  whether  those  are  the  amounts 
due  the  South  Boston  Iron  Works  on  account  of  the  contracts  before  referred  to? — A.  That 
is  not  all  that  is  due  us. 

Q.  State  whether  those  sums  are  due  you,  or  whether  any  ot  them  have  been  paid. — A. 
I  cannot  state  that  without  referring  to  our  books.  We  have  several  approved  bills  of 
$25,000.  I  see  three  $25,000  here,  and  one  $7,162,  which  I  don't  remember.  I  know  the 
whole  amount  of  our  claim  is  $170,(K)0  or  $175,000— somewhere  about  that — for  which  we 
have  approved  bills. 

Q.  There  is  another  sum  of  $30,000  on  account  of  the  United  States  steamer  Hartford  ? — 
A.  Perhaps  with  the  other  it  would  make  it  up. 

Q.  You  have  received  an  approved  bill  for  toat  $30,000?— A.  We  have,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  an  approved  bill  for  the  item  of  $30,000  on  account  of  the  United 
States  steamer  Hartford,  due  December  4,  1876  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  received  it. 

By  Mr.  Hubdell: 
Q.  Who  approved  that  bill,  if' you  know  ? — A.  Th&t  sum  was  approved  by  Mr.  Shock. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  This  last  $30,000?— A.  It  was  approved  by  Mr.  Shock.    That  was  for  the  Hartford. 

Q.  How  recently  ?— A.  The  last  of  September  or  October. 

Q.  Last  year  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Altogether,  how  much  money]  have  you  received  on  account  of  these  two  contracts 
for  boilers  ? — A.  I  cannot  say;  my  impression  is  that  we  received  something  like  $100,000. 

Q.  Will  you  please  make  out  a  statement  of  your  claim  against  the  government  and  for- 
ward  it  to  me  ? — A.  I  will ;  I  will  give  you  detailed  statement. 

Q.  And  the  date  of  the  approved  bills  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  there  is  an  exception  in 
one  of  the  approved  bills  from  the  others,  which  I  did  not  notice.  It  was  a  statement,  pay- 
able when  Congress  should  appropriate  money. 

Q.  If  there  is  any  exception  in  any  of  the  approved  bills,  just  state  it. — A.  It  was  on  ac- 
count of  the  same  work. 

Q.  But  approved,  subject  to  an  appropriation  ? — A.  Subiect  to  an  appropriation. 

Q.  You  made  a  remark  here,  which  you  did  not  complete,  to  the  effect  that  these  last 
contracts  were  made  with  a  view  to  carrying  out  the  work  already  negotiated  before. — A.  I 
stated  that  I  considered  this  contract,  this  negotiation,  for  this  work  was  commenced. 

Q.  The  contract  for  the  work  provided  for  in  Exhibits  X  and  Y?— A.  In  the  manner  I 
explained ;  I  told  him  we  wanted  the  work,  and  he  promised  to  give  it  to  me. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 
Q.  It  was  the  result  of  a  long  negotiation  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Independent  of  any  other  work,  and  entirely  complete  in  itself? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  all  these  contracts  entirely  executed  aud  carried  out ;  these  other  contracts,  on 
account  of  which  moneys  are  due  ?— A.  They  were  long  ago  delivered  and  in  the  vessels. 

Q.  In  actual  use  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  these  boilers;  what  do  you  call  them  technically? — A.  I 
don*t  know  any  other  name  than  marine  boilers.  They  are  compound-engine  boilers.  They 
are  a  quality  of  boiler  which  to  make  are  more  expensive  than  others  formerly  used,  but  are 
considered  economical  on  account  of  a  lesser  consumption  of  fuel. 

Q.  They  are  used  by  all  the  great  liue9  of  steamers  traversing  the  Atlantic  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir  ;  I  understand  the  Pacific  Mail  steamships  use  them,  aud  tha4  the  steamers  between  Cal- 
ifornia and  Japan  have  made  as  much  speed  as  the  Cunard  steamers,  with  a  great  deal  less 
consumption  of  fuel. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  With  these  double  compound  engines  ?— A.  These  double  compound  engines.  I  am 
not  an  expert  enough  to  explain  it  further. 
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Q.  Under  whose  sarveillance  was  that  work  condncted  T — A.  Several  iDspectors.  The 
first  was  Mr.  Whittaker,  chief  engineer ;  then  Mr.  Edward  Farmer,  chief  engineer,  and  Mr. 
Bartleman,  chief  en^^ineer,  of  the  Navy,  now  at  the  Charlestown  yard,  I  think. 

Q.  The  Charlestown  navy-yard  is  at  Boston  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  Boston  now,  because 
Charlestown  has  been  annexed. 

Q.  What  is  the  nature  of  that  ordnance  work,  that  you  are  doing  now  t — A.  We  have 
just  completed  a  twelve-inch  rifle  which  weighs  about  4.5  tons ;  it  is  the  largest  cannon 
ever  made  in  the  country — the  largest  casting.  We  just  delivered  it  at  Sandy  Hook,  and 
they  are  going  to  fire  it  now.  It  is  one  of  twenty  that  they  propose  to  have  for  the  coast- 
defense  in  New  York,  Boston,  and  Philadelphia.     It  is  a  trial-gun.        * 

Q.  By  whom  are  these  ordered  ? — ^A.  That  was  ordered  by  the  War  Department,  Chief  of 
Ordnance. 

Q.  Under  Commodore  JeffersT — A.  We  have  been  converting  the  eleven  inch  Navy  guns, 
smooth-bores,  into  seven-inch  rifles.  We  have  just  completed  ten,  and  furnisheci  them 
projectiles  for  the  same. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  contract  price  for  the  conversion  T — A.  $2,450  :  $24,500  for  the 
ten.  The  Army  price  is  a  little  less.  The  Army  gun  is  shorter,  and  does  not  require  as  much 
material.     The  Army  price  is'  $2,050  each. 

Q.  Did  you  bid  for  that  work  1 — A.  No,  sir ;  we  never  bid  for  any  work  for  the  gov- 
ernment. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Never? — A.  Never!  Furthermore,  I  think  there  is  an  act  of  the  United  States  author- 
izing heads  of  departments  to  order  work  directly  from  us  and  from  the  West  Point  foundery. 

Q.  You  mean  ordnance  ? — A.  I  don't  think  it  is  confined  to  ordnance.  I  think  they  are 
authorized  to  do  this. 

Q.  How  many  other  establishments  or  manufactories  are  engaged  m  the  manufacture  of 
ordnance  for  this  government  besides  your  own  ? — A.  There  is  no  other  for  ordnance  that  is 
acceptable  at  the  present  day.  The  West  Point  foundry  have  made  Parrott  guns,  but 
they  never  made  anything  heavier  than  eight, or  ten  ton  guns,  which  now  are  not  acceptable, 
and  the  Chief  of  Ordnance^as  so  stated  in  his  report  this  j^ear,  that  there  is  only  one  estab- 
lishment in  the  United  States,  and  he  states  very  strongly  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  govern- 
ment to  give  it  regular  employment. 

Q,  To  keep  it  up  7 — A.  To  keep  it  up.  We  cannot  be  expected  to  pay  taxes  and  to 
keep  men  unemployed  for  this  work. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q  Do  you  da  any  other  work  except  boiler- work  in  the  construction  of  steam-vessels  t — 
A.  We  have  a  large  machine-shop  in  which  we  do  anything  that  we  get  an  order  for.  We 
have  never  made  marine  engines,  but  we  have  made  boilers  and  heavy  machinery. 

Q.  Have  you  nothing  to  do  with  vessels? — A.  We  make  propellers  for  vessels. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  contracts  with  the  government  for  these  f — A.  Wo  have  no  contracts 
with  the  government  for  those. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  rolling-machines? — A.  We  have  no  rolling-mill. 

Q.  They  have  one  in  the  navy -yard  at  Boston  ?— A.  I  think  they  have. 

Q.  Had  they  ever  any  other  establishment  in  Boston  at  work  ? — A.  The  Bay  State  Iron 
Company,  of  which  I  am  director,  makes  plates. 

Q.  Have  they  a  regular  rolling-mill?— A.  They  have  a  rolling-mill  and  make  steel, 
plates. 

(,The  following  statement  was  received  from  the  witness  : 

Memorandum  of  approved  bills  issued  to  the  South  Boston  Iron  Company  in  payment 
for  boilers  delivered  at  the  United  States  navy-yard  at  Boston  : 

January  9.  1877 l $42,000  00^,^    «    .f^.,„«„  qu«„.„ 

March  J9.  1877 7,162  10  I  U-,^*'^*"®"  S^f°*°: 

25, 000  00 1     ^?^^*  Wachusett,  and 

27,717  54  J      A"*"*- 
July  16,  1877 25,000  00  ) 

25,000  00  >U.  S.  steamer  Hartford. 
Octobers,  1877 29,170  00^ 


181,049  64 

P.  S. — The  approved  bill  March  19,  $7,162.10,  was  turned  over  by  us  to  a  third  party  in 
settlement  for  doors  used  on  the  boilers,  and  was  not  counted  in  my  statement  of  gross 
aqnount  of  bills  we  hold.  ] 
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Washington,  January  2d,  lb78. 
JoHK  O.  Evans  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Qaestion.  Where  do  you  reside  t— Answer.  In  Washington. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  T — A.  Contractor. 

Q.  Of  what  T — A.  I  have  been  in  all  sorts  of  business — building  railroads,  dredging 
business,  paving  business,  general  contracting,  and  largely  in  lumber. 

Q.  Have  you,  in^such  capacity,  had  contracts  with  the  Navy  Department  T — A.  I  have 
been  interested  in  some ;  bfid  a  good  many  contracts  with  it. 

Q.  Is  the  Navy  Department  indebted  to  you  in  any  sum  on  account  of  contracts  t — A.  Not 
now.  * 

Q.  Did  vou  ever  make  any  contracts  with  the  Navy  Department  while  Commodore  Am- 
men  was  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  T — A.  I  think  several.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  under  bis  administration  the  contracts  were  made,  but  the  deliveries  were  made 
under  his  administration,  because  he  signed  the  bills.     It  was  some  years  since. 

Q.  In  lif7\  or  thereabouts  T— A.  In  lb7l. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  bnild  any  dredging-machines  ? — A.  I  was  interested  in  the  American 
Dredging  Company. 

Q.  Where  was  their  business  located  f — A.  In  Philadelphia. 

Q.  Wha*^^  was  the  extent  of  your  interest  in  that  contract  f — A.  Well,  sir,  I  could  not  tell 
you  now  exactly,  without  referring  to  the  books. 

Q.  As  nearly  as  you  can  compute  it  ? — A.  Do  you  speak  of  the  interest  of  profit  T  I  was 
surety  and  a  partner  in  the  contract,  but  really  have  forgotten  what  pro6t  I  got  out  of  it.  I 
can  ascertain  it,  though,  and  give  it  to  you. 

Q.  Were  vou  the  party  who  procured  the  contract  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  the  contract  was  let. 

Q.  What  1  mean  is,  was  it  procured  through  your  iufluence  f — A.  No,  sir ;  there  was  no  in 
flnence  used  except  the  advertisement.     Our  concern  was  the  most  efficient  in  the  country 
in  that  business. 

Q.  Were  you  the  lowest  bidder f — A.  I  think  not ;  but  the  other  bidders  were  not  compe* 
tent. 

Q.  How  many  dredging-machines  were  built  under  that  contract? — A.  My  recollection  is 
four ;  three  or  four! 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  contract  called  for  four  or  only  two? — A.  I  think  the 
first  contract  was  for  two,  and  there  was  a  supplementary  contract  afterwards.  I  think  the 
thing  was  duplicated ;  the  same  price,  the  same  specifications,  dec. 

Q.  Without  any  advertisement  7 — A.  I  think  probably  without  advertisement. 

Q.  Or  bids  t — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  without  advertisement.    I  would  not  say  positively. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  The  first  was  advertised  ? — A.  The  first  was  advertised  regularly  in  several  papers, 
probably  five  or  six.  At  that  time  there  were  only  two  concerns,  I  think,  in  the  country 
that  could  execute  the  work. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  there  was  any  difiiculty  in  getting  them  accepted  ? — A.  No  i 
they  were  inspected,  and  some  little  faults  were  found  occasionally,  which  were  always  rec- 
tified.   During  the  work  the  engineers  inspected  it. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  engineers  who  inspected  the  work  ? — A.  I  think  Captain  Sanger, 
chief  engineer  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  and  probably  the  engineers  at  the  Phila- 
delphia yard.  These  machines  were  built  in  Philadelphia,  and  the  Navy  engineer  there  had 
immediate  supervision  of  the  work.  The  machinery  was  all  built  there,  at  I.  P.  Morris  &. 
Son^s,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  pay  any  money  on  account  of  these  contracts  to  anybody  connected  with 
the  Navy  Department? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  procure  the  influence  of  anybody  to  aid  you  in  getting  these  contracts  7 — 
A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  that  any  was  necessary.  The  only  question  was,  who  was  the 
best  and  most  competent  bidder.  We  made  the  best  show  we  could  for  our  concern,  and  it 
was  decided  for  us. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  business  relations  with  Commodore  Ammen?— A.  He  had 
with  a  partner  of  mine  after  that  time,  in  tha  building  business. 

Q.  Who  was  that?— A.  Mr.  Te  tmyer  built  a  hju^e  for  him,  I  think,  out  in  the  country. 

By  Mr.  Pace: 

Q.  At  B^ltsville?— A.  Near  B;'ltsville     That  is  the  station. 
Q.  Is  it  called  Ammenville? — A.  I  think  it  is. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  Commodore  Ammen  give  you  notes  for  that? — A.  I  think  he  paid  most  every- 
thing in  check.     I  think  the  payments  were  made  on  account  of  the  building  as  it  progressed 
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from  time  to  time.     Possibly  some  notes  were  given  for  the  last  payment,  but  I  think 
not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  man  by  the  name  of  A.  J.  Whelan,  formerly  a  clerk  in  the  Navy  De- 
partment f — A.  Yes,  sir  :  a  sharp-faced  fellow ;  but  I  have  not  seen  him  for  two  or  three 
years.     I  recollect  he  was  here  in  the  department. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  him  about  this  business  with  AmmenT— A. 
Never. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  tell  him  about  any  notes  that  you  had  of  Ammeu*s  ? — A.  I  never  had  a 
word  to  say  about  it  to  him. 

.    Q.  Theife  notes  were  paid  promptly  f — A.  The  agreement  to  the  contract  was  that  they 
were  to  be  paid  regularly. 

Q.  Was  the  price  of  that  contract  dependent  in  any  way  on  the  fact  whether  you  got  this 
contradt  or  uot  If — A    That  is  absolutely  absurd. 

Q.  When  did  you  make  the  contract  with  Commodore  Ammen  ? — A.  I  don't  remem- 
ber. •  # 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  before  or  after  that  transaction  with  the  Navy 
Department? — A.  Really  I  could  not  tell  you  that  within  a  year  or  so  ;  I  can  ascertain, 
however,  about  it  exactly. 

Q.  You  had  betier  ascertain :  and  suppose  you  send  me  a  letter  in  regard  to  it. — A.  I 
can  give  you  a  statement. 

Q.   Have  you  had  any  transaction  with  Commodore  Ammen  in  the  mean  time  f — A.  No, 

BIT. 

Q.  Previously  to  that  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  that  is  all  the  business  in  any  way,  shape, 
or  manner  with  him. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  him  about  this  particular  contract!—  A.  He  had  very  little  to 
do  with  it.  According  to  my  recollection,  but  I  am  not  entirely  sure,  I  thiuk  the  matter  was 
Anally  referred  to  Admiral  Porter.     I  think  Admiral  Porter  had  to  decide  ultimately. 

Q.  The  contract  with  this  dredging  company? — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  my  recollection  of 
it,  that  it  was  referred  to  Porter.  I  douH  think  Ammen  decided  it.  I  think  he  made  the 
contract  by  an  order  from  the  Secretary's  office.  I  don't  think  there  is  a  man  in  the  world 
that  would  dare  to  make  such  a  proposition  to  Ammen. 

By  Mr.  Hubbkll: 

Q.  State  whether  you  ever  did  or  not. — A.   No,  sir;  positively. 
Adjourued. 


Saturday,  February  2,  1878. 
J.  W.  Ea^by  recalled  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Have  you  prepared  the  reports  called  for  by  the  committee? — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Here  are  the  tirst  papers  relating  to  the  instructions  and  propositions  for  the  building  of 
the  Amphitriie. 

[The  paper  was  marked  Construction  and  Repair^,  Exhibit  A.] 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  contract — dHte  of  that  letter? — A.  The  date  of  that  letter  is 
September  24  ;  the  first  contract  for  the  rebuilding  is  a  proposition,  so  called,  and  is  dated 
September  21,  J 874. 

Q.  These  were  propositions  made  by  whom  ?— A.  Mr.  Hanscom. 

Q.  Was  it  accepted  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  by  HaiUn  and  HoUingsworth  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Ic  is  for  repairing,  is  it  not? — A.  Su  called  ;  but  it  is  positively  building  u  new  ship  ; 
nouiinally  for  the  repairing,  but  virtually  for  the  rebuilding  of  the  ship. 

Q,  What  is  the  name  ot  it  ? — A.  The  Amphitrite. 

Q.  What  was  the  name  before  7 — A.  The  same  name. 

C^.  That  is  with  Harlan  and  Hollingsworth  ? — A.  Yes,  sir :  you  will  observe  that  this 
commences  by  saying  *' Your  proposition  to  perform  all  the  labor  necessary  to  put  in  place 
the  iron-clad  monitor,"  &,c, 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  proposition  referred  to  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Hanscom's,  the 
chief  of  the  bureau,  from  Harlan  and  Uollingswortb,  is  on  tiief — A.  Thi^  letter  referred  to 
is  uot  now  on  file  in  the  bureau,  having  beon  removed  from  the  guard-book. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  it  was  so  removed  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  in  the  books  to  indicate  that  such  a  letter  was  received  f— A.  O,  yes, 
sir.     [Producing  the  guard-book.]  * 

Q.  What  does  this  guard-book  contain? — A.  It  contains  propositions  from  various  par- 
ties— letters  to  the  bureau  rather. 

Q.  State  the  time.— A.  This  book  is  from  May  11,  1874,  to  October  J9,  1874 

Q.  You  say  this  letter  was  torn  out  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Show  me  where  this  letter  should  have  been  ? — A.  I  turn  to  the  index  [indicating 
and  find  on  September  23,  on  page  103,  there  should  be  a  letter  from  Harlan  &  Hollings- 
worth, according  to  this  index. 
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[Extract  from  the  index  of  the  §^ard-book :  **  September  23,  (page)  103,  Harlan  Sl 
Hollinfirgworth  &  Co.,  ironclad  monitor,  $135,000.*!] 

Q  Tnrn  to  the  part  of  the  book  where  the  letter  should  be. — A.  The  letter  shonld  be  on 
page  103.  The  letter  is  not  here.  [The  witness  turned  to  page  103  of  guard-book  and 
found  that  the  PAge  was  missing.] 

Q.  Do  jou  find  evidence  that  there  has  been  a  page  there  and  torn  off? — A.  Yes,  sir; 
whatever  paper  there  was  here  has  been  removed. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Have  you  examined  that  book  to  see  if  there  is  any  mistake  in  the  index-entry  ;  to. 
Bee  that  that  letter  is  nut  on  some  other  page  f — A.  No,  sir ;  1  wi  1  start  the  clerk  to  do  that. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  want  to  know  who  had  charge  of  this  book  at  the  date  of  this  supposed  letter  f— A. 
Mr.  Fisher. 

Q.  Is  he  in  your  department  yet  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  ^ 

Q.  A  clerk  T— A.  Not  a  clerk  ;  a  messenger  who  takes  care  of  the  books. 

Q.  Whose  duty  was  it  to  put  that  letter  in  that  book  t — A.  His. 

Q.  He  puts  the  letters  in  the  books  there  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  examiue  into  this  matter  f — A.  Not  until  I  was  called  on  to  pro* 
duce  these  papers. 

Q.  Then  you  never  ascertained  that  this  page  was  absent  until  called  upon  by  this  com- 
mittee to  supply  these  papers  ? — A.  No,  sir;  1  had  no  occasion  to  look  into  it. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Have  you  examined  that  book  to  see  whether  or  not  that  letter  is  not  on  some  other 
page  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  personally. 

Q.  Have  you  caused  an  examination  to  be  made  1—  A.  No,  sir ;  I  am  not  aw^re  that  such 
an  examination  has  been  made. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Are  those  all  the  papers  relating  to  the  contract  with  Harlan  <&  HoUiugsworth  for  the 
repair  of  the  Amphitritef — A.  No,  sir;  because  I  gave  you  another  contract  the  other  day. 

Q.  I  mean  before  the  3d  of  March. — A.  Yes,  sir;  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  be- 
lief it  is. 

Q.  Ought  there  not  to  be  an  acceptance  there  by  Harlan  &,  Hollingsworth  T — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
I  think  I  can  produce  it.     I  have  no  doubt  that  it  is  on  file. 

Q.  Please  produce  that,  and  affix  to  that  contract. — A.  That  should  have  been  produced 
to  finish  it  up. 

Q.  Produce  the  contract  now  with  Mr.  John  Roach  for  the  repair  of  the  Mlantonomoh. — 
A.  This  is  the  contract,  sir.  [The  witness  produced  a  paper  which  was  marked  Con- 
struction and  Kepairs,  Exhibit  B.] 

Q.  State  whether  all  the  papers  relating  to  that  particular  contract  are  attached  to  that 
exhibit. — A.  All  relating  to  this  vessel,  with  the  exception  of  the  3d  of  March  contract,  as 
far  as  I  know. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  original  proposition  of  Mr.  Roach,  on  which  those  contracts  are 
predicated,  is  among  these  papers. — A.  The  original  proposition  is  missing. 

Q.  It  is  not  on  file  in  the  department? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Should  it  be  in  the  guard-book,  already  produced? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  what  entry  is  in  that  guard-book  to  show  that  such  a  letter  or  proposition  had 
been  received. — A.  The  index  states  that  on  September  23d  there  was  a  proposition  received 
from  Mr.  Roach ;  which  proposition  should  be  on  page  106. 

[E^xtract  from  the  guard- book :  ''September  23d,  (page  106,)  Roach,  John,  proposals 
$135,000."] 

I  turn  to  page  106  to  find  the  letter,  but  do  not  find  any  page  106. 

Q.  Where  page  106  should  be,  what  is  indicated  V — A.  It  is  indicated  that  something  has 
been  torn  out. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  evident  which  indicates  that  it  has  been  there  and  torn  out  ? — A.  It 
has  been  there. 

Q.  What  other  vessel  was  built  at  the  same  time — the  Monadnock  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

[The  witness  produced  the  contract  for  the  repair  of  the  Monadnock  with  T.  F.  Rowland, 
which  was  marked  "Construction  and  repairs.  Exhibit  C.**] 

Q.  State  the  date  of  that  contract ;  the  acceptance  of  the  contract  is  the  date  of  it  f — A. 
October  19th,  1874,  is  the  date  of  the  contract. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  whether  the  proposition  referred  to  therein,  on  the  24th  of  September,  is 
on  the  files  in  your  department  ?— A.  It  should  be. 

Q.  Is  it? — A.  That  should  be  on  the  files  of  the  department.  I  turn  to  the  index,  and 
find :  "  Mr.  Rowland,  page  107,  September  24,  1874.'*  There  should  be  a  proposal  from 
Mr.  Rowland. 

Q.  What  is  that  entry  in  the  index  t— A.  "  September  24,  page  107;  Rowland,  T.  F. 
Proposals;  $135,000." 
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Q.  Turn  to  where  that  entry  shoald  be  made,  page  107.— A.  I  turn  to  find  page  107,  and 
do  not  find  it. 

Q.  What  do  yon  find — that  there  has  been  inch  a  page  and  it  has  been  torn  ontT — A. 
That  there  has  been  a  page,  and  that  page  is  missing.    There  is  no  such  page  in  that  book. 

Q.  Have  all  the  moneys  been  pud  on  account  or  the  Arophitrite,  the  Miantonomoh,  and 
the  Monadnock  T— A.  That  would  be  difficult  to  answer  without  referring  to  my  statement, 
made  to  the  Secretary,  from  which  he  made  his  report.  I  cannot  answer  positively  without 
reference  to  the  statement  which  I  have  prepared.  *«4Iib4 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  all  the  work  provided  to  be  done  in  these  contracts  has  been 
completed  f — A.  I  think  it  has  not,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  to  what  extent  they  remain  unexecuted — they,  or  either  of  them  f — A. 
These  contracts  are  very  much  mixed. 

Q.  Answer  it  in  detail.  Take  the  Amphitrite  first. — A.  I  do  not  think  all  the  work  de- 
tailed here  for  the  Amphitrite  has  been  completed. 

Q.  Indicate  wherein  and  to  what  extent  it  has  been  completed. — A.  That  would  be  shown 
by  my  statement  also.  I  know  she  is  not  completed  ;  but  how  near,  my  statement  will 
show. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Your  statement  that  is  being  prepared  will  show  this? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  reason  why  the  full  execution  of  the  contract  has  been  delayed  7 — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Please  state  it. — A.  There  were  three  separate  contracts  made  for  the  building  of  this 
vessel ;  the  first  one  I  believe  is  completed. 

Q.  Which  one  was  that?— A.  The  one  for  the  $135,000. 

Q.  The  first  one  which  is  completed  relates  to  what  work  f — A.  This  was,  *'  To  erect  the 
frame,  garboard  strakes,  keelson,  floors,  deck-beams,  making  the  structure  complete,  in 
readiness  to  receive  the  internal  and  external  plating,  also  in  readiness  for  the  internal  fit- 
tings, d^c,  deck-platin(r  and  side  armor.'** 

That  is  the  part  I  believe  which  is  completed.  The  proposal  goes  on  to  state  further  what 
is  to  be  completed : 

**  This  proposition  is  accepted  with  the  understanding  that  the  work  to  be  performed  by 
you  embraces  stem  and  stem-post,  tho  intercostal  plates  with  all  necessary  passages  for 
water-courses  and  ventilation,  all  ledges  and  carlings  for  hatches,  deck  pipes,  turrets  tor  tur- 
ret-beds, and  shaft,  all  work  for  propeller  shaft  connected  with  the  vessel,  and  all  other  work, 
except  the  internal  and  external  platings.'* 

There  is  a  great  deal  of  work  you  know  in  that. 

**  To  paint  with  metallic  paint  or  red  lead  all  work  requiring  the  same  composing  the  frame 
of  the  vessel,  or  the  repairing  of  the  Amphitrite.*' 

The  frame  of  the  vessel,  or  the  repairing  of  the  Amphitrite,  the  double- turreted  monitor,  is 
called  repairing  here. 

"  The  iron  that  you  will  furnish  for  this  work  will  be  the  best  quality  of  charcoal  iron,  and 
have  a  tensile  strength  of  60,000  pounds  the  square  inch,  for  which  the  eovemment  will  pay 
by  delivering  to  vou  three  pounds  of  old  or  scrap  iron  for  each  pound  of  new  iron  used.** 

*'And  it  is  further  understood  that  in  makiuf  any  further  contract  or  agreement  for  the 
completion  of  the  repairs  of  the  Amphitrite  no  disadvantage  [to  the  government  shall  occur] 
by  havine  the  vessel  on  the  stocks  at  your  yard,  but  if  it  shall  appear  that  a  higher  price  is 
demanded  for  completing  the  work  still  to  be  done  than  in  the  opinion  of  the  department 
should  be  paid  therefor,  the  government  shall  have  the  right  to  bargain  with  any  otner  party 
to  go  into  the  yard  and  do  the  remainder  of  the  work  required  to  complete  the  repairs  of  the 
said  monitor.** 

Q.  Were  any  similar  contracts  entered  into  for  the  Miantonomoh  and  the  Monad- 
nock T — A.  There  were  like  contracts,  but  I  do  not  know  whether  they  embraced  the  same 
things  exactly ;  but  contracts  were  entered  into  for  them. 

Q.  Contracts  resembling  that  were  execnted,  were  they  not,  in  the  other  two  vessels  f ~ 
A.  The  first  contract  is  executed  in  the  Miantonomoh  and  the  Monadnock.  I  think 
the  first  contract  is  also  executed  on  all. 

Q.  Did  the  agreement  with  Rowland  and  Roach  for  the  Miantonomoh  and  Monad- 
nock embody  provisions  for  the  exchange  of  old  iron  for  new  T — A.  I  think  Roachs*  does. 
Yea,  sir;  this  is  a  copy.  [Looking  at  exhibit  ]  Yes ;  this  is  s  copy  of  this  proposition  of 
Mr.  Roach  and  is  the  same  precisely  as  that  of  Harlan  and  HoUingsworth. 

Q.  The  Monadnock  is  different  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Which  one  of  these  vessels  was  built  on  the  Pacific  coast  T — A.  The  Monadnock. 
[LookiDg  again  at  exhibit.]  Yes,  sir;  three  pounds  of  iron  for  each  pound  of  new  iron  is 
also  provided  for  in  the  contract  of  Mr.  Rowland. 

**  The  government  will  pay  by  delivering  to  you  three  pounds  of  old  or  scrap  iron  for 
each  pound  of  new  iron  used.'* 

2  N 
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Perhaps  I  had  better  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  very  little  difference  be. 
tween  these  contracts. 

Q.  State  wherein  the  contract  with  Mr.  Rowland  differs  from  the  two  just  described  T— A. 
The  chief  difference  seems  to  be  in  these  words :  '*  Making  the  structure  complete  in  all  re- 
spects, except  the  riveting,  in  readiness  to  receive  the  internal  and  external  plating  ;  also, 
in  readiness  for  the  internal  fittings,  deck-plating,  side  armor,  &c.;  to  take  down  the  same, 
and  to  mark,  pack,  and  ship  it  to  the  United  States  navj-jard,  Mare  Island,  California,  for 
the  Fum  of  $135,000." 

Q.  That  shows  how  that  vessel  got  there  f— A.  Yes,  sir.  [Witness  produces  contract  for 
the  Terror,  which  is  marked  Construction  and  Repair,  Exhibit  D.  ]  This  is  a  proposition  to 
Messrs.  Cramp  &  Sons. 

Q.  The  acceptance  of  this  proposition  makes  it  a  contract.  Is  the  acceptance  there  ? — A. 
No,  sir.  it  is  not  here;  that  is,  his  acceptance  is  not  here. 

Q.  What  kind  of  a  vessel  was  the  Terror? — A.  A  double- turreted  monitor. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Has  all  the  work  been  done  on  account  of  that  contract? — A.  I  think  it  has. 

Q.  Have  all  the  moneys  been  paid  that  are  due  to  the  contractor  7 — A.  I  think  so  ;  my 
exhibit  will  show. 

Q.  There  was  no  letter  about  this  T — A.  No  letter. 

Q.^Do  you  know  whether  any  correspondence  was  had  with  regard  to  the  Terror? — A. 
Prior' to  this!    No,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  that  contract? — A.  One  hundred  and  thirty-five  thousand 
dollars. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  other  three  contracts  already  put  in  evidence  this  morning 
— A,  B.  and  C  ? — A.  Different  amounts. 

Q.  Just  state  them. — A.  The  Terror's  first  contract  was  $135,000 ;  the  Miantonomoh's 
first  contract  was  $135,000;  the  Amphitrite's  first  contract  was  $135,000.  My  impression 
was  that  the  Monadnock^s  was  different,  but  I  see  that  the  Monadnock's  is  $135,000  also. 

Q.  Do  not  Exhibits  A  and  B  contain  other  contracts  than  those  you  have  mentioned  7 — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  what  they  are. — A.  Exhibit  A  contains,  in  addition  to  the  contract  already  de 
scribed,  another  contract  or  proposition,  bearing  date  April  5,  1875. 

Q.  State  in  brief  terms  what  it  is? — A.  To  ** finish  the  iron-hull  work  and  deck-armor 
plating  of  the  double-turreted  monitor  Amphitrife;  do  all  inside  and  outside  plating,  die.** 

Q.  For  how  much  ? — A.  That  contract  was  for  $155,000. 

Q.  That  is  the  Harlan  and  HoUin^sworth  contract? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  all  executed  ? — A.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  has  been  paid  on  account  thereof? — A.  That  I  shall  name  in  my  statement. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  contract  with  Harlan  and  HoUingsworth  relating  to  the  Amphi* 
trite  ?— A.  That  of  the  3d  of  March. 

Q.  The  next  is  the  exhibit  of  the  3d  of  March  ?— A.  The  next  is  the  exhibit  of  the  3d 
of  March. 

Q.  Are  there  any  contracts  in  Exhibit  B  beyond  those  that  have  been  already  described  t — 
A.  In  Exhibit  B  there  is  another  contract,  or  proposition,  dated  April  3,  1875 ;  this  propo- 
sition is  directed  to  John  Roach. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount?— A.  The  amount  of  that  contract  is  $155,000. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  has  been  fully  paid  for  7 — A.  That  will  be  shown  in  my 
-statement. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  has  been  fully  completed  ? — A.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Q.  That  will  also  be  shown  in  your  statement  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  better  make  a  remark 
liere,  that  there  is  still  another  contract  in  this  paper.  There  is  another  contract,  which  is  a 
part  of  Exhibit  B,  relating  to  the  Miantonomoh,  with  John  Roach,  bearing  date  September 
29, 1876,  and  refers  to  his  proposal. 

Q.  Is  his  proposal  also  in  this  exhibit? — A.  No,  sir.  But  I  will  prodace  it  or  give  the 
reason  why  it  cannot  be  produced. 

Q.  What  does  the  contract  amount  to  7 — A.  Three  hundred  and  forty-eight  thonsand  five 
hundred  dollars.  This  is  dated  September  29,  1876.  Perhaps  it  would  be  well  for  the  com- 
mittee if  they  would  read  the  note  at  the  close  of  this  contract 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  W^hat  does  the  note  say  ?— A.  Reciting  what  is  to  be  done  "  until  the  entire  work  shall 
have  been  completed  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  department,  and  accepted.  •  *  • 
Although  there  is  at  present  a  sufficient  amount  of  funds  in  the  Treasury  applicable  to  this 
object,  yet  it  is  probable  that  a  large  portion  thereof  may  posiibly  be  required  for  other  pur- 
poses, and  this  fact  will  be  taken  in  consideration  by  you  before  deciding  to  continue  the 
work  herein  referred  to.*' 

And  then  follows  a  memorandum  of  work  to  ba  done  to  complete  the  M'antonomoh,  which 
is  attached  to  the  exhibit. 

Q.  Dj  you  know  whether  the  Miantoaomolrhas  b-jen  completed  ? — A.  She  has  not. 
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Q.  Do  yoa  know  whether  any  moneys  are  due  on  account  thereof? — A.  I  think  there  is 
an  amount  of  money  due,  which  is  shown  by  my  exhibit. 

Q.  Does  Exhibit  D  contain  any  other  contract  than  that  you  have  described  relating  to 
the  double-turreted  monitor  Terror  f — A.  Yes  ;  it  contains  another  proposition  or  contract 
dated  April  5,  1875. 

Q.  Is  the  acceptance  there  T— A.  No,  sir.  It  relates  to  work  still  further  to  be  done  on 
the  Terror,  in  addition  to  that  contemplated  in  the  first  contract,  and  the  amount  to  be 
paid  is  $155,000. 

Q.  Did  that  last  contract  provide  for  the  entire  completion  of  the  Terror  7 — A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Has  the  last  contract  been  executed  f  ~A.  This  contrf  ct  for  $155,000  for  the  work  has 
not  been  completed. 

Q.  Moneys  are  due  thereon  f— A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  The  money  due  and  the  amount  of  work  to  be  done  will  appear  as  part  of  your  state- 
ment f — A.  Nearly  so.  The  reason  why  the  second  contract  cannot  be  compieted-is,  the  con- 
dition  of  the  work  is  such  that  it  is  impossible  to  complete  the  second  contract  without  add- 
ing still  further  work  which  is  contemplated  to  be  done  in  the  third  contract. 

Q.  Of  March  3  T — A.  They  are  tied  up  together.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  contracts  of  March  3  relate  to  the  Amphitrite,  the  Monadnock,  and  the  Ter- 
ror f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  all  of  them,  except  the  Miantonomoh ;  she  is  covered  already. 

Q.  Is  that  same  statement  true  with  reference  to  the  contracts  regarding  the  other  ves- 
sels T — A.  I  think  the  same  statement  is  true. 

Q.  That  they  cannot  be  completed  until  the  contracts  provided  for  on  March  3  are  under 
way  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  such  is  the  nature  of  the  work. 

Q.  You  might  explain  that  to  the  committee. — A.  In  order  to  make  it  perfectly  plain  to 
the  committee  I  can  prepare  a  diagram  showing  how  that  is. 

Q.  Will  you  please  do  so  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

[Witness  produces  a  paper  relating  to  a  contract  for  the  repair  of  the  Puritan,  which  was 
marked  Constmction  and  Repair — Exhibit  £. } 

Q.  State  the  date  of  that  contract  as  it  appears  from  the  exhibit,  the  work  provided  to  be 
done  thereby,  and  the  amount  to  be  paid  therefor. — A.  The  first  paper  we  have  in  reference 
to  that  vessel  is  a  letter  from  John  Roach,  dated  December  3,  1874,  directed  to  the  Chief  of 
the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair.  He  says:  '*!  will  agree  to  perform  all  the  work 
necessary  to  put  in  frame  the  iron-clad  monitor  Puritan  in  the  same  manner  as  is  being  done 
with  the  Terror  class.  The  dimensions  of  the  Puritan  to  be  as  follows :  Length,  260  feet ; 
depth,  18  feet  9;  breadth,  60.  That  is  to  say,  I  will  erect  the  frame  garboard  streaks,  keel- 
sons, floors,  deck-beams,  making  the  structure  complete  in  readiness  to  receive  the  internal 
and  external  plating ;  also  in  readiness  for  the  internal  fittings,  deck-plating,  and  side  armor, 
for  the  sum  of  $155,000.  and  will  furnish  iron  for  the  above  work,  taking  three  tons  of 
wrought-iron  scrap  delivered  in  my  yard  for  each  ton  of  new  iron  used  by  me  in  the 
structure.*' 

The  committee  will  observe  this  letter  we  have.    The  other  letters  we  are  not  able  to  find. 

Q.  Did  you  take  that  out  of  the  guard-book  7— A.  Yes ;  it  is  copied  from  the  guard-book. 

In  reply  to  that  letter  next  is  a  letter  from  the  bureau.  This  letter  is  dated  December  12, 
1874. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  From  whom  f — A.  From  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

By  Mr.  HueenLL: 
Q.  He  accepts  the  proposition? — A.  Yes,  sir;  be  accepts  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  of  that  contract?— A.  He  proposed  to  do  that  for  $155,000.  Then 
after  there  is  a  proposition  from  the  chief  of  the  bureau,  dated  April  7,  1875,  in  which  he  re- 
fers to  this  same  letter,  mentioning  the  proposition  in  it. 

'^Referring  to  your  proposition  of  December  3,  1874,  accepted  by  bureau  letter  of  Decem- 
ber 12,  1874,  to  perform  all  the  labor  necessary  to  put  in  frame  and  iron-clad  monitor  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  drawings  and  specifications,  and  in  the  same  manner  as  is  being  done 
with  the  Terror  class  df  vessels,  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty -five  thousand  dollars 
($15.5,000),"  etc.    The  letter  I  see  is  a  repetition. 

On  the  same  date,  April  7,  1875,  we  have  another  letter  in  which  the  bureau  proposes  to 
Mr.  Roach  that  he  should  finish  the  iron  hull  and  deck  armor-plating  of  the  douole-turreted 
monitor  Puritan. 

Q.  Is  that  another   contiact?— A.  That  is  the  scccnd  contract  icgardirg  the  Puritan 
dated  April  7,  1875. 

Q.  How  much  is  that  for — the  amount  to  be  paid  the  contractor  for  that  work  ? — A.  The 
second  contract  is  $207,000. 

Q.  Is  the  first  contract  yet  completed  ?— A.  I  think  it  is,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  one  relating  to  the  Puritan  ?— A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  Have  all  the  moneys  been  paid  on  account  of  it  ?~A.  That  1  am  not  able  to  say.  My 
exhibit  will  show  that. 
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Q.  What  is  the  condition  of  the  second  contract;  is  it  ezecatedt — A.  I  dou*t  think  the 
second  contract  is  executed  yet,  for  the  same  reason  that  the  second  contract  coald  not  be 
executed  in  the  other  vessels. 

Q.  Has  not  the  work  been  suspended  bj  the  Secretary  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  not  that  particular  contract  been  suspended  ?~A.  Yes ;  but  my  impression  is  that 
before  the  Secretary  suspended  it  the  i*ork  got  as  far  along  as  it  could  have  gone  without 
commencing  the  third  contract 

Q.  This  particular  contract  has  been  suspended  too  T — A.  My  impression  is  that  they  com- 
pleted this  contract  as  far  as  it  was  possible  to  complete  it. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  All  these  contracts  of  March  3d  have  been  suspended  ? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  all  of  them — all 
relating  to  these  vessels. 
Q.  Why, was  that  done  ? — A.  They  were  considered  illegal,  I  believe. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  The  Secretary  suspended  them  ;  it  was  done  by  his  order  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  any  surveys  or  investigations  been  made  with  reference  to  the  Puritan  ?— A. 
Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  reports  on  the  subject  from  any  board  of  survey  or  board  of  officers? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  yon  please  present  a  copy  of  that  also  T— A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have  a  report  from  the 
board  who  examined  into  the  condition  of  the  Puritan.  That  board  has  been  dissolved ;  but 
there  is  another  board  appointed  now  to  pursue  the  work  still  further. 

Q.  Who  constituted  the  first  board  f — A.  I  cannot  recall  any  but  the  naval  constructors — 
Messrs.  Webb,  Wilson  &,  Hichborn.    There  were  also  engineers. 

Q.  Who  were  the  line  officers? — A.  I  think  the  line  officer  was  Commodore  Bryson;  he 
was  the  head  of  the  board.    There  was  still  another  line  officer,  whom  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Was  it  Admiral  MuUany? — A.  I  don't  know  but  I  am  mistaken.  I  thought  it  was 
Bryson;  but  I  think  MuUany  was  the  head  of  the  board. 

Q.  Does  that  survey  relate  to  the  second  contract  f — A.  No,  sir ;  the  object  of  that  board  was 
to  make  calculations  to  ascertain  whether  the  vessel  would  carry  all  of  the  weights  which  she 
was  designed  to  carry  as  contracted  for,  and  to  examine  and  see  whether  the  plans  were 
proper  and  whether  she  could  carry  the  weights  intended  to  be  carried. 

Q.  Originally,  or  how  intended  to  carry — by  subsequent  determination  7 — A.  The  weights 
intended  to  carry  as  contemplated  by  the  third  contract. 

Q.  That  is  of  March  3,  1877  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  weight  determined  to  be  carried  in  the  contract  of  March  Hd  different  from 
that  before  determined  upon  ? — A.  That  I  am  unable  to  say.  I  came  into  the  bureau  just 
after  that  and  found  a  contract  for  certain  weights  to  be  placed  on  board  the  ship,  which 
was  made  just  before  that  time.  The  object  of  appointing  that  board  was  this.  Upon  ex*- 
amination  it  was  found  that  the  plans  of  the  bureau  were  very  meager  for  that  ship,  and  the 
draughtsman  could  not  tell  me  what  the  ship  should  displace,  or  whether  she  would  float 
or  not.  On  reporting  that  fact  to  the  Secretary,  he  decided  to  appoint  a  board  to  exam* 
ine  into  the  ship. 

Q.  Then  here  is  a  board  also  employed  now,  but  it  has  not  made  any  report  f — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  it  has  not  as  yet  made  any  report. 

Q.  State  the  names  of  the  members  of  the  board. — A.  The  present  board  t  I  can  give 
you  the  naval  constructors. 

Q.  We  call  for  the  names  of  the  members  of  that  board,  also  the  letter  of  instruction. 

(Witness  produces  copy  of  contract  for  putting  the  Monadnock  in  frame,  dated  September 
18.  1875,  Pbineas  Burgess,  contractor,  which  was  marked  Construction  and  Repair  Ex- 
hibit F.) 

Q.  With  whom  was  that  contract T — A.  With  Phineas  Burgess. 

Q.  Where  was  the  work  to  be  done? — A.  Valli«jo,  California. 

Q.  State  the  amount  of  money  to  be  paid  for  itf— A.  This  contract  is  different  from  all 
others  ;  because  proposals  were  advertised  for  in  the  completion  of  this  vessel. 

Q.  State  whetner  that  is  similar  to  the  other  contracts  already  offered  in  evidence,  or 
wherein  is  the  difference,  if  any  7— A.  The  difference  appears  to  be,  first,  there  is  an  adver- 
tisement fur  proposals  to  do  this  work. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  advertisement?— A.  July  12,  1875.  Proposals  to  be  received 
until  the  3inh  of  August,  1875. 

Q.  Where  does  it  propose  the  work  to  be  done? — A.  *'  The  contractor  will  be  required  to 
prepare  a  substantial  foundation  for  blocking  up  and  launching  the  vessel  in  the  vicinitv  of 
the  Mare  Island  navy-yard,  and  complete  the  above  work  in  six  weeks  from  the  time  of  the 
delivery  of  the  frame,  Ac,  at  the  depot  in  Valleio."  Also,  **  Proposals  will  be  received  at 
the  same  time  and  place  for  putting  on  outer  and  inner  skin  plating,  deck-plating,  all  bulk- 
heads, &c.'*    There  are  two  different  propotals. 

Q.  Does  the  contract  relate  to  both  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  there  is  another  contract  in  response  to 
said  advertisement. 
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[The  contract  was  marked  Exhibit  F,  Conntruction  and  Repair.] 
Q.  Please  state  what  bids  were  made  uncler  said  advertisement  f — A.  The  first  bid  is  from 
T.  F.  Rowland  for  both  proposals.  ^ 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Where  is  that  dated  7— A.  New  York.  Both  proposals  were  for  $325,000  ;  and  the 
next  proposal  was  from  W.  H.  Taylor.  Bid  for  the  first  proposal,  $60,500 ;  for  the  seeond 
propcwal,  $^7,500.  The  next  proposal  is  from  the  Hope  Iron  Works.  First  proposal,  for 
$46,000;  second  proposal,  for  $243,000.  The  next  offer  was  from  Phineas  Burgess.  His 
first  proposal  is  $22,350 ;  second  proposal,  $216,900.  These  bids  were  opened  in  the  pres- 
ence of  1.  Hanscom,  chief  of  bnreau;  H.  A.  Goldsborongh,  chief  clerk,  and  B.  T.  Hanley, 
clerk.    Then  the  bids  follow  right  alongf  according  to  this  statement. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 
Q.  The  contract  was  let  to  Burgess,  was  it  t— A,  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Bargess  was  the  lowest  bidder? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  receiyed  the  two  contracts  under  that  bid  ? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  as  I  understand  it. 

Q.  One  being  Exhibit  F,  and  the  other  Exhibit  G  7  ~A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 
Q.  Did  they  differ  t — ^A.  The  chief  difference  is  by  the  advertisement  and  bid. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Does  it  embrace  any  provisions  for  exchange  of  old  material  for  new  t — A.  I  think 
not  This  first  contract  of  $22,350  seems  to  be  a  contract  to  bring  this  ve8sel  up  to  the 
same  condition  which  the  other  contracts  require,  and  for  which  they  received  $135,000. 

Q.  You  mean  to  say  that  this  contract,  together  with  Rowland's,  is  equal  to  any  other 
contract? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  mean  to  say  that  the  work  that  has  been  done  by  Burgess,  under  this  contract, 
and  the  work  done  by  Rowland  was  equivalent  to  what  the  other  contractors  had 
done  on  the  other  vessels  t~A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  same  work  is  done  by  these  two  contracts.  Burgesses  and  Rowland's,  as  was  done 
by  the  other  contractors  under  one  f — A.  Not  for  the  same  money ;  $22,000  more. 

Q.  Who  paid  for  the  transportation  of  that  7 — A.  I  think  the  government  was  to  pay  the 
transportation. 

Q.  Produce  the  other  contract. 

[Witness  produces  copy  of  another  Monadnock  contract,  which  had  been  marked 
Exhibit  G.] 

A.  This  is  a  copy  of  a  contract  for  continuing  the  work  op  the  Monadnock,  and  com- 
pleting her  in  all  respects,  excepting  putting  on  armor-plating  on  sides. 

Q.  what  was  the  amount  paid  for  that  T— A.  $216,900. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  contract  f — A.  The  second  day  of  October,  1875.  The  other 
is  Sdepteraber  18,  1875.     Mr.  Burgess,  you  observe,  hails  from  Brooklyn  in  this  contract. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Are  these  contracts  completed  7  What  condition  is  the  Monadnock  in  t — A.  Not  com* 
pleted. 

Q.  The  work  was  suspended  on  them  T — A.  The  work  on  that  second  contract  never  was 
suspended  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  ^ 

Q.  The  work  under  this  contract  was  never  suspended  T — A.  Never  suspended. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Has  the  work  provided  to  be  done  in  that  contract  of  Mr.  Bui^ess^s  for  $216,900  been 
completed  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  the  government  indebted  to  Mr.  Burgess  anything  on  account  of  that  second  con- 
tract?—A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  sum? — A.  It  will  be  noted  in  my  statement. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  I  understand  the  Secretary  did  not  undertake  to  suspend  the  second  contract,  but  sus- 
pended the  contract  of  the  3d  of  March,  and  afterward  the  work  on  the  second  was  not  com- 
pleted, as  other  work  had  to  be  done  first,  as  provided  for  in  this  third  contract  7 — A.  That 
18  tnie  with  regard  to  all  the  vessels  excepting  the  Monadnock.  I  have  reason  to  believe 
the  work  on  her  scarcely  arrived  at  that  point,  but  the  work  is  stopped  too. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Not  by  order  of  the  bureau  T—  A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  mean  to  say  that  this  vessel,  the  Monadnock,  was  not  so  far  advanced  as 
these  others  f — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Those  are  all  the  contracts  ^ou  have,  excepting  those  of  the  3d  March  which  are  out- 
standing and  unexecuted,  relating  to  these  vessels  T~A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Was  there  a  third  contract  made  with  Mr.  Bur^i^s  on  the  3d  of  March  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Was  that  done  by  advertisement  f — A.  I  think  not,  sir.     It  was  done  as  all  the  others 
were. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  yon  know  any  reason  why  these  other  contracts  should  not  be  given  out  by  adver 
tisement  precisely  as  those  given  out  to  Mr.  Burgess  ? — A.  No  reason  at  all. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  what  the  law  requires  in  reference  to  that  f — A.  I  think  the  law  re- 
quires that  the  work  should  be  advertised  for. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Do  yon  construe  the  law  or  the  Secretary  7 — A.  The  Secretary  construes  the  law,  of 
course. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  these  vessels,  all  of  them,  virtually  rebuilt  entirely  new  7 — A.  I  would  not  call 
them  rebuilt  at  all. 

Q.  What  would  you  call  them? — A.  Wot»l^  c*^!  them  vessels  **  built.*' 

Q.  That  is,  built  entirely  new  ;  wholly  new  t — A.  Not  entirely  now  ;  the  hulls  were  built 
entirely  new. 

Q.  State  exactly  what  parts  were  built  entirely  new  and  what  parts  not  f — A.  We  may 
use  the  old  turrets  yet  or  may  not ;  it  is  an  unsettled  question ;  but  the  hulls  are  new. 

Q.  Would  it  not  have  been  profitable  to  the  government  to  have  made  contracts  for  the 
entire  completion  of  these  vessels  at  one  time  instead  of  making  them  in  diflferent  parts  T — 
A.  Yes ;  provided  the  money  was  ready  to  pay  for  then. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Was  the  money  ready  7 — A.  I  never  understood  that  there  was  an  appropriation  suffi- 
cient to  cover  the  cost  of  these  vessels. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  these  vessels  were  built,  were  so  many  vessels  added  to  the  Navy  or  did  they 
take  the  place  of  vessels  of  the  same  name  7— A.  I  think  in  every  case  they  took  the  place 
of  other  vessels. 

Q.  Carrying  the  same  name  f — A.  I  think  in  every  case  they  took  the  place  of  other  ves- 
sels. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 
Q.  Hence  the  same  namef — A.  And  therefore  it  was  called  ** repairing.'* 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  which  one  of  these  vessels  will  cost  the  least  to  the  government  of  a 
similar  class ;  same  dimensions  t — A.  I  shall  have  to  look  at  the  contracts.  My  present  im- 
pression is  that  the  Terror,  Miantonomob,  and  Amphitrite  cost  the  same  money. 

Q.  Precisely  7 — A.  That  is  my  impression. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 
Q.  How  about  the  Monadnock  f — A.  She  will  cost  more,  ot  course. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  think  any  money  could  have  been  saved  to  the  government  by  advertising  in 
these  cases  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  abou|  how  much ;  what  per  cent.  7 — A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  tell. 
You  see  how  wide  a  variation  of  bids  there  is  for  oua  ship. 

Q.  Give  me  the  amounts  of  money  to  the  credit  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Re* 
pair  on  the  24th  day  of  September,  1874  ;  also]  the  amount  on  the  26th  day  of  September, 
1874 ;  also  the  amount  on  October2  and  19,  1874  ;  also  December  H,  1874  ;  also  December 
12,  1874  ;  also  April  3,  5,  and  7,  1875;  also  September  18, 1875 ;  also  on  October  2,  1875; 
also  on  September  29,  1876 ;  and  also  on  March  3,  1877  ?~A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  were  any  contracts  entered  into  with  any  of  these  parties  relating  to  these  vessels 
after  March  3f— A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Please  ascertain  and  make  a  statement  to  this  committee  as  to  what  the  outstanding 
obligations  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  were  at  the  respective  dates  before 
mentioned,  either  for  past  indebtedness  or  for  contracts  unexecuted  t — A.  Yes,  sir;  that 
will  be  a  little  mixed.  For  instance,  on  a  certain  day  I  was  aware  that  we  were  indebted 
$10,000.  We  make  this  contract  without  any  monev.  The  contractor  goes  on  and  com- 
pletes bis  work  for  $135,000 ;  the  next  time  I  am  indebted  not  only  the  first  indebtedness 
but  the  last. 

By  Mr.  Hubbbll  : 
Q.  You  have  stated  that  certain  proposals  of  contractors  for  doing  work  on  these  moni- 
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tors  named  have  been  taken  from  the  guard-book  ;  they  disappeared  from  the  guard-book  1 — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  investigation  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  when,  how,  and  for 
what  purpose  these  were  taken  away  f — A.  No  further  investigation  than  an  inquiry. 

Q.  Of  whom  ? — A.  Of  Mr.  Goldsborough,  and  Mr.  Fisher,  the  men  in  whose  charge  the 
guard-book  is. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Give  their  explanation  of  that. — A.  Mr.  Goldsborough  is  not  able  to  say  how  they  dis- 
appeared. Mr.  Fisher  replies  that  his  opinion  is  that  they  were  in  the  guard-book  on  the  last 
day  of  Mr.  Hanscom's  official  connection  with  the  bureau  ;  the  last  day  he  was  the  chief  of 
the  bureau,  because  he  found  the  guard-books  the  next  morning  on  the  sill  of  the  window. 
They  had  been  removed  from  their  proper  place.  He  therefore  surmises  that  they  were 
abstracted  then. 

Q.  Who  has  access  to  the  guard -book  7 — A.  Mr.  Fisher,  who  kept  that  guard-book,  and 
other  clerks. 

Q.  What  clerks  ? — A.  They  can  all  have  access  in  office-hours.  Everything  is  locked  up 
after  office-hours. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Were  those  guard-books  locked  up  after  office-hours  7 — A.  That  1  am  not  sure  of.  Mr. 
Fisher  will  know. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  say  he  told  you  that  he  thinks  it  was  on  the  last  day  Mr.  Hanscom  was  in  office 
What  date  was  that  ?— A.  Twenty -eighth  day  of  April,  1877. 

Q.  That  was  the  date  of  his  leaving  the  office  f — A.  He  left  the  office  in  the  aAemoon  of 
that  day. 

Q.  These  contracts  that  were  entered  into  on  the  3d  of  March  by  Secretary  Robeson  have 
been  suspended  by  the  present  Secretary  ;  work  has  been  stopped  on  these. — A.j^It  has  not 
been  allowed  to  begin. 

Q.  Had  they  commenced  work  before  suspension  or  between  the  time  of  making  the 
contracts  and  the  order  of  suspension,  between  March  3  and  16  T— A.  I  only  know'un- 
officially ;  with  regard  to  one  vessel  the  work  was  commenced. 

Q.  What  vessel  was  that  7 — A.  The  Terror. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  That  was  with  Messrs.  Cramp  &  Sons f— A.  Yes,  sir. 
By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Have  those  vessels  been  an  expense  to  the  government  for  watching  and  nrotecting 
them,  so  far  as  they  have  been  completed,  or  do  the  former  contractors  have  to  taKe  care  of 
them  7 — A.  The  only  expense  I  know  of  at  present  is  when  the  work  was  suspended,  it 
necessarily  bad  to  be  protected  during  winter.  We  have  put  something  of  a  covering  over 
the  Puritan  and  the  Terror  and  the  Amphitrite. 

Q.  Have  you  to  employ  men  to  watch  them  and  to  take  care  of  them,  so  that  they  will 
not  be  molested  f — A.  No,  sir ;  it  is  not  considered  necessary,  because  they  are  in  the  yards 
of  the  contractors,  who  employ  watchmen  for  the  whole  yard. 

Q.  You  say  they  are  under  no  expense,  in  the  condition  they  are  in  at  the  present  time, 
for  taking  care  of,  watching,  apd  protecting  their  property  f — A.  No  further  expense  than 
that.  I  will  say  that  we  keep  two  naval  constructors  on  duty.  A  naval  constructor  has 
charge  of  the  Terror,  to  see  that  she  is  properly  shored  up  aud  retains  her  shape,  and  an- 
other naval  constructor  has  charge  of  the  Amphitrite,  the  Puritan,  and  the  Miantonomoh. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Of  each? — A.  No,  sir;  one  man  attends  to  those  three.  The  naval  constructor  of 
Mare  Island  attends  to  the  Monadnock. 

By  Mr  Hubbell: 

Q.  Was  there  any  cost  for  shoring  up;  at  whose  expense  is  that  done?— A.  We  should 
have  to  do  it,  in  the  present  condition  or  things,  at  government  expense,  because  we  have 
stopped  the  work,  ani  we  have  to  house  them  to  some  extent.  The  housing  of  the  Amphi- 
trite costs  between  /our  and  five  hundred  dollars  to  protect  her  from  the  weather  during  the 
winter ;  that  of  the  Puritan  not  so  much. 

By  Mr.  Page  ; 

Q.  You  have  had  to  build  sheds  over  each  one  f — A.  As  far  as  necessary  to  protect  the 
work  during  the  winter.    Those  sheds  remain  now  until  the  work  goes  on.  ^ 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Does  the  government  suffer  any  damage  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  these  vessels  re- 
main in  their  incomplete  condition  f-  A.  No,  sir ;  not  unless  the  contractors  should  bring  a 
bill  of  damages  for  cost  of  delay. 

Q.  Is  not  the  work  that  has  already  been  exposed  apt  to  decay  by  reason  of  th^t  exposure 
o  the  weather  or  otherwise  1 — A.  The  work  up  to  tnis  time,  with  the  exception  of  the 
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Miantonomoh,  is  entirelj  of  iron — almost  all  iron.  No  damais^  is  sustained  with  iron  when 
it  is  kept  well  painted.  It  is  a  part  of  the  naval  constrnctor's  duty  to  see  that  vessels  are 
properly  cared  for  and  everything  kept  painted.  The  Miantonomoh  is  so  far  advanced 
as  to  have  the  wooden  backing  for  the  armor,  and  of  coarse,  if  exposed  to  the  weather, 
it  would  make  that  backing  decay. 

Q.  Will  not  even  iron  be  injured? — A.  No,  sir;  we  protect  it  by  paint,  and  if  the  con- 
structor attends  to  his  duty,  it  may  stay  there  for  years. 

Q.  These  vessels  are  all  in  the  private  yards  of  the  contractors  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  one  of  them 
18  launched. 

Q.  Which  one  is  that  f — A.  The  Miantonomoh.    Mr.  Roach  is  the  builder  of  her. 

Q.  Is  not  the  government  subject  to  damages  by  reason  of  these  delays,  that  they  occupy 
these  yards  so  long  a  time  on  the  stocks,  &c.  T— A.  I  think  so,  in  equitv. 

Q.  Can  the  government  avail  itself  of  the  money  that  has  already  been  expended  or  of 
the  work  that  has  already  been  done,  without  completing  these  vessels  7 — A.  Only  to  the 
extent  of  breaking  up  the  vessels  and  making  use  of  the  old  material. 

Q.  Then,  everything  already  paid  is  a  totel  loss  unless  they  are  completed,  except  so 
£u'as  the  old  material  Is  concerned  7 — A.  Except  they  are  completed. 

Q.  You  would  have  to  work  up  the  old  material? — A.  If  not  completed. 

Q.  Supposing  the  government  owes  money  on  account  of  this  work,  have  not  the  con- 
tractors a  lien  on  the  old  material  T — A.  I  think  the  government  is  obliged  to  pay  the  con- 
tractors  as  far  as  they  have  gone  and  take  the  vessel. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Were  not  these  repairs  started  when  the  Cuban  troubles  began  ? — A.  I  cannot  answir 
that  question  directly.    I  can  by  referring  to  the  dates  of  the  Cuban  scare. 

WashinotciN,  D.  C,  February  2,  1878. 

H.  A.  GoLDSBORoUGif,  chief  clerk  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  aud  Repair,  sworn  and 
examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  I  want  to  ask  you  about  that  guard-book,  whether  you  understand  the  manner 
in  which  certain  letters  have  been  abstracted  from  it  7 — Answer.  Indeed,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  certain  letters  were  there  which  have  been  abstracted  T — A. 
O,  yes ;  because  they  have  been  entered  in  the  index,  and  that  is  proof  positive  that  they 
were  there  ;  but  Mr.  Hanscom  had  a  rough  way  of  doing  business,  and  to  save  trouble — I 
only  give  what  my  impression  is — he  would  tear  them  out  intending  to  put  them  back  again. 
I  suppose  these  letters  are  somewhere  around. 

By  Mr.  IIubbell  : 

Q.  They  were  read  before  the  Naval  Committee  ?— A.  Yes,  sir  ;  they  may  have  been  up 
there  and  probably  mislaid.  I  think  there  is  nothing  criminal  in  it,  because  we  can  send  to 
the  parties  and  get  copies,  I  have  no  doubt — from  Mr.  Roach  and  Messrs.  Harlan  &  Hol- 
lingsworth.  There  was  a  quick  way  of  doing  business — ^just  taking  things  right  out — and 
they  were  mislaid.  Oar  files  have  been  scattered  about  up  here  frequently,  and  we  had  the 
greatest  trouble  in  the  world  to  find  them.  ^ 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  the  time  when  these  were  abstracted  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not 
know  a  word  about  it  until  the  other  day  the  clerk  told  me  about  it  and  showed  it  to  me. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  2, 1878. 
George  T.  Cuttek,  Paymaster-General,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  your  position  in  the  Navy  Department. — Answer.  Paymaster-General. 

Q.  You  are  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Clothing  and  Provisions  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  occupied  that  position? — A.  Since  the  i8th  of  November  last. 

Q.  Who  was  your  predecessor  f — A.  James  H.  Watmough. 

Q.  Can  you  inform  the  committee  what  the  indebtedness  of  your  bureau  is  at  the  present 
timet — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Please  state  it. — A.  I  can  bring  it. 

Q.  Have  you  already  made  it  out? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  made  it  out  this  morning — a  list  of 
bills  of  everything  that  we  have  on  our  books  up  to  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

There  is  a  list  of  the  outstanding  bills  under  different  heads.  [The  paper  was  marked 
Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  Exhibit  A.] 

This  is  a  list  of  bills  against  the  bureau  up  to  June  30,  1877 : 

The  amount  in  the  aggregate  is $160,966  33 

The  amount  for  clothing  being 76,622  02 

For  provisions 55, 846  3l 

And  pay..* 28,500  00 
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[Witness  produced  another  statement,  which  was  marked  Burean  of  Provisions  and  Cloth- 
ing, Exhibit  B.] 
(  Exhibit  B  contains  the  value  of  clothing  delivered  at  different  inspections,  for  which  bills 
were  presented  to  the  bureau  and  the  amounts  agreed  to  be  paid. 

Q.  When  did  the  amounts  in  that  exhibit  become  duet — A.  The  clothing-fund  is  an  accu- 
mulating fund;  it  pays  for  itself  by  issues  to  the  crews  of  vessels,  but  they  have  not  any 
money. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  You  keep  a  stock  on  hand? — A.  We  supply  to  the  ship  and  issue  to  the  men  at  cost 
prices.  Every  three  months  the  pay-officer  sendls  in  his  account,  stating  the  amount  of  is- 
sues of  clothing  to  each  man  in  gross,  which  amount  is  taken  from  the  appropriation  of  pay, 
and  credited  to  clothing. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  do  not  give  the  names  cf  parties  to  which  this  indebtedness  is  due.~A.  Yes,  sir  ; 
^371,611.47  is  the  grand  total. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  is  the  next  exhibit  ? 

[Witness  produced  another  statement,  which  was  marked  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Cloth- 
ing, Exhibit   C] 

A.  This  is  a  statement  how  the  money  was  expended  in  requisitions  on  the  bureau  for  the 
fiscal  year  of  1876-77. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  exhibit  T 

[Witness  produced  another  statement,  which  was  marked  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Cloth- 
ing, Exhibit  D.] 

A.  This  shows  how  much  money  is  due  pav  from  provisions,  $225,742.77. 

Q»  Explain  that  to  the  committee — what  that  exhibit  shows  due  to  pay. — A.  All  requisi- 
tions abroad  are  drawn  on  the  Navy  Department  under  the  head  of  appropriation  of  pay.  It 
is  paid  out  for  everything,  for  provisions,  for  coal,  wood,  and  all  articles  used  on  every  ship. 
There  is  a  balance  struck  every  little  while,  bat  the  appropriation  for  provisions  for  the  last 
fiscal  year  was  short  just  this  amount  [indicating].  Jt  was  taken  from  pav,  and  therefore 
owes  pay  that  money.  We  asked  for  $1,310,000  odd,  and  they  only  appropriated 
$1,055,000,  and  we  have  spent  actually  the  full  appropriation  within  $25,000.  8oit  shows 
the  difference  between  $1,055,000  and  what  was  asked  for,  thus  making  it  two  hundred  and 
twenty-five  thousand  and  odd  dollars  short. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  exhibit  T 

[Witness  produced  another  statement,  which  was  marked  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Cloth- 
ing, Exhibit  E.l 

A.  It  shows  the  indebtedness  for  everything  of  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing  up 
to  June  30,  1877. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  T — A.  The  amounts  are  not  footed  up,  but  I  will  have  it  done. 

Q.  Have  you  money  on  hand  now  to  extinguish  this  indebtedness  T— A.  No*  sir;  only 
about  $85,000  on  hand. 

Q.  You  have  f  85,000  to  the  credit  of  your  bureau  f — A.  To  the  credit  of  clothing. 

Q.  Is  the  appropriation  to  your  bureau  made  under  the  different  heads,  respectively,  of  pro- 
visions, clothing,  pay,  and  contingent  T — A.  It  is  made  for  pay  and  contingent ;  clothing  is 
not  an  appropriation,  unless  a  special  one.     It  is  supposed  to  feed  itself. 

Q.  How  about  pay  T— A.  Pay  is  issued  for  tobacco,  &c.,  and  pays  for  itself,  because  issued 
again. 

Q.  Now  the  appropriation  for  the  pay  of  the  Navy  Department  proper  is  never  expended 
by  the  Secretary  of  tne  Navy  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  except  the  Bureau  of  Provisions.  Small  stores 
are  checked  against  pay  and  afterward  come  back. 

Q.  Then,  in  fact,  all  the  moneys  paid  to  the  officers  and  sailors  come  through  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q*  Yet  the  money  is  not  subject  to  your  order  f — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q,  What  is  the  contingent  appropriation  used  forf — A.  Candles,  bread,  telegrams,  ice; 
joa  will  find  it  in  one  of  these  exhibits. 

Q.  Hand  in  the  next  statement.  (Witness  produced  another  statement,  which  was 
marked  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  Exhibit  F. )  A.  This  is  the  money  paid  for 
clothing  for  the  fiscal  year  1870- '77  by  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing. 

Q.  State  what  that  Exhibit  F  contains. — A.  It  contains  a  1-ist  of  amounts  paid  for  cloth- 
ing during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1877,  by  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Is  it  exclusively  for  clothing  f  — A.  Exclusively  for  clothing. 

Q.  Have  yon  a  similar  one  for  provisions  T — A.  Exhibit  C  snows  the  amount  paid  for 
rations  abroad  and  at  home,  for  the  purchase  of  provisions. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  did  yoa  state  was  the  amount  of  moneys  due  to  the  credit  of  your  bureau  ? — A.  We 
owe  Pay  $'^25,742.77  ;  that  is  not  an  indebtedness. 

Q.  What  monies  are  available  in  your  bureau  for  the  payment  of  indebtedness  ? — A.  For 
last  year  f 

Q.  Yes.— A.  We  have  nothinfi^  at  all,  except  that  little  clothingr—except  $70,000  or  $80,000. 

Q.  Is  not  that  fund  constantly  increasing? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  one  month,  last  month,  Janu- 
ary,  187d,  it  increased  $29,200.  We  have  to  wait  for  returns  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. 

Q.  When  did  you  receive  your  last  return  ?— A.  Yesterday. 

Q.  And  that  shows  what  yon  have  stated  T — A.  I  will  give  you  the  return  in  my  balance. 
I  filed  it  away  so  as  to  give  a  copy  to  the  Secretary. 
.  Q.  What  amount  of  clothing  have  you  on  hand  f— A.  About  $1,300,000  worth. 

Q.  Have  you  more  on  hand  than  the  requirements  of  the  service  demand  7--A.  Very 
much  so. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  that  clothing  is  required  for  the  purposes  of  the  Navy  to-day  ? — ^A. 
Almost  all ;  very  little  of  it  is  condemned. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 
Q.  But  yon  are  carrying  a  big  stack  ? —  V.  Too  big  a  stock. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Will  any  appropriation  be  required  for  the  clothing  fuad  f — V.  Not  for  many  years,  if 
they  will  only  let  us  get  square  once. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Only  pay  for  thatt — A.  Oaly  let  us  pay  these  bills  due — four  hundred  and  odd  thou- 
sand dollars. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  there  any  large  purchases  of  clothiug  made  during  the  past  fiscal  year  ? — A. 
The  orders  were  given  the  year  before,  but  not  consummated  until  the  early  spring  of  this 
year. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  occasion  there  was  for  giving  such  larg^  orders  ? — A.  No,  eir,  I 
do  not 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  were  given  by  the  chief  of  the  bureau  or  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  f — A.  The  record  of  the  office  shows  that  they  were  given  by  the  chief  of  the 
bureau. 

Q.  Will  not  that  clothing  become  useless  by  reason  of  length  of  time  T — A.  There  is  dan- 
ger of  some  of  it  becoming  moth-eaten  unless  it  is  packed 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  the  bulk  of  this  clothing  is  now  T — A.  In  New  York  there  is  some 
nine  hundred  and  odd  thousand  dollars*  worth.  I  want  to  say  to  the  committee  that  we 
bad  a  board  ordered  which  recommended  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  clothing,  it  being  a 
much  higher  price  than  it  ought  to  be  according  to  the  state  of  the  market.  Ihey  reduced 
it  about  16  per  cent.,  which  cuts  off  $158,000  for  clothing. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell: 

Q.  That  is  a  dead  loss  ? — A.  A  dead  loss. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  more  than  the  market-price  paid  for  this  clothing  f — A.  I  do  not  know  at  the 
time  it  was  bought,  but  as  regards  the  market-price  now,  it  is  very  much  reduced. 

Q.  From  whom  was  the  bulk  of  this  clothing  purchased  ? — A.  John  W.  Bigelow,  Mat- 
thews, and  the  Mission  Mills. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  how  much  from  each  7 -A.  This  Exhibit  F  states  exactly  the  amount  of 
clothing  purchased  last  year. 

Q.  What  amount  was  bought  from  Bigelow  T — A.  $204,637.45. 

Q.  How  much  from  Mathews  7— A.  $71,3d0.8t5. 

Q.  From  George  B.GoffT— A.  $33,000. 

Q.  Of  Mr.  McKnightf— A.  $6,523.44  for  boots  and  shoes. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  all  these  purchases  might  have  been  dispensed  with  last  year  7 — 
A.  No,  sir ;  not  all. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  them  f — A.  I  cannot  tell  that ;  it  would  be  an  immense  labor  to 
find  it  out. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  How  were  they  bought — by  open  purchase  T — A.  By  open  purchase  by  order ;  no  ad- 
vertisements. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Could  one-half  have  been  dispensed  with  T — A.  One-half  of  the  flannel,  satinet^  bine 
cloth,  and  mattresses  ;  I  would  not  dare  to  say  anything  else. 
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By  Bir.  Hubbcll  ^ 
Q.  One-balf  might  have  been  dispensed  with  7 — A.  I  think  so. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  we  have  enough  of  material  in  your  bureau,  of  certain  kinds, 
to  last  for  a  great  many  years  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  what  are  such  articles  in  general  terms. — A.  I  can  tell  them  from  a  memo- 
randum 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  the  estimate,  as  near  as  you  can,  how  much  there  is  in  excess  of  clothing. — A.  I 
took  the  books  in  the  office  up-stairs  to  find  out  the  number  of  pieces  of  clothing  which 
were  issued  for  the  year  1876  ;  taking  that  as  a  guide,  I  made  calculation  of  how  long  that 
which  we  had  on  hand  would  last  on  that  basis. 

Q.  Give  also  a  statement  of  the  excess  of  purchases  last  year  over  what  the  requirements 
of  the  Navy  absolutely  were. — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  there  been  any  transfers  of  appropriations  made  as  appear  by  the  records  of 
your  bureau  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  cannot  fiud  any. 

Q.  There  is  nothing  to  show  that  money  was  taken  from  your  bureau  for  other  purposes  ? 
— A.  Money  has  been  taken  and  returned  again ;  I  find  a  debit  and  credit  of  $100,000. 

Q.  When  was  that  f — A.  Some  time  ago. 

Q.  How  long  after  the  time  it  was  taken  was  it  returned  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell  that. 

Q.  Will  you  please  make  a  statement  of  that  for  the  committee? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  old  clothing  was  sold  during  the  last  fiscal  year  at  auc- 
tion, private  sale,  or  otherwise! — ^A.  I  think  the  year  before  an  immense  quantity  was 
sold. 

Q.  Was  there  last  yeart — A.  I  think  none  last  year. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  What  has  been  the  practice  of  the  department  in  making  purchases  of  clothing  and 
provisions — for  instance,  supplying  the  Brooklyn  navy-vard,  or  the  Mare  Island,  or  any  of 
those  navy -yards — how  has  it  been  done ;  by  open  purchase,  principally  f — A.  It  has  b«en 
done  of  late  years  by  open  purchase,  not  by  advertising. 

Q.  Will  the  books  or  your  office  show  the  manner  of  purchasing  supplies  for  clothing 
and  provisions  for  the  Mai e  Island  navy-yard? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  please  furnish  a  statement  to  this  committee  of  the  bids  that  have  been  sub- 
mitted, the  number  of  bids  invited  by  the  government  and  submitted,  and  by  whom  made, 
and  whether  accepted  or  not,  for  the  Mare  Island  navy-yard,  from  the  1st  of  June,  1875,  to 
the  1st  of  June,  1877,  in  fact,  up  to  the  present, time?  Of  course  every  man*s  bid  would  be 
recorded? — A.  They  would  be  recorded  in  the  office  if  the  bids  were  made  directly  to  the 
bureau,  but  if  they  were  made  by  the  purchasing  paymaster  in  San  Francisco,  they  would 
not  appear  unless  advertised. 

Q.  If  the  bids  were  submitted  to  the  department  they  would  appear  in  your  books  if 
you  accepted  the  bids  T— A.  The  bureau  would  have  a  record  of  them  ;  yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Will  you  make  another  statement  showing  the  amount  of  open  purchases,  and  the 
amount  purchased  by  advertising  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  How  is  this  open  purchase-  carried  onf — A.  The  open  purchases  are  made  from  the 
Navy  pay  office ;  they  have  printed  forms  which  they  send  out  to  two,  three,  four,  or  five, 
or  as  many  persons  as  they  please,  sometimes  only  to  one,  as  follows :  **  You  will  please  inform 
this  office  at  what  rate  you  will  furnish  such  and  such  articles  on  requisition/*  &c.  The 
merchants  send  in  answers,  including  bids,  on  the  blank  proposals,  and  the  office  takes  the 
lowest  bid.    When  it  is  advertised,  a  schedule  is  sent  on  to  tne  Bureau  of  all  bids  received. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  say  that  in  open  purchases  you  submit  a  schedule  to  the  parties,  for  them  to  say 
what  they  can  furnish  those  provisioxis  for  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  from  the  Navy  Pay -Office. 

Q.  Do  your  books  show  that  here  7 — A.  No,  sir  ;  we  indorse  the  requisitions.  For  in- 
stance, a  requisition  comes  on  from  some  office,  some  inspector,  some  one  having  eharge 
of  stores  at  the  navy-yard,  that  they  want  such  and  such  things.  The  bureau  either 
orders  some  one  to  purchase  them  or  sends  it  back  to  the  Navy  pay-officer,  to  be  purchased 
in  the  usual  way. 

Q.  That  is,  by  open  purchase  7— A.  By  open  purchase ;  or,  if  by  contract,  we  say  to  them, 
* 'Advertise  in  such  and  such  paper." 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Then,  when  you  make  open  purchase,  your  naval  pay-officer,  or  paymaster,  or  pay- 
inspector A.  Sometimes  it  is  a  paymaster,  sometimes  a  pay-inspector ;  we  call  him  a 

pay-officer. 
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Q.  He  submits  a  lift  of  articles  that  be  wants  and  invites  bids  for  themf — A.  He  m  ikes 
out  a  list  on  a  printed  form. 
Q.  He  is  required  to  take  the  lowest  bid  T~A.  If  the  parties  are  responsible. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  That  yon  call  open  purchase  T — A.  Open  purchase.  When  it  is  a  contract,  bids  are 
received  here. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  What  is  your  experience  about  the  cost  to  the  government  when  tbev  use  the  plan  of 
open  purchase,  or  buy  by  contract,  or  by  bid,  or  by  advertising? — A.  There  is  very  little 
difference.  I  think  one  is  about  as  fair  as  the  other,  because  there  are  combinations  formed. 
They  join  together  among  themselves  and  put  up  prices.    I  can  tell  of  a  little  incident. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  mean  nnder  what  system  T — A.  Under  the  advertising  system.  I  was  in  Boston 
as  inspector,  and  a  requisition  bad  been  made  for  the  articles  of  beef 'and  pork  by  order  of 
the  commandant  of  the  station.  I  was  present  at  the  opening  of  the  bids.  While  we 
were  opening  them  and  giving  them  out  to  parties — the  office  was  a  very  low  story — we  could 
hear  every  one  of  those  gentlemen  who  had  bid,  as  they  stopped  in  the  hall  below,  divide 
out  the  beef  and  pork  among  themselves.  They  had  made  a  combination  to  have  such  a 
price,  with  just  a  shadow  of  difference  between  them,  and  then  settled  it  among  each  other, 
out  had  the  bid  put  in  one  man's  name. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  under  these  circumstances  ? — ^A.  The  man  who  furnished  the  lowest 
bid  famished  the  articles;  this  bargainiog  was  afterward. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell: 

Q.  Then  in  open  purchase  there  is  not  so  much  liability  of  combioation  7 — A.  No,  sir ; 
tLen  nobody  knows  whom  it  is  sent  to,  and  jou  save  the  expense  of  advertising. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  say  in  open  purchase,  where  circulars  are  sent  out  inviting  different  merchants 
to  submit  their  proposals  for  different  artieleA,  those  proposals  do  not  come  into  your  office, 
they  simply  go  to  the  paymaster? — A.  He  decides  tnem  himself. 

Q.  And  the  record  or  that  does  not  appear  in  your  office  at  all  f — A.  It  does  not. 

Q.  Does  not  even  the  auditing  of  the  accounts  appear  here? — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  reqnisi- 
tions  come  here — the  triplicate  bills. 

Q.  Does  the  party's  name  to  whom  the  moneys  are  due  come  to  your  office  here  T — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  to  this  statement  we  have  asked  you  to  make  with  reference  to  the  bids  in  open 
purchase  just  add  a  statement  of  the  amount  of  supplies  of  clothing  or  provisions  audited 
in  your  department  for  the  Mare  Island  navy-vard  from  1875  to  1877. — A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Monday,  February  4,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


Washington,  February  4,  1878. 
Oliver  C.  Fisher  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  what  your  position  is. — Answer.  Messenger  in  the  Bureau  of  ConQtruc- 
tion  and  Repair. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  held  that  position? — A.  Ever  since  December,  1864,  I  think. 
Previous  to  that  I  was  messenger  to  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  and  I  have  been  in  the 
department  since  April,  1862. 

Q.  Yon  have  charge  of  the  guard-book  T — A.  I  have,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  extraction  of  certain  letters,  certain  bids,  from  that 
guard-book  ? — A.  I  only  knew  they  were  gone  when  they  were  taken.  I  don't  know  who 
took  them. 

Q.  Did  von  know  what  those  bids  contained  f— A.  Only  from  the  index.  They  were  in- 
dexed in  the  book. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  time  when  they  were  taken  out?— A.  I  can't  state 
positively. 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  judge  of  any  particular  time  when  they  were  taken  ontf — A. 
They  might  have  been  taken  for  months,  but  I  knew  nothing  about  it,  but  generally  when 
the  clerks  want  to  get  to  the  books  the  chief  clerk  refers  them  to  me,  and  they  call  on  me, 
and  occasionally ,when  I  am  out  for  the  mails,  they  get  them  themselves,  and  then  return  them, 
and  then  I  know  nothing  about  it.  On  the  28th  of  April  I  was  taken  quite  unwell  in  the 
morning  and  went  away.    When  I  came  back  on  Monaay  I  found  quite  a  number  of  books 
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piled  op  which  had  been  referred  to  in  my  absence.  At  that  time  I  noticed  some  lettera 
g^ne,  and  called  the  chief  clerk's  attention  to  it,  so  that  no  blame  should  attach  to  me. 

Q.  In  what  year  7 — A.  I  mean  1877.  They  might  have  been  g^ne  for  months,  but  1  no- 
ticed it  only  at  that  time.  Quite  a  pile  of  books  were  there  to  l^  placed  apon  the  shelves, 
from  which,  upon  looking^  them  over,  I  saw  some  letters  had  been  taken,  but  as  to  who  had 
taken  them  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  From  the  appearance  of  the  book  there  were  pages  torn  out  f — A.  Some  were  taken 
out,  yes,  sir  ;  but  frequently  it  has  been  the  case  that  letters  have  been  taken  out  and  I  have 
made  a  memorandum  of  the  same  and  returned  them  to  the  place  in  the  books. 

Q.  Did  you  know  the  fact  previously  that  these  letters  had  been  taken  out  7 — A.  I  knew 
nothing  before  of  it. 

Q.  Have  you  instituted  any  search  for  these  papers  since  7 — A.  I  looked  for  them  thor- 
oughly at  the  time. 

Q.  Who  was  chief  of  the  bureau  at  that  time  7 — A.  Mr.  Hanscom  was  chief. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  be  left  the  bureau  7 — A.  On  that  Monday  morning  when  I  came 
back  I  understood  he  had  lefl. 

Q.  This  was  the  Monday  morning  when  you  ascertained  that  these  letters  were  gone  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Hubrell  : 

Q.  State  whether  or  not  at  other  times  the  books  were  left  out  when  you  were  away  7 — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Thev  were  left  for  you  to  put  up  T — A.  They  were  left  for  me  to  put  up ;  frequently' 
there  are  nfteen  or  twenty  books  that  have  been  taken  down  in  my  absence  to  refer  to.  If 
1  am  present  they  call  upon  me. 

Q.  Then  it  was  not  singular  that  the  books  were  out  that  particular  morning  ? — A.  O, 
no,  sir ;  it  was  a  very  common  occurrence,  particularly  when  I  went  out  on  matters  of 
business  they  would  refer  to  them  in  my  absence. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  during  the  investigation  by  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  of  the  last  Congress  any  letters  were  taken  out  of  that  book  to  be  brought  before  that 
committee? — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge.    There  may  have  been. 

Q.  Were  you  asked  to  take  any  out  T — A.  I  cannot  say  as  to  that ;  sometimes  I  was  asked 
to  take  out  letters,  but,  of  course,  I  did  not  know  for  what  purpose  they  were  to  be  used. 

Q.  During  the  last  session  of  Congress  7 — A.  As  to  that  1  could  not  say  positively  because 
I  never  charged  my  mind  with  it,  for  I  am  called  upon  frequently  by  the  chief  clerk  for  let- 
ters, when  I  always  make  a  memorandum  of  them  until  they  are  returned  and  placed  in  the 
book  again. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  before  noticed  any  missing  letters  and  called  attention  to  it  f — A.  Yes, 
sir,  I  have,  and  they  have  been  found. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  notice  on  that  morning  that  these  letters  were  extracted  from  the 
guard-book  7— A.  I  found  quite  a  large  pile  of  books  lying  on  my  table ;  one  or  two  of  them 
were  partly  open,  and  I  saw  that  they  looked  as  though  they  had  been  used. 

Q.  That  does  not  explain  how  you  came  to  notice  that  these  particular  letters  were 
gone  f — A.  Then  I  saw  one  place  where  two  or  three  letters  were  gone  ;  I  think  one  of  the 
books  was  open  at  that  place. 

Q.  One  ot  what  books  T^A.  Guard-books.   I  saw  the  place  where  they  were  torn  out 

Q.  Did  you  then  examine  to  see  how  manv  were  gone  T— A.  I  ran  through  the  books  and 
I  tniDk  I  found  two  or  three  places  where  letters  were  torn  out,  and  called  the  attention  of 
the  clerk  to  it  at  the  time. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Who  is  the  chief  clerk  7 — A.  H.  A.  Goldsborough.  My  table  is  up  against  the  window, 
and  some  were  lying  on  the  table  and  some  were  lying  on  the  window-sill. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  This  book  was  lying  open? — A.  One  or  two  books  were  lying  open. 
Q.  The  guard-book  was  the  one  that  was  lying  open  f — ^A.  One  oi  them  was  lying  open, 
and  that  called  my  attention  to  the  fact. 

By  Mr.  Hurbell  : 

Q.  At  the  place  where  it  was  open,  was  there  a  letter  gone  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  one  or  two,  I 
think. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Three  letters  were  gone  out  of  the  book  ;  was  it  open  in  three  places  or  only  in  one 
place  f — ^A.  It  was  open  in  one  place. 

By  Mr.  Hubrell  : 

Q.  Y'ou  say  that  there  were  two  or  three  letters  gone  from  one  place  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I 
thibk  so. 
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Mr.  HUBBELL.  Now,  will  you  get  that  guard-book  and  show  us  where  the  two  or  three 
letters  were  taken  from  the  same  place  f 
(The  witness  produces  the  book.) 

By  Mr.  Pagb  : 
Q.  To  whom  did  you  give  the  books  ? — A.  They  were  taken  in  my  absence. 

By  Mr.  Hobbell  : 

Q.  Show  me  where  the  two  letters  are  gone. — A.  There  are  three,  I  think  (indicating) ; 
it  is  indexed  page  103,  106,  and  107  ;  letters  are  gone  from  these  places.  The  next  is  page 
108. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Now  find  out  from  where  another  is  gone. — A.  I  think  there  is  another  gone  from 
page  102,  and  also  page  104.  Page  106  is  a  letter  from  John  Roach,  and  page  107  is  from 
Kowland. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Whose  letter  was  on  page  103?— A.  Harlan  Sc  Hoi  lings  worth^s. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  is  gone  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  these  are  the  ones  which  I  pointed  out  and  to  which  I 
have  referred,  they  being  three  in  number,  one  each  on  pages  10  {,  106,  and  107. 
*    Q.  These  are  the  three  letters,  then,  extracted  on  that  occasion? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell: 

Q.  Was  that  particular  book  open  on  that  morning  when  you  came  back  f  ^A.  My  im- 
pression is  that  this  is  the  book  which  was  open. 

Q.  At  what  place  7~ A.  I  discovered  immediately  that  they  had  been  torn  out  at  the 
place,  on  account  of  noticing  some  pieces  of  pap^r  hanging  out,  and  I  looked  to  see  what 
they  were. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Whom  did  yon  notify  of  the  fact  ?— A.  The  chief  clerk,  Mr.  Goldsborough.  Fre- 
quently it  was  the  case  that  letters  had  been  taken  out,  sometimes  to  send  to  the  Secretary, 
and  perhaps  they  would  be  away  months  from  their  place  in  the  books. 

Q.  It  was  not  an  extraordinary  transaction,  then  f — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Their  being  taken  out  without  attention  being  called  to  it  is  an  extraordinary  transac- 
tion?— A.  Yes,  sir;  that  has  been  the  general  custom  in  taking  them  out. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  were  not  there? — A.  No,  sir:  I  was  taken  sick  on  the  rooming  of  the 28th  of 
April.    It  is  my  business  to  put  all  these  books  back  again  on  the  shelves. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  not  entries  always  been  made  when  letters  have  been  taken  ? — A.  I  generally 
make  memoranda  myself  and  put  them  in  the  books. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  :hey  were  taken  out  from  any  memoranda  that  you  hav^ 
made?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  occasion,  except  thin,  when  letters  were  taken  awav  ? — ^A.  Let* 
ters  were  sometimes  taken  out  of  packages  before  they  were  placed  in  the  guard-books. 

Q.  Out  of  that  guard-book?— A.  I  do  not  remember  out  of  that  guard-book,  without  a 
memoranda  being  made  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  the  destination  to  which  these  letters  were  going  ? — A.  I  noticed  into 
whose  hands  they  went. 

Washington,  Fthruar^  4,  1878. 
J.  W.  Easby  recalled  and  further  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Have  you  completed  those  contracts  that  were  taken  back  I — Answer.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  those  pay-rolls  completed  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  vou  yet  a  complete  exhibit  to  hand  to  the  committee  showing  the  names  of  the 
parties  to  whom  the  department  is  indebted  in  the  different  navy  -yards  T — A.  I  think  I  have, 
sir,  down-stairs. 

Q.  Please  present  those  exhibits  ? — A.   Yes,  sir. 

[Exhibits  were  presen led.  ] 

Q.  Do  these  exhibits  show  on  separate  schedules  the  amount  due  in  each  navy-yard  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  names  of  the  parties  in  each  navy-yard  to  whom  due  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Now  bef^iD  with  the  Kitterj  navy -yard. 

[Witness  presented  the  pay-roll,  which  was  marked  Exhibit  G  a.] 

A.  This  seems  to  be  the  first ;  it  is  for  the  month  of  February. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  It  is  a  pay-roll  for  what  T— A.  For  labor  performed  in  the  Kittery  navy -yard  in  the 
month  of  February,  1877,  for  which  the  claims  were  not  paid. 

Q.  Why  is  it  ffot  up  for  the  month  of  February  f — A.  That  is  the  beginning ;  they  have 
been  paid  up  to  tno  Ist  of  February — the  pay-rolls  are  square  up  to  that  time. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  It  begins  with  the  arrearages  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  the  deficit  is  since  the  Jst  of  February,  1877  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  It  covers  that  fiscal  year  ? — A.  It  does  not  reach  to  the  1st  of  July. 

Q.  This  indebtednesN,  theu,  begins  on  the  1st  of  February,  1877  ? — A.  Yes.  There  is 
some  indebtedness  before  that,  but  this  is  for  the  Ist  of  February,  1877;  I  did  not  think  of 
the  fact  of  there  being  some  due  in  1875. 

Q.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  that  men  are  unpaid  since  1875  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  This  is  the  first  month  in  which  money  is  due  in  that  fiscal  year  at  the  Kittery  navy^ 
yard  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  do  these  exhibits  relate  to— the  Kittery  navy-yard  ? — A.  This  shows  the  work  per- 
formed in  February  at  the  Kittery  navy-yard. 

Q.  What  is  the  sum  total  7 — ^A.  The  balance  unpaid  is  $1,889.08.  This  is  a  pay-roll  from 
the  J  6th  to  the  28th  of  February,  of  the  Kittery  navy-yard. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  pay-roll — March  T— A.  This  is  for  the  month  of  March. 

Q.  At  the  same  yard  f— A.  Yes,  sir;  the  same  yard. 

[The  pay-roll  was  marked  **  Exhibit  G  &."] 

Q.  That  contains  the  names  of  the  parties  employed  during  that  month  and  the  amount 
of  money  due ;  now  bow  much  appears  to  be  unpaid  by  this  pay-roll  f — A.   $1,973.42. 

Q.   What  is  the  next  pay-roll  ?— A.  For  the  Kittery  navy-yard  in  the  month  of  April. 

[The  pay-roll  was  marked  **  Exhibit  G  c."] 

Q.  The  amount  unpaid  on  account  of  that  month  is  how  much  T — A.  $1,605.74. 

Q.  Is  that  all  for  the  Kittery  navy-yard  for  that  year  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  for  that  year. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  pay-roll  7  [Witness  produced  another  pay-roll  which  was  marked 
**  Exhibit  G  d," — A.  This  is  the  pay-roll  of  the  New  York  navy-yard  for  February, 
1877.  It  contains  the  names  of  the  parties  employed  in  that  yard  and  the  amounts  paid 
and  remaining  due. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  What  is  the  amountt—A.  $12,101  41. 

[The  witness  produced  another  pay-roll,  which  was  marked  **  Exhibit  G  e."] 

Q.  Does  that  show  the  names  oi  the  parties  employed  in  that  navy-yard  for  the  month 
of  March,  1877,  the  amounts  paid  and  the  amounts  remaining  unpaid  and  due? — A.  It  does 
not  show  the  amount  paid  ;  it  shows  none  paid.  There  is  a  difference  between  this  roll  and 
the  other. 

Q.  There  is  none  paid  in  this? — A.  None  paid  in  this.    The  amount  due  is  $6,928.70. 

Q.  There  are  more  exhibits  connected  with  that  navy -yard  f  —  A.  For  1875. 

Q.  Is  there  none  for  1877  T— A.  No,  sir ;  the  complete  exhibits  show  the  full  indebtedness 
for  the  last  fiscal  year  in  that  navy-yard . 

Q.  What  other  exhibits  have  you  T — A.  The  League  Island  is  the  next. 

Q.  Have  you  any  of  the  Mare  Island  navy-vard  f — A.  There  is  nore  due  in  that  yard. 
There  are  only  three  yards  for  which  money  is  due  for  the  fiscal  year  endiug  July  1,  1877  : 
League  Island,  Kittery,  and  New  York. 

Q.  State  what  that  pay-roll  exhibits. — A.  This  is  the  pay-roll  for  League  Island  in 
March.    There  seems  to  be  no  February  pay-roll. 

[The  pay-roll  was  marked  **  Exhibit  G/.'*M 

Q.  Does  that  show  theamountof  money  paid  for  labor  in  that  yard  ? — A.  Yes,  sir,  $1,185.06. 

Q.  Is  there  another  exhibit  connected  with  that  yard  f— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  exhibit  f — A.  For  1877  here  is  New  London.  I  said  there  were  three 
yards ;  New  London  is  always  embraced  in  New  York,  and  the  paymaster  there  always  draws 
the  money. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  New  London  navy-yard  is  under  the  command  of  Com- 
modore Nicholson T — A.  Ni»,  sir;  under  the  command  of  Commodore  Fairfax.  The  pay- 
roaster  of  the  New  York  navy-yard  draws  all  the  money  for  the  New  London  navy-yardT. 

Q.  That  is  the  reason  this  is  signed  by  the  commodore  of  the  New  York  navy-yard  Y — A. 
Yes,  sir ;  we  si  nd  the  money  to  him. 
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Q.  What  is  the  amoant  which  it  shows  dae  7— A.  The  whole  amoani  doe  for  March  ia 
|3]0. 

[The  pay-roll  was  marked  **£zhih!t  G  ^.**] 

Q.  I  see  that  there  has  beeo  one  payment  made  there  f — A.  There  has  heen  cue  payment 
by  the  Fourth  Aaditor. 

Q.  To  a  man  by  the  name  of  James  Williams  T— A.  Yes,  sir ;  yon  will  find  that  thai  is  the 
reason  this  will  not  a^ee  with  the  Secretary's  report. 

Q.  Why  not  7 — A.  He  knew  nothing  about  this  when  the  report  waa  made.  There  is  alsa 
some  f2,W>0  and  over  which  was  paid  in  New  York  which  he  knew  nothing  about. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  exhibit  you  now  hand  to  the  committee? 

[Witness  produced  pay-roll,  which  was  marked  Exhibit  G  A.] 

A.  This  is  a  pay-roll  in  part  of  persons  employed  in  the  New  York  nayy-yard  in  the- 
months  of  May  and  June,  ]t^5. 

Q.  What  does  that  show  Y~A.  It  shows  that  all  of  these  persons  are  shipkeepers. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  7 — A.  $227.50. 

Q.  L^t  me  ask  the  reason  why  the  payment  of  this  amount  was  so  longf  deferred  T — A.  In 
May  and  June,  1875,  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  had  no  money  to  pay  these 
men.  They  were  not  employed  by  the  authority  of  the  bureau,  but  the  naval  constructor 
thouffht  the  vessels  must  be  kept  from  destruction,  and  employed  them  himself.  He  ran 
Ihe  nsk  of  getting  the  money  to  pay  them  ;  therefore  Congress  will  be  asked  to  appropriate 
the  money. 

Q.  Has  Congress  ever  refused  to  appropriate  this  money  7 — A.  It  has  never  been  brought 
before  Congress.  This  language  is  wrong  which  says  :  *'  I  certify  the  foregoing  roll  exhibits 
the  time  and  amount  claimed  by  shipkeepers  as  due  and  paid."  It  is  no  such  thing.  In 
the  months  named  it  should  be  **due  and  unpaid.'* 

By  Mr.  Pridbmorf.  : 

Q.  Perhaps  the  men  were  paid  by  the  contractors  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  They  were  employed  without  the  authority  of  the  bureau  or  of  the  Secretary  T— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  the  responsibility  of  the  naval  constructor  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  the  naval  constructor  any  such  power  7 — A.  No  such  power,  but  he  might  assume 
it  in  such  a  case. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  any  constructor  in  any  other  case  to  assume  itf — A.  No,  sir. 
I  would  not  do  it 

Q.  Who  was  the  naval  constructor  who  took  that  responsibility  T — A.  Mr.  Samuel  H.  Pook. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  circumstances  which  rendered  the  employment  of  such 
men  necessary  for  such  a  purpose  f — A.  No  more  than  he  thought  it  best  to  keep  ship- 
keepers  on  board  these  ships  when  the  ships  were  *'in  ordinary.'*  I  do  not  think  it  is  an  im> 
proper  thing  to  do  if  a  naval  constructor  chooses  to  take  the  responsibility  of  doing  it  for  the 
protection  of  government  property.  Now,  the  constructor  in  this  case  took  that  responsi- 
bility. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  to  have  shipkeepers  constantly  employed  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  shipkeepers  besides  employed  at  this  particular  time  in  that 
yard? — A.  I  think  not;  I  can  ascertain  this.  [Looking  at  the  pay-roll  and  indicating.] 
There  seems  to  be  the  requisite  number ;  three  shipkeepers  make  a  gang  ;  they  work  eight 
hours  each,  thus  making  the  twenty-four  hours.    There  is  still  another  roll. 

Q.  What  is  that  7 — A.  It  has  not  yet  been  received  from  New  London.  I  have  recently 
heard  of  it ;  it  is  from  shipkeepers  employed  there  who  say  they  have  never  received  any 
money. 

Q.  Do  you  know  for  what  vear7 — A.  I  cannot  recall  it.  The  shipkeepers  also  have 
another  claim.  That  is,  that  ihey  have  worked  twelve  hours,  and  eight  hours  is  a  day's 
work. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  of  their  claim  f — A.  No,  sir ;  not  exactly. 

Q.  Can  you  approximate  itt— A.  It  is  a  small  amount;  I  think  several  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  Does  it  amount  to  $5U0f — A.  I  do  not  think  it  does.     I  think  it  is  under  $500. 

Q.  Is  it  precisclv  the  character  of  this  New  York  claim  ? — A.  I  think  not ;  part  of  it  is  of 
this  character,  and  another  part  of  it  is  for  twelve  hours'  work. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q   Extra  labor? — A.  Extra  labor. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  For  the  same  service  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  the  exhibits  already  banded  in  to  the  committee  show  the  full  amount  dne  for  the 
labor  of  men  in  the  several  navy-yards  for  the  last  "fiscal  year,  of  J876-'77  7 — A.  Yes,  sir; 
because  the  New  London  claim  comes  up  before  that ;  that  from  New  London  contained  all 
except  the  extra  service. 
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By  Mr.  Page  : 
Q.  Is  there  none  from  Mare  Island  f — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Nor  Norfolk,  Pensacola,  Boston,  nor  Washington  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  ; 

Q.  None  of  this  is  for  extra  compensation  in  working  overhears  f — A.  No,  sir  ;  that  is  a 
too  common  thing. 

Q.  How  do  you  regulate  the  pay  of  these  men  at  the  different  navy-yards  7 — A.  A  board 
of  officers  are  sent  oat  once  in  three  mouths  by  the  commandant  to  ascertain  the  wages  paid 
oatside. 

By  the  Ciiairman  : 

Q.  When  you  say  *' oatside  *'  yoa  mean  for  like  work  f — ^A.  For  instance,  in  Washington, 
where  there  are  no  ship-yards,  we  send  to  Baltimore ;  that  is  the  nearest  place. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  In  that  way  yoa  determine  the  amount  to  be  paid  for  labor  in  the  different  navy-yards 
of  the  United  States  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  the  way  we  get  at  it.  The  navy-yards  all  differ 
or  may  differ.  The  board  of  officers  is  sent  out  by  the  commandant  of  each  navy-yard  every 
three  months  to  ascertain  the  wages  paid  outsfde  the  yard,  and  this  board  make  a  report  as 
to  what  the  wages  should  be  in  their  judgment,  and  that  basis  fixes  the  rate  of  labor  in  the 
yard. 

Q.  In  each  yard  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  course  generally  adopted  by  the  government  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Who  appoints  the  board  f — A.  The  commandant. 

Q.  Who  compose  the  board  7 — A.  In  Boston  it  is  composed  of  the  eqaipment  officer,  the 
ordnance  officer,  the  naval  constructor,  the  chief  engineer,  and  a  civil  engineer— the  heads 
of  the  different  departments  who  eoiploy  the  men.  In  some  of  the  other  yards  the  com* 
mandant  selects  a  board  of  three  or  five  officers  irrespective  of  the  departments,  as  he  does 
in  Washington. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  difference  between  what  is  paid  for  work  at  Mare  Island  and  that 
paid  at'New  York  or  Boston,  or  any  of  these  other  navy-yards  7 — A.  I  think  at  present  we 
are  paying  shipwrights — the  leading  trade — $3  a  day  in  the  eastern  yards,  and  f4.50  a  day 
at  Mare  Island. 

Q  How  about  the  common  laborers  at  li^re  Island  f — A.  I  believe  the  common  laborers 
get  about  $*2  and  |2.iO  a  day. 

Q.  How  does  that  comt>aTe  in  proportion  7 — A.  In  some  of  the  eastern  yards,  at  Boston, 
for  instance,  they  get  about  |2  a  day ;  in  Washington  and  Norfolk  they  only  get  a  dollar 
and  a  half. 

Q.  You  say,  then,  that  in  computing,  this  board  ascertain  what  the  same  class  of  labor 
and  the  same  kind  of  skilled  labor  would  be  worth  in  private  enterprises  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  they  ascertain  from  that  what  would  be  a  fair  amount  to  pay  them  f — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  For  instance,  a  skillful  mechanic  is  worth  |3  a  day  at  the  Charlestown  navy-yard, 
Boston;  the  same  class  of  labor  is  worth  in  the  yards  outside  of  San  Francisco  or  Vallejo 
$4.50  a  day,  and  it  would  make  that  difference  7 — A.  One  navy-yard  knows  nothing  of  the 
transactions  of  the  other ;  if  the  report  is  made  to  the  commandant  that  the  shipwrights  are 
getting  $3  a  day  in  the  vicinity  of  Boston,  in  private  ship-yards,  he  then  gives  the  mechanics 
in  the  yard  $3  a  day ;  and  if  at  Mare  Island  ^.50  a  day  is  paid  for  calkers  and  carpenters 
oatside  of  the  navy-yard,  the  commandant  will  give  that  rate.  There  was  a  law  passed  by 
Congress  making  that  obligatory,  but  that  law  is  not  in  the  Revised  Statutes,  aud  it  is  con- 
sidered no  longer  binding ;  but  as  the  plan  was  excellent  it  was  carried  out. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  whether  that  system  has  been  carried  out  during  the  last  few  years? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  How  often  is  the  pay  revised  f— A.  Every  three  months. 
Q.  Has  there  been  any  work  over  eight  hours  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  for  that,  of  course,  they  have  demanded  payment  of  the  department? — A.  Before  the 
present  administration  all  time  over  eight  hours  was  called  extra  time,  and  paid  accordingly 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  The  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  there  could  be  no  recovery  of  it  legally  7— A.  It 

3  N 
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has  always  been  paid  before  the  present  administratioD— extra  work  over  eight  hours.  I 
think  particularly  in  such  a  case  as  this,  if  a  vessel  is  in  a  great  hurry  to  get  to  sea,  for  instance, 
in  the  Washington  navy-yard,  the  men,  instead  of  knocking  off  at  four  in  the  afternoon, 
would  continue  until  seven,  and  they  would,  of  course,  be  paid  for  the  three  hours*  extra 
labor. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  But  you  would  have  to  make  a  bargain  with  them  7 — A.  Yes,  sir;  we  do  not  work  on 
that  system  now. 

Q.  You  said  something  about  there  being  over  |2,000  paid  at  New  York,  of  which  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  was  not  aware  when  he  made  his  report  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  amount  still  to  be  deducted  from  the  amount  you  have  given  already  for  that 
yard  f — A.  No,  sir ;  this  exhibit  shows  the  absolute  indebtedness ;  yon  will  find  it  follows 
below  the  Secretary's  report. 

Q.  I  mean  the  $'2,000  and  some  other  payment  that  was  made  to  Mr.  Williams 7— A.  Yes, 
sir;  that  amount  is  probably  $2,300.  It  you  take  that  $500  out,  I  think  yon  will  find  the 
Secretary's  estimate  about  $*2,200  over  the  actual  indebtedness. 

Q.  Include  now  the  $500  on  account  of  the  supposed  claim  which  the  shipkeepers  at  New 
London  will  make,  and  I  find  still  due  to  laborers  $26,720.81  T — A.  Yes,  sir;  let  me  remark 
here,  that  within  the  last  few  days  I  have  got  still  another  claim  from  men  employed  in  the 
New  York  navy-yard  during  the  centennial  year,  amounting  to  considerable. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  About  how  much  7 — A.  Several  hundred  dollars. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle: 

Q.  Have  you  investigated  the  claim  to  determine  whether  it  is  just  or  notf—A.  No,  sir; 
the  papers  have  just  been  sent  to  the  commandant  of  the  navy-yard,  to  make  his  investiga- 
tion there.     We  have  not  had  time  to  have  a  reply. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  character  of  that  claim  T — A.  It  was  for  making  models,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  exhibiting  them  at  the  Centennial  Exhibition. 

Q.  Were  the  parties  employed  in  the  New  York  navy -yard  during  that  year  7 — A.  I  don't 
know  whether  it  was  that  year. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  How  is  it  with  the  laborers  at  Mare  Island,  are  they  paid  in  currency  or  coin  7— A. 
They  are  paid  in  currency.  They  are  paid  more  money  because  the  calculation  is  based  on 
coin. 

Q.  So  that  if  they  pay  $2,  or  $2.10,  per  day,  it  is  in  coin  7 — A.  That  is  supposed  to  be 
coin. 

Q.  Or  its  equivalent  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  we  have  two  columns  in  our  books,  one  for  coin  and 
one  for  greenbacks. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  there  any  good  reason  why  the  repairing  of  the  Monadnock  should  have  been  done 
partly  on  this  side  of  the  continent  and  partly  on  the  other  T — A.  The  reason  is,  I  suppose, 
that  as  the  iron  is  manufactured  here,  instead  of  shipping  the  iron  in  the  rough  it  was  all 
cut  ont  to  shape. 

Q.  But  did  not  that  involve  the  govemmont  in  a  great  deal  of  additional  expense  for  trans - 

forting  it  across  the  continent  and  making  it  up  on  the  other  side  f — A.  It  may  or  may  noL 
f  the  contract  had  been  entered  into  by  a  party  in  San  Francisco,  to  do  the  whole  work, 
possibly  it  mif^hi  have  taken  less  than  was  paid  in  the  two  contracts. 

Q.  Would  it  not  cost  the  government  a  great  deal  less  money,  supposing  all  the  work  had 
been  done  on  that  vessel  on  this  side  of  the  continent  f — A.  O,  certainly  ;  but,  then,  she 
would  have  to  get  around  there. 

Q.  They  would  have  to  get  the  vessel  around  7 — A.  They  wanted  her  on  the  Pacific 
coast. 

Q.  How  much  additional  expense  would  it  have  cost  to  have  taken  her  around  T — A. 
Many  thousands  of  dollars,  besides  the  risk  of  getting  her  around. 

Q.  That  would  be  as  much  as  the  additional  cost  of  construction  on  this  side  f — A.  Yes, 
sir  ;  if  you  take  the  risk  and  cost  of  getting  her  around. 

Q.  Then  taking  the  whole  thing  into  consideration,  you  do  not  think  there  was  any  lack 
of  prudence  exhibited  in  that  transaction  f — A.  No,  I  ihink  otherwise ;  if  the  iron  was  re- 
duced to  its  proper  shape,  and  carried  with  as  little  cost  for  freight  over  the  continent  as  it 
could  be. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  are  any  establishments  engaged  in  ship-bnildiag  besides 
those  with  which  this  department  has  entered  into  contracts  7 — A.  O,  yea^  sir;  that  is, 
heretofore. 
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Q«  I  mean  now  while  these  contracts  were  in  operation  T — A.  Not  for  this  kind  of  work. 
We  enterad  into  contracts  with  Mr.  Griffiths  to  build  the  Enterprise,  in  Portsmouth,  N.  H. 

Q,  That  is  oaa  of  the  eight  sloop's  of  war  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  also  with  Mr.  McKay  to 
build  the  Adams.  Wa also  entered  into  a  contract  with  Mr.  McKay  to  finish  the  Essex, 
and  some  other  vessels  to  W  repaired. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  How  does  it  happen  that  there  is  a  deficiency  in  the  Kittery,  New   York,  and  Leaffue 
Island  navy-yards,  ana  none  at  Qharlestown,  Mare  Island,  Norfolk,  and  other  yards? — A. 
Because  the  work  was  stopped  in  the  other  yacds. 

Q.  Why  stopped  1 — A.  The  money  was  giving  oiii»  and  being  under  no  immediate  ne- 
cessity for  that  kiod  of  work  it  was  stopped  in  these  othar  yards  ;  but  in  New  York  it  was 
very  desirable  to  set  the  Trenton  finisned,  and  the  work  went  on  notwithstanding  the 
labor  was  not  paid  for.  It  was  also  desirable  in  the  Kittery  yard  to  get  the  Enterprise  to 
sea. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  establishments  are  there  in  the  United  States  where  a  ship  can  be  fully  con- 
structed, equipped, — that  is,  with  everything  relating  to  your  bureau,  Steam  Engineering, 
and  made  ready  for  sea,  for  the  purposes  and  uses  of  the  Navy  f — A.  There  may  be  more 
than  three,  but  I  can  only  recall  to  mind  three. 

Q.  State  which  ones  they  are. — A.  Mr.  Cramp,  in  Philadelphia ;  John  Roach,  Cheslar 
and  New  York  together ;  and  Harlan  d:  Hollingsworth,  at  Wilmington,  Del. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  labor  is  done  a  great  deal  cheaper  in  these  private  establishments 
than  in  navy-yards  T — A.  If  a  board  of  officers  are  sent  out  by  the  commandant 

Q.  (interposing,)  I  want  to  get  whether  it  **  is  done,'*  not  an  *'  if,'*  as  a  matter  of  fact. — 
A.  That  would  he  very  hard  to  answer.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  do  not  know  what  they  cost 
these  gentlemen,  what  profit  ihey  make  on  their  work. 

Q.  According  to  your  judgment  do  not  men  do  more  in  private  establishments  in  the  same 
namber  of  hours  than  in  the  navy 'yards  7 — A.  ^s  a  general  thing,  but  not  always.  I  have 
seen  men  work  as  hard  in  navy-yards  as  any  place,  at  times. 

Q.  Nevertheless,  that  is  exceptional ) — A.  That  is  exceptional. 

Q.  Will  you  give  to  thi<i  committee  a  statement  of  what  you  think  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  the  expenditure  of  your  bureau  for  construction,  and  also  for  repairing — different 
statements — for  the  ensuing  year,  and  what,  in  your  judgment,  should  be  the  average  ex- 
penditure there  7 — A.  I  can  give  you  that  now  ;  I  have  had  that  made  out  for  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy.  I  told  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  that  there  ought  to  be  $5,000,000  appro- 
priated this  year,  commencing  July  1,  for  the  purpose  of  finishiug  the  five  double-turreted 
monitors. 

Q.  Mention  their  names  over  again. — A.  For  finishing  the  Terror,  Puritan,  Amphitrite, 
Monadnock,  and  Miantonomoh,  and  also  for  the  purpose  of  finishing  the  ship  New  York, 
now  in  the  New  York  navy-yard. 

Q.  What  class  of  vessel  is  shef — A.  She  Is  a  spar-deck  sloop— second-class  ship;  and  to 
finish  the  Mohican,  now  in  frame — the  work  is  stopped  at  the  Mare  Island  navy-yard  ;  and 
to  repair  the  single-turreted  monitor  Dictator,  and  to  repair  the  steamship  Florida.  That 
$5,000,000  is  for  the  work  of  construction  and  repair  only.  I  have  also  said  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  that  in  my  judgment  every  year  there  ought  to  be  $3,000,000  appropriated  for 
the  purpose  of  building  new  ships. 

Q.  How  many  new  ships? — A.  Three  annually. 

Q.  That  would  not  be  enough  for  the  three. — A.  Construction  only.  The  $3,000,000 
would  pay  for  t^em  out  and  out — a  million  and  a  half  for  one  and  another  million  and  a  half 
for  the  two ;  one  large  ship  and  two  small  ones. 

Q.  That  is  your  view  oi  what  the  policy  should  be? — A.  Of  what  the  policy  should  be. 
And  then  for  supporting  the  Navy  we  have  already,  and  for  keeping  our  ships  in  repair,  I 
think  we  should  have  two  and  a  quarter  million  dollars  for  the  year. 

Q.  Does  that  include  the  moneys  to  be  expended  by  all  the  bureaus? — A.  Only  by  our 
bnreau ;  we  are  spending  this  year  one  and  three-quarter  million  dollars ;  so,  not  having 
much  money,  we  have  to  keep  down  the  work. 

Q.  What  amount  of  money  is  available  now,  in  vour  bauds,  for  the  purpose  of  construc- 
tion and  repair? — A.  Well,  we  will  have  left  on  the  1st  of  March  rather  over  $500,000; 
JQst  to  last  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Q  For  what  purpose  is  that  applied — on  what  vessels  ? — A.  It  is  applied  to  the  repairing 
of  the  Ticonderoga  at  the  Kittery  navy-yard,  the  Richmond  at  the  Boston  navy-yard ; 
the  Alaska  at  the  Brooklyn  navy-yard,  and  to  finishing  the  Qninnebaug  at  the  League 
Island  navy-yard ;  and  to  finishing  the  Nipsic  and  to  repair  the  Saratoga.  It  will  not 
quite  finish  the  Nipsic,  but  would  enable  us  to  go  on  with  the  work  at  the  Washington 
oavy-yard ;  and  repair  the  Canandaigua  and  finish  the  Galena  in  the  navy-yard  at  Nor- 
folk, and  equip  and  repair  the  tug  Rose,  and  keep  the  timber-dock  in  order  at  the  Pensacola 
navy-yard  :  and  repair  the  Benicia  at  the  Mare  Island  navy-yard,  and  one  other  ship  not 
determined  upon  at  the  Mare  Island  navy-yard. 
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67  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  You  mean  to  say  that  your  Bareaa  of  Constrnctfon  and  Repair  will  have  a  balance  of 
something  over  $500,000  on  handf — A.  On  the  1st  of  March,  yes,  sir.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  this  $500,000  is  going  to  do  all  that  work,  bat  that  is  the  work  it  will  be  employed 
in  doing  or  in  finishing  on  the  1st  of  Jnly. 

Q  Yoa  simply  will  expend  it  on  that  work  f — A.  Expend  it  on  that  work,  and  some  we 
will  finish. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q  Where  is  Mr.  Uanscom  now  T — A.  I  think  he  is  living  in  the  city ;  he  is  on  the 
reiired-list. 


Washington,  D.  C,  February  7, 1878. 
Charles  H.  Cramp  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  yonr  business  7 — Answer.  I  belong  to  the  firm  of  William  Cramp  d& 
Sons,  which  is  engaged  in  ship-building  at  Philadelphia. 

Q,  How  long  have  yon  been  in  that  business  ? — A.  The  firm  has  been  in  existence  be- 
tween fifty  and  sixty  years.     I,  myself,  have  been  with  them  thirty-three  years. 

Q.  Have  yoa  any  contracts,  outstanding  and  unexecuted,  with  the  Navy  Department  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir 

Q.  Can  you  state  what  they  are  T— -A.  For  the  double-turreted  iron-clad  monitor  Terror. 
One  contract  for  boilers,  and  one  contract  for  plating  the  same  vessel. 

Q.  The  contract  for  plating  was  with  the  Bureau  of  Construction  anjl  Eepidr,  and  the 
other  with  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  contract  7 — A.  There  was  a  contract  for  finishing  the  Terror,  and 
constructing  an  engine  for  the  same  vessel  that  was  suspended  by  order  of  the  present  Sec- 
retary.   The  contract  was  concluded  March  Id,  1877. 

Q.  Have  you  done  any  work  on  account  of  a  contract  entered  into  on  March  3d  ? — A. 

Yes,  sir ;  we  did  some  work  before  the  contract  was  made.    We  received  the  drawing  a 

considerable  time  before  that,  and  a  board  of  engineers  or  constructors  or  officers  fixed  the 

price  that  we  were  to  have  for  the  work.    It  was  necessary  to  do  this  work  in  order  to  finish 

•the  decks. 

Q.  In  other  words,  it  was  necessary  for  certain  work  to  be  done  provided  in  the  contract 
of  March  3,  1t:^7,  before  the  preceding  contract  could  be  completed  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  a  con- 
tract had  been  made  already  with  Mr.  Roach  for  the  Miantonomoh,  and  we  saw  the  neces- 
sity of  doing  some  of  this  work ;  the  drawings  were  made  at  that  time ;  the  time  Mr.  Roach 
(got  his  contract  for  the  Miantonomoh  she  was  the  same  kind  of  vessel. 

Q.  State  whether  that  is  the  report  which  you  referred  to  (handing  paper  to  witness). — A. 
We  never  had  this  report  vet ;  I  only  knew  ir.  existed. 

Q.  Can  you  state  whether  that  is  it  f — A.  No.  sir.  This  is  not  the  report.  [Exhibit  A 
was  not  the  paper  referred  to.]  That  is  the  report  on  the  whole  contract  for  finishing 
it.  Whan  I  state  that  there  was  a  board  I  mean  that  there  was  a  board  that  fixed  the  price 
of  the  work  already  done  on  the  turreted  base.  That  is  done  ;  we  finished  that  at  a  cost  of 
about  $20,000. 

Q.  Under  what  contract  was  that  work  done  7 — A.  That  was  under  the  last  contract  of 
March  3.    The  drawings  were  made  nearly  a  year  previous. 

Q.  Notwithstanding  it  is  included  in  the  March  3  contract? — A.  It  is  included  in  that 
last  contract. 

Q.  Then  you  proceeded  to  do  that  particular  work  without  any  contract  at  all  f — A.  With- 
out any  contract,  but  we  were  almost  secure  in  our  position  that  it  would  be  given,  as  we 
•had  already  completed  two  contracts  for  the  vessel  and  the  presumption  was  that  we  would 
.get  the  last,  as  there  was  no  precedent  in  existence  that  would  lead  us  to  any  other  •view. 

Q.  Is  that  vessel  in  your  ship-yard  T^A.  It  is  now. 

Q.  Launched  or  on  the  stocks  T — A.  On  the  stocks. 

Q.  State  whether  that  is  the  contract  you  referred  to  as  being  dated  March  3,  1877, 
([Exhibit  A  d  handed  to  witness.]— A.  This  appears  to  be  the  contract. 

Q.  That  is  a  contract  with  what  bureau?— A.  The  Bureau  of  Constraction  and  Repair. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  March  3,  1877  for  the  Terror,? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Has  that  been  suspended  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Yuu  did  not  do  all  the  work  provided  for  in  that  contract  7 — A.  O,  no,  sir ;  only  to 
the  extent  of  about  $20,000. 

Q.  Have  you  any  approved  bills  for  that  work  done  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  suppose  you  knew  when  yon  did  this  work  on  account  of  the  Tenor  that  there 
were  no  moneys  in  the  bureau  for  that  purpose,  did  you  not  f — A.  Which  work  T 

Q.  On  accoant  of  the  third  contract,  dated  March  3,  1877. — A.  Not  positively;  there 

as  PO  oflicial  statement  that  there  was  no  money.  *^ 
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Q.  Toa  knew  that  there  was  a  provision  of  that  character  in  the  contract  T — A.  Yes,  sir; 
a  provision  of  that  kind,  but  we  aid  not  know  there  was  no  money.  We  had  no  official 
knowledge  of  it. 

Q.  Was  this  $20,000  worth  of  work  done  before  the  3d  of  March  f — A.  A  large  propor- 
tion of  it. 

Q.  Considerable  of  it  between  the  3d  and  16th  of  March  T — A.  The  balk  of  it  was  done 
before  February. 

Q.  Has  any  of  it  been  done  since  suspension  of  the  contract? — ^A.  A  little  of  it  was 
done  to  protect  the  other,  and  to  keep  a  few  men  we  had  there  employed.  After  commenc- 
ing it  we  wanted  to  keep  the  same  men  at  it,  as  they  had  nothing  else  to  do  ;  some  two  or 
three  men. 

Q  Have  you  any  other  contract  with  the  government  except  the  one  dated  March  3, 
1877,  and  the  preceding  ones  regarding  the  Terror? — A.  We  have  a  contract  for  the  en- 
gines of  the  Terror. 

Q.  Have  you  any  contract  respecting  any  other  vessel  except  the  Terror  f — A.  No 
other  vessel. 

Q.  All  your  indebtedness  relates,  then,  to  that  one  vessel  T — ^A.  The  Terror  alone. 

Q.  Have  you  approved  bills  on  account  of  the  work  done  in  the  other  contracts  for  the 
Terror? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  an  account  with  you  showing  the  indebtedness  of  the  Navy  Department  to 
youT — A.  Yes,  sir.    This  is  a  statment  of  what  is  due,  from  our  books : 

Amounts  due  to  W.  Cramp  Sl  Son  bv  tub  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Con- 
struction AND  Repair. 

Balance  due  on  contract  April  5,  1875 — 

Hull  monitor  Terror 155,800  00 

On  approved  bill  on  above  of  Ist  and  2d  payment,  still  unpaid 24,800  00 

On  bill  for  freight  on  scrap-iron,  still  unpaid 2, 144  55 

82,744  55 

(In  red  ink  a  little  note  as  follows :) 

There  is  also  due  us  on  above  contract  482  tons  scrap-iron. 

Q.  This  is  not  delivered  yetf — A.  Not  delivered  yet;  the  vessel  was  lost  in  bringing  some 
of  it. 

Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering. 
Balance  due  on  contract  for  boilers  made  April  14,  1 875 $66, 850  00 

Q.  Have  you  approved  bills  for  that  sixty -six  odd  thousand  dollars  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  None  of  it? — A.  There  may  be. 

Q.  Have  you  approved  bills  for  the  first  and  second  payments  on  the  Terror? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  approved  bills  for  the  freight  on  the  scrap-iron,  which  is  still  unpaid  7 — A.  I 
think  we  have ;  but  I  am  not  satisfied  about  that.  There  is  a  little  discrepancy  between  that 
amount  and  the  last  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  consequence  of  the  freight  on 
this  scrap-iron,  I  think. 

Q.  Im  bis  account  $2,144.55  less  than  this  7~ A.  I  believe  there  is  a  difference;  my  brother 
has  charge  of  the  account,  and  he  says  that  is  the  reason  of  difference  between  our  accounts 
and  the  last  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Q.  Then  his  account  is  less  than  yours  by  that  amount  ?—  A.  Yes,  sir ;  we  paid  that 
freight. 

Q.  Does  your  account  include  anything  due  on  account  of  the  contract  of  March  3,  1877  ? — 
A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  that  four  hundred  and  eighty-two  tons  of  sorap-iron  has  not  been 
delivered  ? — A.  I  do  not ;  we  applied  for  it  often  enough. 

Q.  Have  they  ever  given  yon  any  reason  for  not  delivering  it  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  never  been  told  that  nothing  further  would  be  done?— A.  Since  these  con- 
tracts have  oeen  suspended  we  have  never  said  anything  at  all  about  it. 

Q.  You  never  applied  to  Secretary  Thompson?— A.  We  never  applied  to  Secretary 
Thompson  ;  something  has  been  said  to  Mr.  Easby  verbally  in  an  unofficial  way. 

Q.  By  yourself ? — A.  By  my  brother;  but  he  seemed  to  offer  no  encouragement,  and 
nothing:  more  was  said. 

Q.  Did  he  state  any  particular  reason  why  it  was  not  delivered  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  that  is  the  contract  for  boilers  which  you  referred  to  [handing  witness 
Exhibit  C,  Steam  Engineering]. — A.  Yes  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  ; 
Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that  ? — A.  January  ,16, 1875,  and  our  acceptance  is  April  14|  1875* 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  is  the  date  of  the  contract  there  [indicating]  t — A.  Here  is  the  date  of  onr  ac- 
ceptance :  **  Replying  to  yonr  letter  of  January  15  and  March  24,  making  proposition  rela- 
tive to  the  power  of  the  Terror.**  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
that  part  relating  to  boilers,  as  follows :  **  We  will  agree  to  fnmish  and  erect  complete,  on 
boara  the  United  States  steamer  iron-clad  Terror,  all  the  boilers,  six  in  number,  according 
to  the  drawings,*'  &c.  That  is  dated  April  14.  This  is  signed  by  Mr.  Wood  and  directed 
to  us.     I  do  not  know  how  hardly  to  date  that  contract. 

Q.  He  dates  it  here  January  14,  1875. — A.  That  is  the  date,  perhaps. 

Q.  That  is  the  contract  you  referred  to  in  your  testimony  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Williams: 
Q.  For  the  construction  of  the  beilers  of  the  Terror  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  On  account  of  which  there  is  due  you  |6d,850f — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  agrees  with  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  but  the  construction  of  it  does  not. 

Q.  Does  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  acknowledge  any  indebtedness  on  account 
of  the  contract  of  March  3,  1877  f — A.  I  do  not  think  it  acknowledged  the  indebtedness,  but 
it  seems  it  recommended  that  the  vessels  should  be  fiuished.  I  did  not  read  it  very  care- 
fully. 

Q.  Is  it  an  absolute  necessity  that  the  work  provided  to  be  done  in  the  contract  of  March 
3,  1877,  should  be  performed  before  the  work  provided  for  in  the  preceding  contracts  can  be 
completed? — A.  Yes, sir. 

Q.  Why  f — A.  The  deck -plating  is  included  in  our  contract  for  plating  in  order  to  finish 
all  the  plating.  The  wooden  work  for  the  side  armor  should  be  on  so  as  to  put  our  plating 
over  the  top  of  it.     [Witness  illustrated  t^e  same  on  a  chart.] 

Q.  Was  not  that  bad  umoagemdntf — A..  Wa  presumed  that  when  the  contract  for  plating 
was  given  out  they  would  go  on  with  thd  la-tt  contract ;  before  one  was  finished  the  other 
would  be  given  out. 

Q.  You  took  it'for  granted  that  yon  would  have  all  the  work  to  be  done  on  that  vessel  f^ 
A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  State  why  you '*  took  it  for  granted.**— A.  I  do  not  see  how  the  department  could 
have  given  it  to  any  other  person. 

Q  Was  not  the  government  ln«a  position  that  it  had  to  give  it  to  you  or  suffer  damage  f^ 
A.  Yes,sir ;  but  that  would  look,  being  in  our  ship-yard,  as  if  we  were  trying  to  take  advan- 
tage of  the  government ;  but  where  several  establishments  have  contracts  of  that  kind,  the 
government  officers  know  what  these  contracts  cost,  and  there  can  be  no  disadvantage 
arising  therefrom. 

Q  Did  you  have  any  assurance  from  anybody  in  the  Navy  Depart  ment  that  yon  would 
have  the  contract  for  this  work  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  an  understanding  with  the  officials  of  the  Navy  Department  that  you 
would  do  the  work  fur  a  certain  sum  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  left  entirely  open  f — A.  That  was  left  entirely  open.  We  had  done  in  the 
early  part  of  the  war  a  great  deal  of  work  for  the  government. 

Q.  Was  there  any  competition  in  the  matter  of  these  contracts? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  in  the  last 
contract — in  the  suspended  contracts— I  know  there  were  people  here  who  were  competing 
for  the  work.  I  understood  that  they  sent  in  bids,  but  what  was  the  character  of  the  bids, 
or  how  much,  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  There  were  no  advertisements,  were  there  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  What  was  the  expense  of  doing  this  work  which  had  to  be  completed  before  you  could 
finish  yonr  first  contract  ? — A.  It  would  be  rather  expensive,  because  the  armor-plating  is 
seven  inches  thick  and  would  have  to  be  placed  on  with  a  solid  backing  of  timber.  The  iron 
would  have  to  be  rolled  and  put  on.  It  was  one  of  the  most  expensive  portions  in  the  last 
contract. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  there  anv  provision  in  your  former  contract,  the  one  of  January  14, 1875  (marked 
Exhibit  C),  or  in  the  contract  with  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  by  which  any 
other  party  could  go  into  your  yard  and  complete  this  work?— A.  I  think  there  was  a  pro- 
vision of  that  kind  ;  that  is  also  put  in  commercial  contracts,  in  case  we  become  neglectful 
or  fail  in  business.     Parties  might  become  heavily  damaged  without  it. 

Q.  Through  some  fault  on  your  part  ? — A.  In  order  to  protect  th6  government  from  any 
failure  on  our  part. 

Q.  That  would  never  be  allowed  af^er  the  work  was  don^  under  this  first  contract  for 
others  to  como  in  there  and  complete  the  vessel  ? — A.  We  did  not  intend  that;  we  did  not 
underHtand  it  that  way. 

({.  Did  you  ever  employ  any  one  to  aid  you  in  the  procarement  of  contracts  ? — A.  No, 
sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  make  anybody  connected  with  the  Navy  Department  a  present  or  a  loan 
of  money  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Under  whose  supervision  was  this  work  being  done,  what  government  official  t — A.  At 
one  time  Chief  Engineer  Newell ;  another  time  Chief  Engineer  McElmell  and  now  Chief 
Engineer  Whittaker ;  that  is,  on  the  part  of  the  Engineenng  Department;  on  the  part  of 
the  Constraction  Department,  Constructor  or  Assistant  Constructor  Steele  at  one  time  and 
Constructor  Hart  now.    He  has  been  supervising  it  since  March,  I  think. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  work  condemned  by  either  of  those  parties  f — A.  Well,  it  has  been 
criticised;  some  little  matters  must  have  been  altered  and  corrected  as  is  usually  the  case. 
Of  course  there  has  been  some  little  work  condemned  as  it  progressed  ;  the  iron  turning  out 
bad  has  been  thrown  away. 

Q.  How  does  it  happen  that  you  seat  in  proposals  for  the  contract  of  the  3d  of  March, 
1877,  when  you  did  f — A.  Well,  we  were  pressing  them  from  the  time  the  contract  was 
given  to  Mr.  Roach  for  the  Miantonomoh,  as  his  vessel  was  like  ours ;  we  were  pressing  to 
have  our  contract  completed  for  the  Terror;  that  is,  by  verbal  application  to  the  officers  of 
the  different  bureaus  ;  and  I  think,  with  the  S  »cretary  on  one  or  two  occasions,  we  pressed 
our  claims,  as  we  usually  did  in  order  to  give  employment  to  our  hands  and  machinery. 

Q.  Then,  you  state  before  this  committee  that  it  is  impossible  for  you  to  finish  the  work 

£rovided  in  your  contracts  on  the  Terror  unless  that  work  is  done  under  the  contract  of 
[arch  3,  1677  T— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  The  March  3  contract  has  to  be  resumed  before  you  can  complete  the  contract  of 
1875T— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  does  this  contract  of  March  3,  1877,  require  in  order  to  complete  the  con- 
tracts of  1875 — 348  thousand  dollars?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  to  take  the  old  hull  of  the  Terror — the  wooden  hull,  as  you  call  itf — A.  We 
were  to  take  some  of  the  old  materials  in  part  pay. 

Q.  The  amount,  eight  thousand  dollars  ($8,000),  which,  under  agreement,  yon  were  to 
allow  for  the  wooden  hull  of  the  old  Terror,  heretofore  turned  over  to  you,  will  be  de- 
ducted from  your  final  payment  on  the  completion  of  this  work  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  to  allow  8,000  dollars  for  the  wooden  hull  of  the  Terror,  which  amount  was 
to  be  deducted  from  your  contract  f  ~ A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  provision  in  the  contract  of  March  3,  1877,  relating  to  your  receiving 
money  in  payment,  as  Congress  from  time  to  time  would  apffropriate  itf— A.  I  do  not  re- 
member a  CO  dition  of  that  kind ;  but  if  there  is  a  condition  there,  it  is  all  right. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  under  which  yon  exchanged  old  iron  for  new  7 — A.  Three 
tons  of  old  for  one  of  new. 

Q.  Was  not  that  a  source  of  great  profit  to  you  f — A.  No,  sir ;  we  kept  about  square, 
because  the  iron  was  of  a  very  uneven  character.  If  it  had  been  all  of  good  iron,  not 
punched  and  full  of  holes,  it  would  have  been  quite  a  different  matter. 

Q.  Did  you  reroll  the  old  iron  f — A.  Yes,  we  passed  it  over  to  a  party  who  took  it  to 
some  of  the  rolling-mills.    The  price  varied,  as  scrap-iron  is  fluctuating. 

Q.  Then  you  never  put  the  ola  metal  which  you  received  from  the  government  into  the 
new  work  t — A.  Very  likely  some  of  it  went  in.    We  passed  it  over  to  tbe  rolling-mill. 

Q.  After  it  went  through  the  rolling-mill  was  it  not  equivalent  to  new  iron  f — A.  Better 
than  iron  from  the  pig.    KeroUed  iron  is  equal  to  boiler-iron. 

Q.  How  do  your  prices  which  you  charge  the  government  compare  with  those  you  charge 
mercantile  firms  f — A.  About  the  same.  In  some  cases  we  really  get  less  and  in  some  con- 
tracts we  g^t  about  the  same. 

i^.  Suppose  you  had  been  competing  for  this  work  nuder  an  advertisement  for  proposals, 
would  you  not  have  made  less  by  it  than  you  did  f — A.  I  don^t  hardly  know,  sir  ;  a  great 
deal  depends  upon  who  you  are  bidding  against,  and  then  if  it  was  found  that  we  were 
bidding  against  certain  persons  we  would  not  bid  at  all. 

Q.  Why  not  f — A.  Some  people  bid  so  low  to  get  the  job  that  they  are  bound  to  lose 
money,  and  there  is  no  use  of  undertaking  to  bid.     It  is  throwing  away  your  time. 

Q.  Who  were  those  persons  7 — A.  I  am  only  speaking  generally.  I  do  not  altogether 
refer  to  government  anairs,  but  also  to  private  parties. 

Q.  Were  they  responsible  parties  f — A.  We  will  bid  against  responsible,  but  not  against 
irresponsible  parties. 

Q.  That  is  what  you  mean  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  jou  mean  to  say  that  where  the  departments  are  inviting  proposals,  irresponsible 
parties  may  bid  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  sometimes.  The  custom  should  be  that  only  responsible 
parties  should  be  invited  to  bid.  I  don*t  think  it  should  be  an  invitation  for  everybody  to 
come  in,  for  people  who  have  no  establishments,  and  have.no  capital,  will  bid  almost  any- 
thing, expecting  to  be  bought  off.  Only  prominent  establishments  should  be  invited  to  bid. 
In  England  that  is  the  case. 

Q.  what  is  the  rule  in  England  7 — ^A.  They  have  two,  three,  or  four  first-class  establish 
ments  which  are  notified  that  they  can  get  certain  contracts,  provided  they  do  them  for  cer- 
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tain  sniDB.  The  prices  are  fixed  by  a  board  of  en^fieers  and  constmctors  and  three 
admirals,  which  they  can  accept  or  not.  The  establishments  are  John  Elder  and  Company, 
the  NapierSf  and  Zamnda,  and  others. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  whether  you  have  applied  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  have  this  order 
of  suspension  removed? — A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  applied  to  the  chief  of  the  bnrean  to  have  it  removed  ?— A.  Some  little 
conversation  occnrred  in  reference  to  it,  but  no  application  has  been  made ;  we  have  only 
made  inquiries  as  to  what  was  likely  to  be  done  We  learned  that  the  Secretary  was  inves- 
tif^ating  the  matter,  and  would  probably  make  some  suggestions  in  his  report  to  do  some- 
thing in  the  matter,  or  that  a  committee  of  Congress  would  make  some  suggestions  to  that 
effect. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  What  ground  did  the  Secretary  assign  when  he  made  the  order  to  suspend  this  con- 
tract with  you  for  the  Terror? — A.  I  dou*t  know,  sir;  I  don*t  know  that  he  assigned  any 
reaHon. 

Q.  Did  he  not  give  any  reason  ? — A.  I  think  he  gave  as  a  reason  that  there  was  no  money 
at  the  time  the  contracts  were  made — no  appropriation.  I  think  he  stated  that,  but  I  am  not 
positive. 

The  following  statement  was  received  from  the  witness  : 

Afnounts  due  W,  Cramp  f  Son$  6y  Nav^  DepartmeKi. 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair : 

Balance  due  on  contract  April  5,  1875,  hull  monitor  Terror |55, 800  00 

One  approved  bill  on  above  of  one  and  two  payments,  still  unpaid 24,800  00 

One  bill  for  freight  on  scrap  iron,  still  unpaid 2, 144  55 

82  744  55 
There  is  also  due  us  on  above  contract  462  tons  scrap  iron. 

Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering: 
Balance  due  on  contract  for  boilers  made  April  14,  1875 $66,850  00 

The  following  communication  from  the  Hon.  J.  D.  C.  Atkins,  chairman  of  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  was  submitted  to  the  committee  and  ordered  on  file: 

COMMITTBB  ON  APPROPRIATIONS,  HOUSB  OF  REPRESENTATIVES, 

WoMhingUm,  D,  C,  January  24,  J878. 

Hon.  B.  A.  WiLLlH, 

Chairman  Committu  on  Expenditures  in  the  Navy  Department : 

Dear  Sir  :  I  very  much  desire  that  within  the  next  two  weeks,  or  as  soon  thereafter  as 
practicable,  you  furnish  me  all  the  information  that  can  be  gained  by  your  committee  in  the 
c  'urne  of  irs  investigation  into  the  expenditures  in  the  Navy  Department  that  will  tend  to 
s'low  where  reductions  can  best  be  made  in  the  clerical  force  of  said  department  in  the  prep- 
a''atior  ^f  the  appr^nriate  bill  therefor. 
Very  respectfully, 

J.  D.  C.  ATKINF, 
Chairman  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
Adjourned. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  7,  1878. 
Henry  W.  Gardner  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  place  of  business,  and  how  long  you  have  been  en- 
gaged in  business? — Answer.  Providence,  R.  I.  I  am  president  and  treasurer  of  the  Prov- 
idence Steam-Eogine  Company,  which  is  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  engines,  boilers, 
and  machinery ;  I  have  been  engaged  in  this  business  since  1844. 

Q.  State  whether  you  have  anv  outstanding  contracts  with  the  Navy  Department,  their 
character,  and  with  what  particular  bureaus  — A.  I  have  contracts  for  building  boilers  with 
the  Naval  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering.  The  contracts  are  all  completed,  with  one  excep- 
tion ;  that  is  the  boilers  for  the  Omaha.  There  are  some  contracts  for  boilers  that  have  been 
delivered,  but  have  not  yet  been  settled  for.  All  have  been  delivered  with  the  exception  of 
the  Onial  a. 

Q.  State  what  particular  contracts  there  are  on  ace  unt  of  which  the  government  is  in- 
debted to  you. — A.  On  the  boilers  for  the  steamer  Lancaster,  for  the  Saco,  the  Richmond, 
the  Kearsarge,  the  Omaha,  and  the  Yantic.  I  have  one  bill  on  the  Bureau  of  Construc- 
tion and  Repair  for  the  machinery  sent  to  the  Trenton.  , 
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Q.  Is  the  Kearsar^e  entirely  paid  for? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  for  toe  Bareau  of  Steam  EDgineeriDg  f — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  proposals  advertised  for  in  any  of  these  contracts  by  the  Navy  Department  f — 
A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  were  any  competitive  bids  f — ^A.  That  I  cannot  say  of  my 
own  knowledge. 

Q.  In  any  event  these  contracts  were  predicated  on  propositions  to  yon  f — A.  Tes,  sir  ; 
just  the  same  as  all  the  work  that  we  have  ever  done  for  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  State  whether  those  are  the  contracts,  so  far  as  they  go,  and  whether  those  are  all  the 
papers  connected  with  them?  [Handing  papers  to  witness.  1— A.  The  Lancaster,  I  think, 
IS  all  correct. 

(j.  What  do  these  contracts  provide  for ;  in  other  words,  what  is  the  work  yon  are  to  do  f 
— A.  Boilers  for  the  several  vessels. 

Q.  Did  yon  receive  any  old  material  in  exchange  for  new  in  these  transactions  t — A.  I 
received  old  material  on  account  of  contracts. 

Q.  What  were  the  exact  terras  in  that  respect  f — A.  I  was  to  receive  old  material,  and 
apply  it  to  the  contracts  for  thiK  work  on  these  boilers. 

Q.  How  much  was  to  be  allowed  f — A.  So  much  per  pound  ;  it  was  taken  by  the  ton 
and  pound. 

Q.  Did  you  make  delivery  of  one  pound  of  new  for  one  of  old  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  is  not  an  exchange?— A.  It  was  material  to  be  taken  and  applied  on  account  of 
these  contracts. 

Q.  Was  it  worked  into  the  boilers  of  the  vessels  f — A.  Some  of  it  was  worked  over  for 
tbene  boilers  and  some  used  for  other  purposes. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  allow  the  government  for  the  old  material  f — A.  Different  prices, 
according  to  the  quality  of  the  material.  The  brass  was  a  certain  price,  twelve  and  a  half 
cents  per  pound.  The  cast  iri>n  was  another  price ;  I  think  that  was  seventeen  or  eighteen 
dollars  per  ton ;  I  am  not  positive  exactly  about  that.  And  the  wrought  iron,  my  impression 
ia,  was  twenty-five  dollars  a  ton ;  I  won't  be  certain. 

Q.  Have  you  approved  bills  for  all  the  indebtedness  owinj^  you  by  the  Navv  Department  f 
— A.  I  have  approved  bills  for  everything — for  all  that  has  been  delivereu,  and  some  on 
account  of  the  Omaha.  The  Omaha  is  not  yet  completed.  I  have  had  approved  bills  as  far 
aa  the  work  on  her  has  progressed. 

Q.  Up  to  what  time;  do  you  remember? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  date  of  the  last. 

Q.  These  Exhibits  A  and  B  are  statements  of  indebtedness  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engi- 
neering. I  wish  to  call  your  Attention  to  the  statements  to  see,  if  yon  can,  whether  the 
amounts  severally  therein  contained  are  accurate.  [Handing  exhibits  to  witness.] — A.  The 
Lancaster  is  correct — $15,000.    There  are  three  payments  due  on  her,  amounting  to  $:i4,500. 

Q.  You  have  approved  bills  for  those? — A.  I  have.    The  Saco  is  correct~-|43,91l.t^. 

Q.  You  have  approved  bills  therefor?— A.  Yes,  sir;  the  Yantic  is  correct — $38,904.0*2. 
I  have  approved  bills  for  that.  There  were  two  payments  on  the  Kearsarge,  amounting  to 
$45.  (.•OO. 

Q.  For  which  you  have  approved  bills  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  there  any  other  payments  dne  on  account  of  the  Kearsarge  7 — A.  There  are.  The 
Kearsnrge  has  been  finished,  and  the  bill  for  the  balance  passed  since  this  schedule  was  made. 

Q.  How  mnch  would  th6  balance  be  7 — A.  I  think  I  could  get  that  from  the  Bureau  of 
Steam«Engineering. 

Q.  Could  you  tell  if  it  was  correct  after  you  saw  the  list? — k.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  there  is  another  payment  on  account  of  the  Kearsarge,  and  the  approved  bill 
does  not  appear  in  this exlii  )it  T^A  Yes.  sir ;  I  think  so;  that  is  made  up  to  a  certain  time. 
On  the  Omaha,  I  have  approved  bills  for$20,00Cin  addition  to  that  $30,000  contained  in  said 
exhibit,  makiufir  $50,000  in  all. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  whether  those  bills,  which  were  approved  probably  since  the  date  of  this 
exhibit  was  made  np,  have  been  approved  since  the  beginning  of  the  present  fiscal  year  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  have  been.  All  these  bills  have  been  approved,  except  the  Lancaster, 
since  the  present  fiscal  year. 

Q.  All  these  for  the  Saco  and  Yantic? — A.  Yes,  sir:  everything  except  the  Lancaster. 
The  Lancaster  was  approved  during  the  fiscal  year  previous.  The  Richmond  has  been  com- 
pleted since,  and  I  have  approved  bills  for  her,  but  I  cannot  give  you  the  amount. 

Q.  Approved  bills  beyond  the  $20,000  stated  herein  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  the  whole 
amount  is  about  $'^,000. 

Q.  For  which  vessel  ? — A.  The  Richmond  alone. 

Q.  ATf  any  of  the  contracts  between  you  and  the  department  suspended  at  this  mo- 
ment?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  they  been  suspended  since  they  have  been  entered  into? — A.  Never;  none  of 
them. 

Q.  How-  about  the  Omaha  and  Richmond  7 — A.  Everything  is  delivered  except  the 
Omaha. 

Q.  Where  did  yon  deliver  the  boilers  for  the  Richmond  ? — A.  At  thenavy-yard  in  Charlos- 
town. 
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Q.  Ha  76  you  received  any  moneys  on  account  of  these  approved  bills  since  the  begin - 
ni  ^  of  this  present  fiscal  year  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  the  amount  f— A.  I  think  |63,000. 

Q.  On  account  of  what  contracts  7 — A.  The  Bichmond. 

Q.  Alone  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  received  any  money  on  account  of  any  other  contract  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  approved  bills  unpaid  on  account  of  the  Richmond  since  the  begin- 
ning of  the  present  fiscal  year? — A.  Yes,  sir;  all  unpaid  except  $63,000. 

Q.  On  account  of  the  Richmond  also  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  approved  bills  for  the 
entire  amount  of  the  contract. 

Q.  What  particular  officers  have  been  detailed  by  the  Navy  Department  to  superintend 
the  work  done  by  your  company  f  ~A.  For  how  long  a  period  T 

Q.  Covering  these  contracts. — A.  Chief  Engineer  Henderson,  Passed  Assistant  Engineer 
Cipriano,  and  Andrade. 

Q.  Were  they  a  board  appointed,  or  was  it  only  one  at  a  time? — A.  They  were  appointed 
in  the  usual  manner  for  inspectors. 

Q.  Were  they  all  acting  at  the  same  time — simultaneously  7 — ^A.  Mr.  Henderson  is  a 
general  inspector ;  Mr.  Andrade  stays  at  the  work  permanently. 

Q.  Is  he  connected  with  the  Navy  Department  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Are  all  of  them  connected  with  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering? — i.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  chief  of  the  bureau  when  you  entered  into  the  last  contract  of  February  8, 
1877  7— A.  Mr.  Wood. 

Q.  Is  he  still  chief  of  the  bnieau.7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  entered  into  these  contracts,  did  you  have  any  conference  with  anybody 
c  innected  with  the  Navv  Department — with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the  heiEids  of 
bureaus  f — A.  I  had  con^rences  with  Mr.  Wood ;  no  one  else. 

Q.  No  conferences  with  Secretary  Robeson  regarding  them  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  of  your  making  proposals  for  this  work  f — A.  I  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  doing  this  kind  of  work  for  the  government  for  a  number  of  years. 

Q.  Were  you  notified  of  it  by  anybody  officially  connected  with  the  Navv  Department, 
that  this  work  was  required  to  be  done  7 — A.  I  think  I  was  in  some  cases,  and  in  some  cases 
I  knew  from  the  reports  I  had  seen  that  such  work  was  to  be  done,  and  I  applied  for  it. 

Q.  Were  you  notified  in  any  case,  by  letter  or  verbally,  by  any  officer  connected  with  the 
Navy  Department? — i.  My  recollection  is  not  distinct  about  that;  I  think  in  some  cases  I 
was  applied  to  by  letter,  but  my  recollection  is  not  so  distinct  as  to  testify  positively  :  my 
impression  is  that  in  some  instances  I  knew  the  work  was  requiring  to  be  done,  and  I  applied 
for  it. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  work  for  the  Navy  Department  7 — A. 
Since  1863. 

Q.  Do  you  do  any  other  character  of  work  besides  boiler-work  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  make 
general  machinery ;  stationary  engines,  &c. 

Q.  Do  you  do  any  other  work  for  naval  purposes  ? — A.  During  the  war  we  built  several 
large  engines  for  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  the  particular  ones  f — A.  We  built  the  engines  for  two  double-end- 
ers,  the  Pawtuxet  and  Algonquin,  and  built  two  what  we  call  **60  by  36  engines*';  one 
was  put  into  the  United  States  steamer  Contoocook,  whose  name  was  afterward  changed  to 
the  Albany,  and  for  one  of  the  engines  there  was  no  ship  built,  but  it  was  delivered  at  the 
Portsmouth  navy -yard. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  idea,  when  making  these  bids,  that  you  would  have  competitors? — 
A.  1  supposed  that  there  were  competitors. 

Q.    Have  you  done  any  boiler-work  for  mercantile  vessels  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  During  this  period  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  the  charges  compare  ? — A.  It  is  entirely  a  different  class  of  work — the  work 
for  merchant  vessels. 

Q.  Have  you  not  done  any  of  this  class  of  work  for  merchants  ?— A.  No,  sir;  they  are 
lighter  boilers,  and  cheaper  material.  It  is  cheaper  material,  and  different  construction 
entirely, 

Q.  How  does  it  occur  that,  in  your  proposition,  you  make  a  little  difference  in  the  price 
from  what  you  did  before ;  what  did  you  predicate  your  prices  upon  ? — A.  On  prices  we 
had  before. 

Q.  From  the  Navy  Department?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  the  material  and  work  a  great  deal  cheaper  when  you  entered  on  the  last  con- 
tract than  it  had  been  before  ? — A.  The  prices  were  less,  and  I  took  into  account  the  diff'er- 
ence  in  the  price  of  material. 

Q.  And  prices  were  considerably  cheaper 7 — A.  Yes,  sir;  less;  during  the  last  two  or 
throe  years  there  has  been  but  a  little  difference ;  during  the  war  there  were  very  much 
higher  prices. 

Q.  Did  you  employ  any  agent  or  attorney  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  these  coct  acta  ? — 
A.  I  did  not. 
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Q.  Did  yoa  ever  avail  yoarself  of  any  political  influeace  for  the  parpose  of  obtaining 
these  contracts  f — A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  agree  to  \t&y  to  any  one  connected  with  the  Navy  Depariment  a  percent- 
age on  account  of  the  moneys  that  yon  would  receive  for  these  contracts  f — A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  any  loans  or  give  any  present  to  any  person  connected  with  the 
Navy  Department,  during  the  pendency  of  these  contracts  ? — A.  I  made  uo  presents.  In 
reference  to  loans,  the  committee  will  recollect,  that  in  the  appropriation  for  the  pay  of 
naval  officers  for  the  last  year,  there  has  been  a  deficiency  for  three  months.  Several  officers 
had  certificates  for  the  amount  due  tliem  for  their  pay,  and  made  their  notes  for  the  amounts, 
which  I  got  discounted  in  the  bank  where  I  have  kept  my  account. 

Q.  In  Providence  ? — A.  In  Providence ;  and  eave  them  the  proceeds.  When  the  notes 
matured  they  were  paid  by  the  parties  who  had  the  money. 

Q.  What  were  the  names  of  the  parties  t — A.  Alexander  Henderson,  Captain  Howison, 
Chief  Engineer  Lawton,  and  Chief  Engineer  Magee. 

Q.  Mr.  Lawton  is  the  head  of  a  bureau  in  Brooklyn  navy-yard f — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  is 
chief  engineer  of  the  Brooklyn  yard. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  several  amounts  f  Approximate  them  as  near  as  you  can. — A. 
The  whole  amount  was  less  than  $.3,00t). 

Q.  What  amount  was  it  for  Mr.  Henderson  t — A.  Three  months*  pay,  whatever  that  was. 

Q.  Those  moneys  were  all  promptly  repaid  t — A.  When  those  officers  got  their  pay  from 
the  government  they  sent  their  checks  to  the  bank  where  the  notes  were  discounted. 

Q.  You  simply  indorsed  the  notes  7 — A.  I  indorsed  the  notes,  and  took  them  to  be  dis- 
counted, I  am  one  of  the  board  of  directors,  and  when  I  got  them  discounted  I  stated  to 
the  bank  all  the  circumstances  connected  with  it,  so  all  of  the  board  who  were  present 
knew  about  the  entire  transaction. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  discounted  any  other  notes  for  him  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  for  anybody  else  connected  with  the  Navy f~ A.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Or  made  any  other  loan  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  given  any  money  to  anybody  connected  with  the  Navy  Department  f — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  say  that  Henderson,  Howison,  Lawton,  and  Magee  came  to  you  with  their  pav ; 
that  is,  in  other  words,  they  wanted  to  borrow  the  money  from  you,  for  the  three  montns' 
pay,  which  Congress  had  failed  to  appropriate  t — A.  I  think  the  whole  business  was  done 
through  Mr.  Henderson.  I  did  not  see  the  other  parties.  He  brought  all  their  certificates 
to  me. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  is,  the  certificates  signed  by  the  Auditor? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  showing  what  amount 
due. 


By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  negotiated  those  notes  with  the  bank,  and  you  received  the  pay  for  them  after- 
ward promptly  f — A.  The  notes  were  given  for  the  exact  amount  of  their  pay,  and  discount 
was  taken  from  the  notes  when  they  were  discounted ;  when  the  notes  matured  they  were 
paid  with  these  identical  checks  which  they  received  from  the  government. 

Bv  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Charles  H.  Raymond,  of  New  York,  interested  in  any  of  the  contracts  you  have 
with  the  government  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Neither  contingent  nor  otherwise  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Has  any  other  contractor  any  interest  wiih  you  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q>  It  has  been  stated  in  the  newspapers  that  certain  gentlemen  connected  with  Congpress 
were  interested  with  you  in  the  procurement  of  these  contracts  T — A.  Never  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  never  asked  any  of  them  f  —  A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  particular  navy-work  did  you  say  you  had  now  on  hand? — A.  The  boilers  for 
the  Omaha. 

Q.  And  that  alone  f— A.  That  is  all. 

Q-  Will  you  send  to  the  committee  a  short  succinct  account  of  the  indebtedness  of  the 

f>vernment  to  you  at  your  earliest  convenience  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  you  mean  all  of  the  bills  that 
have  approved  7 

Q.  Approved  and  unapproved ;  distinguish  them. — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  the  statement  that 
yon  have  there  is  not  made  up  to  the  present  time. 

Q.  Yon  make  that  statement  in  your  account  with  the  government  so  as  to  have  it  appear 
in  your  sworn  testimony  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  your  prices  compare  with  the  prices  of  other  parties  who  have  done 
similar  work  for  the  government?— A.  I  think  they  are  about  the  same.  So  far  as  I  know 
there  is  very  little  difference  in  the  prices. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  this  work  could  have  been  done  at  a  more  reasonable  rate  had  there 
been  an  advertisement  for  proposals  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  that  the  plan  of  making  pro- 
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poiials  is  very  UDcertaiD ;  what  work  you  would  get  woald  be  very  dear  at  any  price  yoa 
paid  for  it. 
Q.  It  would  bave  to  be  done  under  just  as  strict  a  sanreillaDce,  would  it  not  t — A.  Un- 
oubtedly,  but  the  inspectors  cannot  always  tell.     I  think  the  bureau  has  had  some  experi- 
ence ofthat  kind. 

By  Mr.  Pack  : 

Q.  Yo«  mean  that  it  would  be  made  out  of  bad  material  f — ^A.  Bad  material  and  not  ^ood 
workmanship. 

Q.  When  was  the  last  contract  sif^ned  that  you  hadjwith  the  goTemmentf — A.  The  last 
contract  was  the  Omaha  and  Bichmoud,  February  b,  lo77. 

By  the  CHAIRMAN: 

Q.  Did  you  know  whether  there  was  an  appropriation  in  the  bureau  to  meet  the  payments 
of  the  sums  provided  for  in  those  contracts  at  the  time  vou  entered  into  them  f — A.  I  had  no 
means  of  knowing  what  the  condition  of  finances  of  the  bureau  were. 

Q.  Nothing  was  said  to  yon  about  that? — A.  No,  sir. 

[Book  entitled  '*  Letters  from  contractors  from  July  1,  1876,  to  June  30,  1877,  in  the  Bu- 
reau of  Steam-Engineering/'  exhibited  to  witness.] 

Q.  That  letter  of  the  24th  of  November  relatto  to  the  Lancaster  f— A.  The  24th  of  No- 
vember is  the  Kearsarge. 

[The  attention  of  the  witness  was  called  to  the  letter  in  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 
dated  November  24,  1876,  bigned  by  Henry  W.  Gardner,  treasurer,  and  received  by  the 
bureau  November  27, 1876.] 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  that  letter  contains  a  proposal  for  work  to  be  done  for  the  new 
boilers  rec^uired  by  the  steamer  Kearsarge,  which  was  accepted  by  the  department,  and  on 
account  ot  which  you  proceeded  to  do  the  work  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  for  which  work  the  department  is  now  indebted  to  you  a  certain  sum  f — A.  They 
are.    I  know  the  work  has  been  done,  but  the  vessel  has  been  detained  for  repairs. 

Q.  Jio  you  know  Mr.  Murtagh  7 — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  never  had  any  relations  with  him  of  any  kind  or  character  t — A.  I  never  did  ;  I 
do  not  know  the  man  by  sight. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  I  want  to  know  if  this  proposal  of  yours  to  accept  old  material  was  accepted  just  as 
you  made  it  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  The  old  material  was  to  be  furnished  in  that  way  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Februarjf  11, 1878 — 11  a.  m. 

George  F.  Cutter  recalled,  and  examination  resumed. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Have  you  prepared  any  further  statement  called  for  by  this  committee  1 — An- 
swer. Ye8,  sir  ;  I  have  prepared  everything  which  I  understand  was  required,  and  have  writ- 
ten you  two  letters.  [The  witness  hands  a  paper  to  the  committee,  which  was  marked  Ex- 
hibit G,  ProvisiJns  and  Clothing.] 

Q.  State  what  that  paper  contains. — A.  The  first  statement  is  of  bids  called  for  by  the 
bureau,  and  submitted,  and  by  whom,  and  whether  accepted  or  not,  for  provisions  and  cloth- 
ing for  the  navy-yard.  Mare  Island,  from  July  1,  1875,  to  the  present  time.  The  second 
statement  is  of  requisitions  approved  by  the  bureau  for  provisions,  clothing,  small  stores,  and 
contingent,  to  be  delivered  at  the  navy-yard.  Mare  Island,  for  the  same  time.  The  third 
statement  is  of  provisions  and  clothing  delivered  at  Mare  Island,  under  open  purchase,  for 
the  same  time.  The  fourth  statement  is  of  provisions,  clothing,  small  stores,  and  contingent, 
purchased  at  all  stations  by  order  of  the  bureau,  and  by  open  purchase,  from  July  1,  1875,  to 
the  present  time.  The  fifth  statement  explains  the  transfer  of  $300,000  and  other  amounts. 
The  sixth  statement  is  the  quantity  of  clothing  on  hand  November  24,  1877,  and  the  aver- 
age yearly  issue  for  the  last  three  years.  To  this  I  have  added  an  estimate  of  the  supply 
per  yearly  issue  that  enables  you  to  see  how  long  the  stocks  on  band  will  last. 

Q.  That  is  an  approximating  calculation, I  suppose! — A.  Yes,  sir;  as  to  how  long  the 
stocks  on  hand  will  last,  taking  the  average  yearly  issue  for  the  last  three  years.  In  addi- 
tion, in  response  to  the  request  of  the  committee  for  supplementary  information,  I  have 
written  another  letter  showing,  seventh,  a  statement  of  the  balances  on  hand  in  the  Bureau 
of  Piovisions  and  Clothing,  February  1,  187H ;  eighth,  in  regard  to  the  quantity  of  cloth- 
ing on  band  is  given  in  statement  No.  6.  And  another  statement  of  the  amount  of  stores 
advertised  for  from  July  1,  1875,  to  date.  (The  amount  of  other  purchases  is  given  in  state- 
ment No.  4.) 

Q.  State  what  it  is.— A.  Statement  No.  7  is  balances  to  February  1,  1878.  Statement 
No.  II  is  fcr  stores  received  under  contract  and  advertisement  from  July  1,  1875,  to  Jauu- 
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arj  1,  1878.    I  believe  that  includes  eyerytbing,  as  far  aa  I  can  nnderstand  your  request  for 
information. 

Q.  Do  these  8  atementa  bay  a  reference  to  all  purchases,  whether  made  by  open  purchase 
or  otherwise  T — A.  Yes.  sir;  they  are  all  thnre. 

Q.  It  has  reference  o  both  kindti  of  purchases  t—  \..  Ye^,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  htate  the  precise  iiianncr  by  v^hich  open  purchase  is  made? — A.  We 
send  out  proposals  to  different  parties,  and  then  accept  the  lowest  bid. 

Q.  What  you  buy  by  advertisement  is  generally  done  at  the  time  of  need? — A.  No, 
sir ;  it  has  not  been  usual,  lately  ;  it  whs,  years  a|;^o. 

Q.  Why  has  there  been  a  change  in  that  respect  T — A.  I  don*t  know ;  we  ought  to  buy  at 
the  appropriat(>  season.    The  other  is  not  a  ^ood  plan. 

Q.  Instead  of  buying  years  ahead,  yon  buy  now  when  the  things  are  required,  by  adver- 
tisement as  well  as  by  open  purchase? — A.  Mostly  by  adyertisement ;  everything  over  one 
thousand  dollars.  We  ougot  to  buy  in  the  fall — October,  November,  and  December — beef, 
pork,  pickles,  and  beans  ;  at  least  to  make  contracts  for  future  delivery. 

Q.  Why  f — A.  Because  it  is  the  end  of  the  season,  and  the  time  used  all  over  in  packing 
these  things.  ^^^ 

Q.  Can  they  be  had  cheaper  at  that  time  than  at  other  times  ? — A.  I  think  so,  and  you 
usually  get  a  better  article,  too. 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  correct  any  statement  in  your  former  testimony  t — A.  That  testimouy 
about  the  $100,000  ought  to  be  erased,  I  think. 

Q.  What  $100,000  do  you  meant— A.  I  said  $100,000  had  been  transferred  ;  it  should 
have  been  $300,000.    It  is  explained  here  (indicating  statement  No.  5). 

Q.  What  did  the  $100,000  have  reference  »«?— A.  Nothing:  I  supposed  it  was  $100,000 
iDBtead  of  $300,000. 

Q.  In  what  connect-on  was  that  transfer  of  money  made? — A.  I  said  that  $100,000  was 
taken  from  Provisions.  Now,  it  is  $300,000  which  was  given  and  taken  back  ag^in  by  the 
Treasury  Department. 

Q.  Given  by  whom,  and  taken  from  what  bureau,  and  received  back  by  what  bureau  t — 
A.  I  don't  know,  sir.    It  was  a  portion  of  that  deficiency  bill. 

Q.  From  what  bureau  was  it  taken  and  transferred  to  f — A.  We  never  know.  It  goes 
through  the  Treasury  Department,  and  we  are  credited  with  $300,000,  and  then  we  are 
charged  that  $300,000,  and  we  have  no  amount  of  money  at  all. 

Q,  Does  this  transaction  relating  to  the  $300,000  appear  in  that  exhibit  just  handed  to  the 
committee  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  statement  No.  5. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  You  said  the  other  day  that  it  was  $100,000.  Instead  of  $100,000,  it  is  $300,000  ?— A. 
Yes,  sir ;  it  is  all  made  up  here,  and  the  other  should  be  wholly  erased. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  It  is  all  right  as  long  as  it  is  corrected.  Do  you  give  approved  bills  in  your  bureau 
similar  to  those  g^ven  in  all  the  others  f — A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Is  an  approved  bill  considered  negotiable  paper  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  it  the  nabit  of  banks  to  advance  moneys  on  them  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  whom  are  these  bills  generally  approved  ? — A.  All  bills  of  purchase  by  the  bureau 
are-  approved  by  the  chief  of  the  bureau ;  all  bills  at  open  purchase  are  approved  by  the  com- 
mandant  of  the  station. 

Q.  The  commandant  of  the  station  approves  these  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  navy-yard  at  Brooklyn  it  would  be  Commodore  Nicholson t — A.  Commodore 
Nicholson. 

Q.  Have  any  bills  been  paid  by  your  bureau  since  you  were  last  examined  7 — A.  There 
might  have  been  a  dollar  or  two. 

Q.  None  of  these  bills  were  on  account  of  this  clothing  t — A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  of  money  now  available  for  that  purpose  t— A.  It  is  shown 
in  my  return. 

Q..  State  the  amount.— A.  $60,702  73. 

Q.  What  voucher  have  you  showing  that  amount  to  your  credit  for  that  purpose  f — A. 
By  returns  from  the  Treasury. 

Q.  How  recently  has  that  return  been  made? — 4..  The  1st  of  February. 

Q.  The  next  return  will  be  maie  when  ? — A.  The  Ist  of  March. 

Q.  They  make  these  returns  monthly  to  you? — A.  Monthly  they  give  me  credit.  As  I 
understand  it,  the  returns  are  made  to  Mr.  Stickney,  who  is  called  the  disbursing  clerk. 

Q.  He  is  charged  with  the  transfers,  too  f — A.  He  never  has  the  money. 

Q.  But  he  keeps  a  record  of  the  transfers  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  a  record  of  the  transfer.  I  am 
nMified  once  a  month  of  the  balances  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  bureau. 

Q.  Is  any  bureau  now  indebted  to  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing  f— A.  Yes,  sir; 
some  small  sums. 

Q   Can  you  stat?  the  amounts  ? — A.  I  can  find  oat. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  make  a  statement  of  that,  and  hand  them  in  again. — A.  Yes,  sir, 
and  all  other  bureaus,  too. 
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Q.  State  the  indebtedness  of  your  bareau,  and  all  other  bareans  to  you—the  amount  of 
each.— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I'he  exhibits  of  your  bnrean,  which  you  have  already  handed  in  to  the  committee, 
show  the  exact  state  of  its  indebtedness  at  that  time  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  appropria  ion  made  to  your  bureau  which  is  excessive  7 — A.  No,  sir ; 
none  at  all. 

Q.  Is  there  any  appropriation  made  to  your  bureau  which  is  not  accordingly  to  its  needs  7 
— A.  The  Provision  and  Continfj^ent  appropriations ;  we  have  but  three  appropriations. 

Q.  The  Provisions  and  Contiofi^ent  are  iuadeanate  7 — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  nave  been  for  the 
last  year  and  the  year  before.    There  is  where  the  indebtedness  comes  in. 

Q.  What  is  the  state  of  their  inadequacy  for  the  present  year,  respectively,  for  Provisions 
and  Contii)g;ent  T— A.  For  the  present  year,  I  cannot  tell ;  I  think  from  $*^50,000  to  $350,000 
in  Provision;*,  and  from  $15,000  to  $20,000  in  Contingrent. 

Q.  Can  you  state  any  mode  by  which  the  clerical  force  of  your  bureau  can  be  reduced  7 — 
A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  What  is  the  extent  of  the  force  now  employed  there  t — A.  I  will  furnish  a  list. 

Q.  Will  you  furnish  a  list,  and  also  the  amount  paid  to  each  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  clerical  force  in  the  Paymaster's  department  could  be  re- 
duced without  injury  to  the  service  f — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  What  is  tbt?  extent  of  your  salary  as  Pifymaster-Qeneral  f — A.  I  have  the  pay  of  a 
commodore— $5,000. 

Q.  What  was  your  pay  before  you  were  promoted  to  this  position  t — A   $4,000. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Watmough  and  Bradford  did  not  receive  $5,000  each  t — A.  I 
don*t  know. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  by  reference  to  your  files? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Would  that  appear  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy's  pap«>rs  7 — A.  It  would  appear  in 
the  pay*rnllA  of  the  officers  who  keep  their  account.  Everybody  has  an  account  kept  by 
some  pay-officer. 

Q.  What  pay-officer  would  naturally  keep  that  account  f — A.  Mr.  Bradford  was  abroad 
at  the  time.  Mr  Watmough  had  his  account  in  New  York  ;  whether  he  changed  it  or  not, 
I  donH  know.  We  can  keep  our  accounts  where  we  please.  If  an  officer  is  ordered  to  a 
station  and  then  ordered  to  another  one,  he  can  keep  his  account  in  the  old  station,  as  some 
men  have  families  remaining  ther««,  and  he  is  paid  from  that  station. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  irregularity  or  abuses  in  the  Navy  Department  7 — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  In  any  branch  of  the  Bcrvice  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  favoritism  in  the  department  7 — A.  No,  sir ;  none. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  I  see  this  is  a  statement  of  provisions  and  clothing  delivered  at  the  navy-yard.  Mare 
Island,  under  open  purchase,  from  July  1,  ld75,  to  January  1,  1878T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  [Reading:]  **Tbe  bureau  can  give  no  information  as  to  the  number  of  bids  called  for 
by  the  purchaMiug  officer  at  San  Francisco,  nor  as  to  the  number  submitted,  nor  by 
whom/*— A.  Nor  by  whom.     The  purchasing  paymaster  has  a  record  of  the.«e. 

Q.  Now  you  say  that  in  these  open  purchases  you  first  submit  proposals  for  bids  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir ;  I  can  tell  you  ab  initio.  The  officer  requiring  these  stores  makes  out  his  requisi- 
tion, and  sends  on  to  the  bureau  for  its  approval. 

Q.  You  mean  the  officer,  the  commandant  at  Mare  Island  f  — A.  The  officer  who  has 
charge  of  the  stores.  In  this  department  it  is  always  the  paymaster.  When  he  is  in  need  of 
stores  he  makes  a  requisition  on  the  bureau,  which  is  approved  by  the  commandant  of  the 
station,  and  that  comes  here,  and  the  bureau  writes  upon  it  ^'Approved:  to  be  advertised 
for,*'  or  ''Approved  ;  to  be  furnished  in  the  usual  manner.*'  That  is  sent  back  to  the  pay- 
master, and  it  there  is  no  paymaster  in  the  yard,  to  the  purchasing  officer.  He  then  sends 
out  proposals  and  accepts  olds. 

Q.  That  is  the  regular  system  t — A.  That  is  the  regular  system. 

Q.  Open  purchase,  then,  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  after  the  requisition  has  been 
made  upon  the  bureau  for  certain  supplies,  and  that  requisition  has  been  approved  by  this 
bureau  nere,  proposals  are  submitted  tn  the  merchants  of  California,  or  wherever  it  may  be, 
asking  them  to  submit  bids  for  furnishing  the  articles? — A.  Yes,  sir;  they  make  copies  of 
the  requisition  on  a  peculiar  form. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  want  to  know  when  open  purchaoefl  are  made  at  any  of  these  stations  whether  the 
buieau  here  in  Washington  is  not  rcMpoU'tible  for  them  f — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  You  stated  that  before  the  purchase  could  be  made,  the  requi<>ition  had  to  be  approved 
by  the  commandant  of  the  station,  and  forwarded  here  to  be  approved  by  the  heaa  of  the 
bureau,  and  under  that  direction  they  purchased  by  advertisement  or  in  the  usual  man- 
ner?— A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Don*t  they  have  to  obey  that  direction  which  you  write  on  the  back  of  the  requisi- 
tion ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  entirely. 
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Q  Then  if  you  say  '*in  the  usual  manQer/*  is  not  this  bureau  here  responsible  tor  the 
open  purchase  f — A.  They  are  not  responHJble  for  the  price. 

Q.  For  the  mode  of  purchase? — A.  O,  yes,  sir,  indeed. 

Q.  Now,  is  there  anything^  in  the  reflations  of  the  Navy  which  compels  the  purchasing^ 
paymaster  to  invite  bids  from  more  than  one  person  ? — A.  I  will  have  to  refer  to  the  law. 
He  must  send  out  for  proposals,  bids,  but  it  don't  say  how  many. 

Q.  It  don't  say  how  many? — A.  No,  sir.  Here  is  the  law  :  [Reading.]  **  Section  3709. 
All  purchases  and  contracts  for  supplies  and  for  services,  in  any  department  of  the  govern- 
ment, except  for  personal  services,  shall  be  made  by  advertising  a  sufficient  time  previously 
for  proposals  respecting  the  same,  when  the  public  exigencies  do  not  require  the  immediate 
delivery  of  the  articles,  or  performance  of  the  services.  When  immediate  delivery  or  per- 
formance are  required  by  the  public  exigency,  the  articles,  or  services  required,  may  be  pro- 
cured, by  open  purchase  or  contract,  at  the  place  and  in  the  manner  in  which  such  articles 
are  usually  bought  and  sold,  or  such  services  engaged  between  individuals." 

John  W.  Easby  recalled  and  examination  resumed. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  exhibit  to  hand  to  the  committee  with  reference  to  the  moneys 
due  laborers  in  navy  yards  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Just  furnish  it. — A.  I  find  one  that  I  intended  to  hand  in  the  other  day ;  it  was 
omitted ;  here  it  is.  This  is  for  the  Kittery  navy-yard,  and  is  dated  April,  77.  The  amount 
due  is  $1,605.74 

Q.  Are  there  anv  other  pay-rolls  to  come  for  moneys  yet  due  and  unpaid  f — A.  Yes,  sir, 
I  got  two  letters  this  morning,  and  there  may  be  others  yet. 

Q.  What  others— relating  to  what  yards  7 — A.  I  believe  all  to  come  now  are  from  New 
York  in  1876. 

Q.  There  are  still  moneys  unpaid  for  the  year  1876  in  New  York  7— A.  Yes,  sir;  but  in  a 
peculiar  manner,  which  I  had  better  state. 

Q.  Yes,  you  had  better  state  that. — A..  The  claims  we  are  getting  now  appear  to  be 
claims  of  men  who  have  worked  in  the  yard  in  1876,  but  whose  names  are  not  on  the  pay-roll ; 
and  they  claim  that  they  were  employed  by  the  naval  coustructori  who  promised  them  that 
they  would  be  paid  at  some  time. 

Q*  Who  was  the  naval  constructor  at  that  timef — A.  Samuel  H.  Pook. 

By  Mr.  Hubbbll  : 

Q.  What  yard  is  that  f — A.  Of  Brooklyn.  This  is  an  irregular  account.  Their  names 
are  not  on  the  pay-roll. 

By  the  Chairman; 

Q.  They  were  employed  without  authority  of  law,  on  the  responsibility  of  the  con- 
structor 7 — A.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  understand  it.   Perhaps  I  had  better  state  what  r.he  constructor 
says  in  explanation  of  that.     He  states  that  this  was  voluntary  service  on  the  part  of  these 
men,  and  if  they  have  any  claim  it  is  on  him. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 
Q.  But  not  against  the  government? — A.  Not  against  the  government. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  will  you  have  th|^  statements  heret — A.  I  wrote  for  them  to-day. 

Q.  What  other  exhibits  have  you  to  show  the  committee  this  morning  7 — A.  Mr.  Hubbell 
iifquired  something  the  other  day  about  the  Cuban  excitement ;  if  the  contracts  took  place 
at  the  time  of  the  Cuban  scare  f  That  was  in  the  fall  of  1873,  and  you  will  find  these  con- 
tracts were  made  in  the  fall  of  1874. 

Q.  A  yetr  afie  T— A.  A  year  after. 

Q.  We  wanted  a  diagram  to  show  why  the  work  of  the  first  and  second  contracts  in  rela- 
tion to  certain  vessels  could  not  be  done  until  the  contract  of  March  3,  1877,  was  com- 
pleted T — A.  Tbepe  diagrams  show  [indicating!  why  the  work  could  not  be  completed. 

Q.  Will  you  explain  this  diagram  t 

[The  diagmm  was  marked  **  Construction  and  Repair,  Exhibit  B  a.**]. 

A.  I  think  I  can  explain  these  drawings  in  this  wny.  This  diagram  is  a  cross-section  of 
one  of  the  ships,  the  Miantonomoh.  The  second  contract  calls  for  iron  plating.  The  blue 
line  on  this  sketch  represents  the  iron  plating  covered  bv  a  wooden  deck.  The  second  con- 
tract directs  that  the  iron  plating  shall  be  placed  on  the  deck,  as  exhibited  here  (indicating), 
and  the  third  contract  directs  that  the  armor-backing  of  wood,  represented  here  by  the  brick 
color,  shall  be  placed  on  also  the  armor-plating  of  iron  represented  by  the  blue. 

Q.  On  what  part  of  the  vessel  f — A.  On  the  side  of  the  vessel,  immediately  above  the 
water  and  partly  under  water.  The  committee  will  see  that  this  iron  plating  cuuld  not  be 
p'aced  in  position  until  this  wood  and  iron  armor  on  the  side  is  in  ]>osition  ;  the  deck-plating 
could  not  be  place!  in  position  either.  And  that  wooden  armor  is  in  the  third  contract,  and 
the  deck-plating  is  in  the  second  contract. 
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By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 
Q.  The  secoQ'i  had  to  wait  antil  the  third  was  commeuced  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Thin  diagram  relates  to  the  Miantonomoh  t — A.  The  Miantonomoh,  and  also  the  three 
other  ships  of  the  same  class.     What  is  trae  of  the  Miantonomoh  is  trae  aUo  of  the  Terror, 
Am  phi  trite,  and  the  Mouadnock.    There  was  no  third  contract  on  the  3d  of  March  for  the 
Miantonomoh.    Mr.  Roach's  contract  for  the  Miantonomoh  was  prior  to  the  3d  of  March. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Prior  to  the  3d  of  March,  1877  f— A.  Yes,  sir ;  therefore  he  can  go  on  and  complete  her 
when  he  pleases. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle: 

Q.  That  contract  was  never  suspended  f — A.  Never  suspended. 

The  witness  produced  another  diagram,  which  was  marked  Construction,  and  Repair,  Ex- 
hibit E  a  and  explained  it  as  follows  :] 

This  is  a  part  of  the  cross-section  of  the  Puritan.  It  is  somewhat  different  in  design, 
but  the  circumstances  are  precisely  the  same.  The  iron  plating  on  the  deck  of  the  Puritan 
cannot  be  completed  until  the  iron  armor  and  backing  of  the  side  is  in  position.  That  is 
covered  by  the  third  contract  of  the  3d  of  March.  The  iron  platiilg  on  the  deck  is  covered 
by  the  second  contract. 

Q.  Of  anterior  date  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  exhibit  ydu.  have  f — A.  I  have  here  the  approved  bills. 

Q.  What  is  the  first  oneT — A.  This  [indicating]  is  a  statement  of  indebtedness  up  to  and 
including  March  3,  1*^7,  based  upon  approved  bills  (copies  of  which  are  herewith  an- 
nexed) and  adjudicated  claims. 

[It  was  marked  Exhibit  I,  Construction  and  Repairs.] 

Q.  What  is  the  next  exhibit  t — A.  I  have  another  exhibit,  which  is  a  statement  of  indebt- 
edness to  July  1,  1877,  based  on  approved  bill  (copies  of  which  are  herewith  annexed) 
and  adjudicated  claims. 

[It  was  marked  Exhibit  I  a,  Construction  and  Repairs,] 

Q.  Does  that  include  the  other  exhibit  f — A.  The  other  exhibit  is  up  to  March  3;  this 
exhibit  is  from  March  3  to  July  1. 

Q.  It  does  not  embrace  anything  in  the  other  exhibit  f — A.  No,  sir ;  the  date  of  approved 
bills  is  from  March  3  to  July  I,  1877. 

Q.  What  is  the  next  exhibit  t — A.  The  next  papers  are  letters  relating  to  the  Terror, 
March  3. 

Q.  Do  they  have  reference  to  that  work  which  was  provided  for  in  the  contract  of  March 
3,  877  f — A.  These  are  letters  in  reference  to  the  contract  of  March  3,  1877.  This  first  let- 
ter is  dated  March  *^,  1877.  It  is  a  letter  from  Cramp  &,  Sjus  to  the  bureau,  offering  to  do 
the  work. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  A  part  of  that  work  was  already  done  before  they  made  the  offer  7 — A.  Mr.  Cramp 
told  me  so. 

Tne  WiTVES^.  Here  are  letters  of  the  sam?  kind  about  the  M)nidn3ck  [presenting],  relat- 
ing to  the  March  3  agreement. 

Here  [presenting]  are  letters  relating  to  the  agreement  of  March  3,  in  reference  to  the 
Puritan.  ^ 

Here  [presenting]  are  letters  of  the  same  kind  in  reference  to  the  Amphitrite. 

Here  [presenting]  is  the  acceptance  of  the  proposition  to  put  in  frame  the  Amphitrit<e, 
dated  September  2i^  1874.  This  belongs  by  right  to  that  contract.  It  contains  also  a 
proposition  to  finish  the  iron  hull-work  and  deck  armor-plating,  and  is  dated*  April  2,  1875. 

This  [presenting]  is  the  same  thing  precisely  in  regard  to  the  Paritan. 

And  ttiis  [presenting]  is  the  same  thing  in  regard  to  the  Miantonomoh. 

And  this  [presenting]  is  the  same  thing  in  regard  to  the  Terror. 

Here  [presenting]  is  a  copy  of  th(3  contract,  whi^.h  thn  ominittee  had  once  produced  be- 
fore it,  for  putting  the  Monadnock  in  frame,  withPhineas  Burgess,  embracing  all  the  letters 
jn  relation  to  that  subject. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  This  has  been  filed  heretofore,  and  withdrawn  by  yon  for  examination  or  amend- 
ment T— A.  I  think  Mr.  Willis  wanted  a  proper  direction  put  upon  it. 

Here  [preseutiug]  are  the  other  papers  of  the  same  kind  in  regard  to  the  Monadnock — 
acjeptaUi^j  of  the  proposition  to  put  the  Monadnock  in  frame. 

And  this,  sir  [presenting],  is  a  statement  of  moneys  due  and  paid  under  contracts  prior  to 
Mirch  3,  1877.  on  account  of  the  following-named  iron-clads,  to  wit:  Amphitrite.  Miantono- 
moh, Terror,  Monadnock,  and  the  Puritan.  [The  paper  was  marked  Exhibit  J,  Construc- 
tion and  Repairs.] 
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This  [presentiDg^]  is  a  paper  relating  to  the  transfer  of  appropriations,  and  explaining^ 
about  it 

Q.  Durinc^  what  years  f~A.  That  comes  down  from  the  16th  of  April,  187*2,  to  May  16, 
1877.  I  find  one  transfer  here,  and  this,  1  believe,  is  the  only  one  since  I  have  been  in  the 
bureau.  The  others  I  am  not  supposed  to  know  much  about.  There  is  one  transfer  made, 
by  way  of  request,  of  $3«817.15. 

Q.  Where  to  f — A.  This  is  a  transfer,  not  of  an  appropriation  from  one  bureau  to  another, 
bat  a  transfer  of  apprcpriation  in  the  same  bureau. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  State  what  it  is.— A.  Let  me  read  the  let'er  concerning;  it.  The  letter  included  in  the 
exhibit,  dated  May  IQ,  1877,  sifi^ned  J.  W.  Easby,  chief  of  the  bureau,  to  the  Fourth  Auditor, 
explains  it.  It  contains  this  statement:  **  There  is  due  from  appropriation  *Double-turreted 
Monitors*  to  appropriation  *  Construction  and  Repair,  1876-7,'  both  under  this  bureau,  the 
sum  of  three  thousand  and  eif^ht  hundred  and  seventeen  and  iViT  dollars  ($3,817.15),  the 
same  having^  been  expended  upon  vessels  of  the  Monadnock  class,  and  I  respectfully  request 
that  the  necessary  steps  be  taken  by  you  to  effect  the  transfer  of  that  sum  from  the  former 
to  the  latter  appropriation."  [The  paper  was  marked  Exhibit  K,  Construction  and  Re- 
pair.] 

C^.  Was  this  request  complied  with  f— A.  Yes,  sir.,  [The  witness  hands  in  another  ex- 
hibit from  the  Hureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  fri^io^  <^  list  of  claims  not  represented 
by  bills,  but  known  to  the  bureau,  which  was  marked  Exhibit  L,  Construction  and  Repair.] 
^Withdrawn  for  correction.) 

Q.  Have  the.se  claims  ever  been  approved  f  ^A.  No,  sir  ;  they  are  simply  claims. 

Q.  When  did  the  indebtedness  mentioned  in  that  last  exhibit  arise  T — A.  I  think  it  is  all 
stated  there.  This  [presenting]  is  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  board  recently  appointed  to 
examine  the  Puritan.    [The  paper  was  marked  Exhibit  M,  Construction  and    Reptsir  ] 

Q.  •  his  last  Exhibit  L  relates  to  the  report  made  by  the  board  of  survey  appointed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  was  that  board  appointed  T^A.  To  examine  into  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  Puritan ;  to  ascertain  whether  the  vessel  would  float  properly  when  launched, 
and  whether  she  was  properly  built.    There  is  another  board  now  on  the  same  dhip. 

Q.  They  have  not  completed  their  examination  yet  t — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  or  not  you  have  undertaken  to  ascertain  whether  this  work 
provided  to  be  done  on  the  3d  of  March  contract  could  not  tiave  been  done  at  any  cheaper 
rate  than  that  therein  provided. — A.  The  present  board  have  been  directed  to  ascertain 
whether  the  sum  offered  to  Mr.  Roach  was  a  reasonable  sum  of  money  to  do  the  work  for. 

Q.  Have  they  made  any  report  thereon  T — A.  Not  yet. 

Q.  What  method  have  they  taken  to  ascertain  that;  have  they  invited  bidst — A.  No,  sin 
but  by  makine  calculations  themselves.    They  are  practical  men. 

Q.  No  bids  for  that  kind  of  work  have  been  asked  to  ascertain  what  the  cost  wauld  be  7 — 
A.  No,  sir;  the  original  contract  for  completing  the  Miantonomoh  with  Mr.  Roach  con- 
templated using  the  old  turrets  of  laminated  iron.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  thought  that 
he  would  rather  have  ^olid  iron,  \ 

Q.  Secretary  Thompson  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  he  invited  bids  for  these  turrets  to  be  built 
of  solid  iron ;  and  the  contract  has  vot  been  awarded  to  anybody  as  yet.  Mr.  Roach  is  the 
lowest  bidder,  however. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  old  contr  ctf — A.  The  turrets  belonged  to  us. 

Q.  And  the  turrets  are  all  df  laminated  iron? — A.  The  old  turrets  were  built  of  this  iron,' 
aiyi  we  would  simply  {lave  to  put  them  aboard  the  ship. 

Q  What  is  the  next  exhibit  f— A.  Here  [presenting]  is  the  correspondence  relating  to 
the  contract  or  order  made  with  Mr.  Hatch  to  aeliver  certain  timber.  The  first  letter  is  dated 
May  26, 1876.  « 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  What  Hatch  is  this  7— A.  W.  B.  Hatch  Sl  Co.,  Baltimore. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Q  What  is  the  amount  of  the  contract  7— A.  You  have  it  in  the  statement,  sir— $91,000. 
This  was  an  order  which  was  completed. 

[The  paper  was  marked  Exhibit  N,  Construction  and  Repair.] 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  this  purchase  of  timber — an  open  purchase?— A.  No,  sir  ; 
it  seems  to  have  been  ordered. 

Q.  Ej  the  bureau  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  an  order  to  deliver  the  timber. 

Q,  Are  all  the  papers  relating  to  that  transaction  to  be  found  ia>  this  exhibit  7  ~ A.  Yes, 
air;  except  the  bill  itself.  The  bill  you  have  in  another  paper,  or  the  bills,  for  there  were 
a  number  of  bills. 

Q.  What  does  this  note  in  this  exhibit  refer  to  [indicating]? — A.  [Quoting]  *' The  in- 
closied  letter  referred  to  is  not  on  file  in  the  bureau.**  I  dou*t  know  where  the  letter  is  that 
is  the  beginning  of  the  thing. 

4  N 
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Q.  That  18  one  of  their  letters  T — A.  It  is  addressed  to  Oeorg^.  A.  Bissett ;  Mr.  Bassett  was 
atteodiogf  to  the  basiness  for  him. 

Q.  George  A.  Bassett  is  not  connected  with  the  Navy  Department  7 — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  relation  did  Mr.  Bassett  hold  to  the  transaction  f — ^A.  That  I  don*t  know,  sir ;  ex- 
cept we  find  this  letter  addressed  to  Bassett  on  file  in  the  burean. 

By  Mr.  Paoe  : 
Q.  From  whom?— A.  W.  B*.  Hatch  &,  Co. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  who  he  is,  where  he  lives,  or  what  his  bosinees  is  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  simply  appears  to  be  acting  as  an  affent  for  these  parties  f — A.  I  don't  think  he 
act^  as  an  ag^ent  anything  more  than  having  that  letter  addressed  to  him.  I  am  not  aware 
that  he  did  anything  else. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  advertisement  in  this  transaction  7 — A.  I  think 
not«  sir. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  to  purchase  timber  or  lumber  without  making  any  advertisement  f — 
A.  Not  if  it  is  o>rer  |500. 

Q.  This  exceeded  $&00,  did  it  not7~A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q  Hare  the  materials  mentioned  in  this  transaction  been  furnished  to  the  department  t— 
A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q    Have  they  been  paid  fort — A.  No,  ^ir. 

Q.  Have  approved  bills  been  given  therefor  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  Know  when  the  last  timber  provided  for  by  the  contract  was  delivered  f — A. 
The  statement  will  show ;  I  cannot  carry  it  in  my  mind. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  were  any  other  bids  in  connection  with  this  transaction  7 — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  There  were  nonet — A.  I  think  not;  it  was  simply  an  order  to  be  delivered. 

Q.  How  is  the  price  fixed  under  such  circumstances  T — A.  By  the  paymaster,  and  some- 
times by  the  bureau. 

Q.  What  paymaster  7 — A.  The  paymaster  of  the  yard  in  which  the  timber  is  to  be  deliv- 
ered. If  the  chief  of  the  bureau  directs  it  to  be  furnished  at  the  lowest  market-price,  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  paymaster  to  ascertain  what  is  the  lowest  market-price. 

Q.  Is  that  the  customary  method  t — A.  When  you  give  an  order ;  but  this  thing  is  irreg- 
ular. 

Q.  To  give  an  order  over  $500 1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Under  fliOO  it  is  all  correct  t— A.  Secretary  Thompson  allows  orders  under  $S00  to  be 
purchased  by  the  paymaster. 

By  Mr.  Page  . 

Q.  Is  that  the  rule  in  the  department  t — A.  It  appears  to  be  the  rule,  unavoidably. 

Q.  You  spoke  about  its  being  irregular  t — A.  Irregular,  because  an  order  was  given  for 
that  large  amount  of  timber  without  inviting  any  other  bids. 

Q.  Is  that  contrary  to  the  lawt— A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  is  7— A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,. it  is. 

Q.  Wliat  is  the  law  in  reference  to  that  t — A.  All  bills.' 

Q.  No ;  for  repairs  in  the  repairing  of  a  vessel,  for  instance  t — ^A.  No,  sir,  this  was  timber 
to  be  furnished  to  the  navy-yard  for  general  purposes. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  No  specific  purpose  t — A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  to  be  used  for  all  sortg  of  things. 

Q.  Are  there  many  purchases  of  that  character  7 — A.  Quite  a  number ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Ou  account  of  wnich  moneys  are  still  due  and  unpaid  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  state  what  they  are  7 — A.  I  have  them  here. 

Q.  All  of  them  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  whether  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  given  you  any  direction  with  ref- 
erence to  the  adjudication  of  claims  or  contracts  of  this  character  7 — A.  This  has  been  ad- 
judicated ;  this  amount  is  for  approved  bills  on  file  in  the  Navy  Department,  and  is  part  of 
the  indebtedness  of  the  bureau. 

Q  Do  yon  know  whether  the  prices  named  herein  are  exorbitant  or  not  t — A.  I  have  not 
examined  it.  [Examining.]  It  simply  says,  *'  lowest  market-price.**  This  was  a  transaction 
entirely  before  I  had  anything  to  do  with  the  bureau. 

Q.  What  would  be  the  proper  market-price  at  that  timet-  A.  I  think  50  cents  per  cubic 
foot  would  be  about  the  market-price  (  not  over  that. 

Q.  For  what  particular  kind  of  timber  t — A.  White-oak  timber.  He  says,  **  Delivered  at 
the  lowest  market-rates  at  the  United  States  navy-yard.  League  Island,  Pennsylvania,  fifty 
thousand  (50,000)  cubic  feet  of  white-oak  timber,  of  the  best  quality,**  &.c. 

Q.  Have  you  sny  other  exhibits  to  hand  in  f — A.  This  seems  to  be  one  to  Messrs.  Thomas 
C.  Basshor  &.  Co.  to  deliver  knees.  It  is  a  proposition  to  deliver  two  thousand  ship-kneea 
and  forty  thousand  cubic  feet  of  plank-stocks. 
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Q.  Stftte  whether  there  was  esay  advertisement  or  competition  in  that  transaction. — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  If  there  was  any  advertisement  it  would  appear  herein  t — A.  fes,  sir.  [Paper  was 
marked  Exhibit  O,  Barean  of  Construction  and  Repair.] 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Do  you  constrae  the  law  or  apply  to  the  law-o£Bce  to  eive  the  constmction  of  the  law 
when  you  are  in  doubt  7 — A.  No,  sir ;  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Navy  construes  the  law. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

I  overrule  the  objection,  and  we  can  vote  on  it  afterward. 

The  Witness.  The  amount  of  that  contract  exceeds  $500. 

Q.  What  was  the  price  provided  for  to  be  paid  in  that  contract? — A.  The  prices  of  knees 
are  fixed  by  the  bureau.  September  25,  1H76,  in  the  order  of  the  bureau.  There  are  two 
dates  in  giving  the  order.  The  size  and  the  price  of  the  knees  to  be  paid  is  therein  named. 
The  bureau  up  to  this  time  had  always  fixed  the  price  of  the  knees. 

Q.  How  many  years  had  that  been  the  practice  7— A.  For  many  years. 

Q.  For  fifteen  or  twenty  years? — A.  I  think  more  than  that.  My  impression  is  that  it 
has  been  the  practice  for  thirty  or  forty  years  ;  since  the  befi^inning  of  the  thing. 

Q    No  matter  what  the  amount  7~ A.  The  price  was  fixed  at  so  much  per  inch. 

Q.  At  what  price? — A.  At  this  schedule  price. 

Q.  At  schedule  prices;  do  you  know  whether  they  were  above  the  market  price  t — A. 
We  have  only  been  able  to  ascertain  recently  by  advertisement,  and  the  lowest  bid  was  be- 
low the  schedule  price. 

Q.  How  much  below  f — A.  In  a  bid  of  $8,000  worth  of  knees  the  savinir  was  about 
$600.  ^ 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  What  was  the  dififereuce  in  the  date  you  have  just  referred  to  and  the  date  of  the  ad- 
vertisement for  proposals  which  you  now  speak  of? — A.  The  former  date  was  September 
25,  1876.    We  advertised  for  these  knees  about  September,  1877. 

Q.  About  a  year  afterward  f — A.  ..About  a  year  afterward. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  difference  in  the  market  price  of  that  kind  of 
timber  at  that  time ;  whether  it  was  lower  or  not  then  f — A.  I  think  it  was  about  the  same 
then. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  For  these  white-oak  knees  f — A.  For  white-oak  knees. 

Q.  It  was  not  live-oak  knees  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  a  limited  amount  of  white-oak  timber  in  the  country  or  a  great  deal  of  itf — 
A.  A  great  deal  of  it. 

Q.  Answer  in  regard  to  the  plank.—A.  The  plank  here  is  ordered  to  be  furnished  at  the 
lowest  market  price. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  that  should  have  been? — ^A  It  should  have  been  about  fifty 
cents ;  not  over  fiftv  cents  per  cubic  foot.    What  was  paid  for  it  I  can  find  by  these  bills. 

iQ.  Look  at  Hatch  and  all  of  them  while  you  are  about  it;  how  many  other  timber  con- 
tracts are  there  f — ^A.  I  think  several. 

Q.  Where  is  the  next  timber  contract  T 

[The  witness  produced  aoother  contract,  which  was  marked  Construction  and  Repair, 
Exhibit  P.] 

Q.  What  is  that  Exhibit  Pt— A.  This  is  an  order  to  Mr.  J.  W.  Buker. 

Q.  Where  does  he  reside  f — A.  In  Washington  City,  I  find. 

Q.  What  is  his  order  for  t — A.  Four  thousaud  white-oak  knees. 

Q.  State  the  price,  if  it  shows. — A.  The  schedule  price ;  but  that  will  not  be  found,  as 
these  knees  have  never  been  supplied  yet. 

Q.  The  contract  is  still  outstanding  ? — ^A.  Still  outstanding,  and  the  knees  not  furnished 
yet 

Q.  It  is  dated  when  t— A.  The  order  is  dated  March  8,  1877. 

Q.  Has  anything  been  done  on  account  of  that  contract  T — A.  That  has  been  suspended, 
sir,  and  none  of  these  knees  have  been  received. 

Q.  State  whether  the  amount  is  in  excess  of  $500  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  largely. 

Q.  There  has  been  no  approved  bills,  of  course,  as  there  has  not  been  anvthingdone  t^A. 
Nothing  delivered  but  his  claim.  Here  is  another  order  to  S.  P.  Brown,  dated  February  2, 
1677,  marked  **  Construction  and  Repair,  Exhibit  Q.*' 

Q.  For  what  f— A.  The  order  to  S.  P.  Brown  is  to  deliver  "  10,000  feet  of  black  walnut,  at 
$98  per  thousand  feet ;  50,000  feet  of  ash,  at  $65  per  thousand  feet ;  75,000  feet  of  cypress,  at 
$64  per  thousand  feet;  10,000  cubic  feet  of  white  sea-coast  timber,  at  62  cents  per  cubic 
foot ;  50  hickory  butts,  ten  to  twelve  feet  long,  twelve  to  sixteen  inches  in  center,  at  $10  each ; 
all  the  timber  and  lumber  named  to  pass  the  usual  yard-inspection  and  be  delivered  at  the 
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timet  specified  in  your  offer,**  which  was  to  be  delivered,  **  one-third  on  or  before  April  15 
nextf  one^ftbiffd  on  or  before  Jnne  30,  and  the  remainder  on  or  before  September  1,  1897.** 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  those  prices  named  in  that  contract  were  too  hirh,  or  were 
reasonable  at  that  time  f — A.  My  opinion  is  that  the  white  oak  conld  have  been  liad  for  50 
cents ;  the  others  appear  to  be  reasonable. 

Q.  Has  this  contract  been  suspended  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  1 — A.  In  part. 

Q.  Is  any  part  of  it  still  in  force  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  |MUl  has  been  suspended,  and  what  part  is  still  in  force  f — A.  I  mean  suspended 
in  part 

Q.  State  to  what  extent  suspended,  and  to  what  extent  executed  f — A.  The  delivery  of  all 
this  timber  was  suspended.  Afterward  the  Secretary  ag;reed  tliat  any  of  it  which  was  aotu- 
i^ly  on  its  way  to  tne  navy-yard  at  the  time  of  his  letter  of  suspension  might  be  received  in 
the  yard,  measured,  and  inspected,  but  no  money  was  to  be  paid  for  it. 

Q.  Were  there  any  approved  bills  given  on  account  of  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  approved  bills  by 
the  commandant. 

Q.  Is  a  bill  approved  by  the  commandant  negotiable  paper  t — A.  I  believe  it  is,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  what  proportion  of  the  contract  for  the  timber  has  been  furnished  t — A. 
Our  books  will  show.  This  paper  does  not  show  ;  but  a  large  proportion  of  the  whole  of  it 
has  been  furnished.  I  will  state  here  that  orders  have  been  given  by  the  Secretary  fur  it 
not  to  be  used  until  paid  for. 

Q.  Has  it  not  happened  in  any  case  that  where  timber  has  been  delivered  subject  to  such 
conditions  there  has  been  a  special  need  for  it  t — A  Yes,  sir. 

Q.'  Umler  these  circumstances  has  it  not  been  used  7 — A.  It  has  l>een  inadvertently  used. 
The  use  of  it  is  stopped  now. 

Q.  To  what  extend  has  it  been  used  f — A.  Not  to  a  great  extent 

Q.  Suppoee  there  was  an  absolute  need  for  the  same  quality  and  kind,  would  the  depart- 
ment buy  new  timber  instead  of  using  that  already  de.ivered  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  it  bought  new  timber  f — A.  Up  to  this  time  orders  have  been  given  for  timber — 
when  they  wanteid  a  requisition  made — that  it  might  be  furnished. 

By  Mr.  Paob  : 

Q.  Why  did  you  do  thatf — A.  Because  the  Secretary  does  not  consider  this  government 
timber  until  paid  for. 

Q.  If  you  eould  get  this  quality  at  the  same  price,  why  not  take  it  f — A.  That  would  in- 
Yolre  the  necessity  of  payius:  for  it 

Q.  You  will  have  to  pay  fur  the  other  t— A.  Out  of  money  that  is  on  hand. 

[The  witness  then  presented  the  following  papers :] 

The  first  relates  to  the  offer  from  William  White,  Portsmouth,  Va.,  dated  January  16, 
1877,  to  furnish  yellow-pine  and  white-oak  logs,  which  was  accepted  January  25,  1877,  by 
the  department  and  suspended  on  March  22,  1877,  by  the  department,  which  suspension 
was  modified  October  26,  J 877,  to  limit  the  delivery  of  the  timber  to  such  as  was  actually 
shipped  to  the  yard  prior  to  the  22d  of  March. 

Lit  was  marked  Construction  and  Repair,  Exhibit  R.] 

The  next  paper  relates  to  the  offer  from  J.  Bigler  &  Company,  to  furnish  at  the  navy- 
yard,  Brooklyn,  white-oak  and  white- pine  stocks,  and  also  to  the  Boston  navy-yard,  timber 
of  the!  same  character;  the  offer  is  dated  March  6,  1877,  and  the  bureau  accepted  it  on  the 
same  day,  to  a  certain  extent,  subject  to  the  usual  inspections  and  conditions  ;  on  March 
24, 1877,  the  order  was  suspended,  and  on  May  1st,  1877,  the  suspension  was  removed  to  a 
certain  extent 

[The  papers  were  marked  Exhibit  S,  Construction  and  Repair.] 

The  next  is  a  copy  of  an  offer  from  F.  H  Smith  &  Company,  dated  February  5,  1877,  to 
furnish  live-oak  timber,  dtc,  and  Georgia  pine  and  white-oak  plank-stock,  which  order  was 
accepted  February  8, 1877,  by  the  department,  and  suspended  April  20,  1877,  and  modified 
Auffust  25,  so  as  to  receive  what  had  been  shipped  prior  to  the  oroer  of  suspension,  Slc 

[The  papers  were  marked  Construction  and  Repair,  Exhibit  T.] 

The  next  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Secretary  Thompson  to  Constructor  Hanscom,  Chief 
of  Bureau,  dated  March  17,  1877,  referring  to  the  suspension  of  the  contracts  entered  into 
with  the  Navy  Department  by  John  Roach,  William  Cramp  &  Sous,  P.  Burgess,  the 
Harlan  and  Hollingsworth  Company,  and  the  South  Boston  Iron  Company  ;  and  another 
copy  of  the  Circular  issued  by  J.  Hanscom,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Re- 
pair, dated  April  25,  1877,  addressed  to  the  commandants  of  navy -yards,  directing  them  to 
stop  all  further  deliveries  of  timber  and  lumber  and  knbcs. 

tThe  liters  were  marked  Construction  and  Repair,  Exhibit  U.l 

The  next  paper  was  a  statement  of  moneys  due  on  iron-clads  under  contracts  prior  to 
March  3,  1877,  represented  by  approved  bills. 
'  [The  statement  was  marked  Construction  and  Repair,  Exhibit  Y.] 

The  next  paper  was  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Gideon  Welles,  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  dated  De- 
cember 9,  1868,  addressed  to  Naval  Constructor  John  Lenthall,Cbief  of  Bureau  of  Construction 
and  Repair,'  in  reference  to  a  correction  in  Uie  bhink  form  of  the  letter  to  be  addressed  to 
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the  Fourth  Anditor  of  the  Treanury  Department,  in  relation  to  the  adjusting  of  accounts 
between  the  bureaus,  with  a  statement  also  attached  showing  debit  and  credit  amounts  be- 
tween the  respective  bureaus  of  the  Navy  Department  for  labor  and  material  furnished  from 
July,  li^*2,  to  February  1,  1878 ;  also  a  statement  of  accounts  between  the  Bureaus  of  Ord- 
nance and  Construction  and  repairs  to  February  5,  V878. 

[The  papers  were  marked  Constsuction  and  Repair,  Exhibit  W.] 

The  next  paper  was  a  copy  of  the  letter  from  Joseph  P.  Manton,  of  Providence,  R.  I., 
dated  February  16.  '77,  offering  to  deliver  a  complete  steam- windlass  for  the  monitor  Puritan. 

[The  paper  was  marked  Construction  and  Kepair,  Exhibit  X.  | 

Q.  What  has  become  of  that  contract  f — A.  I  believe  that  has  been  delivered  and  paid. 

Q.  An  approved  bill  given  T — A.  I  think  it  has  been,  sir. 

The  committee  adjourned  to  meet  on  February  13,  at  10  a.  m. 


Wahhington,  D.  C  ,  February  13,  1878—10  o'clock  a.  m. 
J.  W.  E'asby  recalled  and  examination  resumed. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Have  you  any  other  exhibits  to  hand  the  committee  this  morning  f — Answer. 
This  paper  is  a  copv  of  the  correspondence  with  Henry  W.  Gkirdner  relative  to  building  a 
steam-windlass  and  a  steam  steerinflf-machine  for  the  United  States  steamer  Trenton. 

[The  paper  was  marked  Exhibit  X,  Construction  and  Repair.] 

The  nnxt  paper  is  a  statement  showing  the  sutpen^ion  of  certain  contracts  and  orders  for 
the  delivery  of  articles  under  ''Construction  and  Repair." 

[The  paper  was  marked  Exhibit  Y,  Construction  and  Repair.] 

Commodore  W.  R.  Shupeldt  was  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Qive  your  full  rank  and  position  in  the  Navy. — Answer.  Commodore  and  Cbiet 
of  the  Bureau  of  Equipment  and  Recruiting. 

Q.  How  long  have  vou  acted  in  that  capacity  f — A.  Three  years. 

Q.  The  committee  have  called  you  now  with  reference  to  getting  from  you  a  certain 
statement  regarding  the  expenditure  of  your  bureau  during  the  past  year,  the  transactions 
that  you  had  and  purchanea,  whether  such  purchases  have  been  by  open  purchase  or  by 
advertisement,  and  the  extent  of  such  purchases,  and  whether  any  indebtedness  on  the  part 
of  the  bureau  existed  on  the  firHt  day  of  the  present  fiscal  year.  If  so,  how  much  f  If  not, 
whether  you  had  any  balance  over,  and  what  disposition  was  made  of  that  balance.  Also,  a 
statement  as  to  the  number  of  men  in  the  Navy,  what  proportion  on  shipboard  and  what 
proportion  elsewhere. — A.  Thev  are  all  on  shipboard.  I  have  made  a  statement  up  to  the 
1st  of  January,  1878,  in  the  shape  which  the  chairman  of  the  Naval  Committee  last  year 
asked  me  for.     I  have  continued  that  statement  until  the  1st  of  January  of  this  year. 

(The  witness  presented  the  statement,  >yhich  was  marked  Exhibit  A  (a  and  6),  Equip- 
ment and  Recruiting.) 

Q.  They  are  complete? — A.  Tes,  complete ;  this  will  show  that  the  bureau  has  no  indebt- 
edness 

Q.  Describe  what  that  exhibit  contains. — A.  This  exhibit  contains  the  whole  business  of 
the  Bureau  of  Equipment  and  Recruiting,  so  far  as  its  money  is  concerned'. 

Q.  Purchasesf— A.  Yes,  sir;  it  includes  all  our  purchases — for  coal  purchased  in  the 
United  States,  including  freight  on  shipments,  beginning  with  the  fiscal  year  1874-75,  and 
expenditures  of  the  bureau  from  July  1,  1874,  to  January  I,  1878,  &c. 

Q.  All  your  monetary  transactions  f — A.  Of  every  kind  and  description. 

Q.  Does  it  indicate  the  character  of  the  purchases,  whether  by  advertisement  or  other- 
wise f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  purchases  under  annual  contracts,  purchases  under  advertisement  of 
the  bureau  other  than  above,  purchases  by  the  bureau  (patented  articles),  purchases  by  the 
bureau  (mess  and  state-room  furniture),  purchases  by  purchasing  paymasters  by  direction  of 
bnrean,  purchases  by  purchasing  paymasters  to  fill  open-purchase  requisitions,  purchases  at 
the  several  navy-yards,  including  coal  for  shipment  (under  advertisement,  without  adver- 
tisement), .amount  paid  for  freight  on  coal  (under  advertisement),  payments  from  appropri- 
ation equipment,  dbc,  other  than  purchases;  labor  in  navy-yards,  expenses  of  coal  stations, 
4c4^;  purchases  bv  commandants  of  navy -yards  by  direction  of  bureau;  expenses  abroad, 
and  unexpended  balances. 

The  exhibit  shows  that  on  the  1st  day  of  July,  1877,  the  bureau  passed  into  the  Treasury 
$177,275. 

Q.  That  was  the  surplus  you  had  on  hand  at  that  time  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  we  have  still  the 
170,000  odd  dollars,  and  on  the  first  of  June  605,000  odd  dollars  left. 

Q.  That  you  covered  into  the  Treasury,  according  to  law  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Does  that  statement  indicate  what  jonr  snrplas  will  be  on  the  first  of  the  next  fiscal 
year? — A.  It  will,  auless  more  work  is  done  or  money  expended  on  the  part  of  the  qnip- 
ment  and  Recrniting  Bureau ;  if  the  Bureau  of  Coostniction  and  Repair  cannot  build  ships 
we  cannot  equip  them,  consequently  our  money  is  not  used.  The  orifpnal  appropriation 
for  the  year  was  $970,000.  The  committee  of  conference  took  off  a  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars for  the  benefit  of  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Ciothine.  They  were  unwilling  to  have 
the  bill  go  back  to  the  other  house,  and  seemed  to  think  that  we  could  spare  it  from  our 
bureau,  so  they  took  it  off,  with  the  proviso  that  we  should  have  it  if  we  wanted  it. 

Q.  What  is  your  judgment  as  to  the  most  economical  mode  of  purchase  f — ^A.  Open  pur- 
chase.    I  have  that  system  in  my  bureau. 

Q.  What  is  your  reason  for  thinking  so  ?— A.  Becanse  I  can  go  into  the  market  and  get 
our  requisitions  filled.  We  know  the  market  value  of  the  things  we  want,  and  we  can  go 
to  reliable  dealers  and  buy  them. 

Q.  What  does  the  record  of  your  bureau  show  as  to  that  f — A.  It  shows  uniformly  in 
favor  of  open  purchases.  We  have  always  had  difficulty  when  we  took  bids,  because  a 
class  of  bidders  would  underbid  the  real  dealers,  and  did  not  furnish  the  proper  kind  and 
quality  of  articles  ;  we  have  continually  had  trouble  on  that  account. 

Q.  Articles  are  purchased  for  vour  bureau  on  requisitions  approved  by  the  commandant 
of  the  yard  or  station,^  and  then  mrwarded  to  vou  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  for  our  approval. 

Q.  Then  your  requisition  is  approved  by  whom  7 — A.  It  goes  back  to  the  purchasing  pay- 
master. 

Q.  On  the  back  of  that  requisition  you  write  the  mode  of  purchaaef — A  Yes,  sir;  we 
buy  on  a  circular-order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  Where  articles  are  required  for  im- 
mediate use,  we  simply  send  the  requisition  to  the  purchasing  paymaster  to  buy  them  under 
the  law — whatever  it  may  be — and  we  hold  him  responsible  for  a  proper  purchase  and  proper 
prices,  and  then  the  articles  purchased  come  back  to  the  yard  ana  are  inspected  by  a  board. 

Q.   A  board  appointed  by  whom  7 — A.  By  the  commandanL 

Q.  Has  that  long  been  the  usual  custom  f — A.  No,  sir ;  that  has  been  the  custom  for  the  last 
six  months ;  the  system  heretofore  has  been  to  have  inspections  by  an  expert.  Now  they  ate 
inspected  by  a  board. 

Q.  What  is  the  result  of  that  change  T — A.  Very  good  in  the  long  run,  but  subjected  to 
possible  injustice  to  contractors  or  sellers,  from  the  fact  that  a  board  will  sometimes  listen  to 
other  parties,  who  say  the  price  is  too  high,  and  then  the  contractor,  perhaps,  rather  than 
send  his  goods  back,  will  come  down  at  a  loss.  I  have  known  that  to  be|the  case  in  several 
instances ;  in  one  case  particularly,  where  a  contractor  refused  abaolutely  to  come  down  and 
took  his  goods  away  at  a  loss. 

Q.  Have  you  any  materials  on  hand  in  yourl>ureau  in  excess  of  what  the  reqnirements  of 
the  Navy  demand  f — A.  No,  sir  ;  we  have  a  large  stock  on  hand  and  have  had  to  purchase 
no  materials  lately.  In  the  article  of  canvas,  since  I  have  been  in  the  bureau  we  have 
bought  none,  as  there  is  a  large  slock  on  hand.  Last  year  we  used  over  $400,000  worth  of 
material,  and  only  really  bought  $100,000  woith  of  material  besides  the  coal  purchases. 
Our  coal  costs  us  from  four  hundred  thousand  to  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year.  This 
year  it  is  less,  because  coal  has  been  very  low. 

Q    What  it  cost  will  appear  from  your  statement  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  addition  to  the  statement  I  have  called  for,  will  you  give  us  a  statement  showing 
the  amount  of  material  on  hand  in  your  bureau? — A.  I  will  do  that.  I  want  it  understood 
that  coal  is  bought  for  the  Navy  Department  under  the  law  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  to  buy  in  any  way  he  thinks  proper,  the  law  e;ipresslv  excepts  that. 

Q.  You  bought  your  coal  very  low  last  year  f — A.  Yes  ;  that  is  the  reason  that  onr  appro- 
priation holds  out  so.  We  bought  the  bulk  of  our  coal  last  year  at  less  than  two  dollars 
and  a-half  a  ton,  and  this  year  some  as  low  as  two  dollars  and  fifteen  cents. 

Q.  Where  do  you  buy  the  great  proportion  of  your  coal  f — A.  In  Philadelphia. 

By  Mr.  Pridemore: 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  ascertaining  whether  the  purchases  by  the  government  would 
range  higher  or  lower  than  similar  purchases  by  individuals  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not.  I 
think  possibly  the  prices  would  be  a  little  higher  than  a  year  or  two  ago,  owing  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  collecting  bills.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  for  the  three  years  that  I  have  been 
in  the  bureau  the  government  gets  a  good  article,  but  I  am  not  satisfied  that  th««y  do 
always  get  it  at  the  lowest  price.  I  thluK  in  the  long  run  they  do,  but  that  they  occasion- 
ally pay  a  little  more  money,  just  as  if  you  were  at  the  head  of  a  large  corporation,  you 
would  pay  more  than  if  you,  as  an  individual,  would  go  into  the  market  and  purchase  for 
your  own  use. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  head  of  the  bureau  during  the  fiscal  year  of  ]875-*76  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  the  amount  for  coal  purchased,  including  freight  on  shipments, 
was  so  much  more  during  that  year  than  during  the  years  ]874~*75and  ld76-*77 — more  than 
twice  as  much  f — A.  I  cannot  answer  that  question  without  referring  to  our  books,  except 
that  the  coal  was  higher  and  we  paid  more  for  it,  or  that  we  bought  more  coal. 
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By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  That  statemeDt  does  not  include  the  entire  amonnt  of  coal  used  in  the  Navy  7 — A.  Tes, 
air. 

Q.  Abroad  and  all  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  we  paid  for  the  whole  coal. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  13,  1878. 
John  Gumming  Howbll  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  is  jonr  rank  and  position? — ^A.  Rear- Admiral  and  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Yards  and  Docks. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  such  ? — A.  Three  years  and  five  months  nearly. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  deficiency  in  your  bureau  at  the  end  of  the  last  fiscal  year  f — A. 
No.  sir. 

Q.  Had  you  a  surplus  T — A.  A  few  hundred  dollars,  that  we  turned  into  the  Treasury. 

Q.  The  committee  desire  to  have  an  exhibit  showing  the  transactions  of  your  bureau  and 
its  branches  during  the  last  fiscal  year,  and  also  up  to  January  1,  J878. —  i.  The  trans* 
actions  of  the  bureau — all  the  purchases  and  contracts— everything  of  that  sort  f 

Q.  Everything  showing  the  amount  of  money  expended,  the  character  of  the  purchases, 
whether  by  open  purchase  or  otherwise. — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  for  some  time  been  in  the  habit 
of  writing  on  the  fisoe  of  each  requisition  when  sent  to  the  purchasing  paymaster  **  to 
get  bids.*^ 

Q.  State  your  reasons  for  adopting  that  method. — A.  I  thought  it  would  be  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  You  thought  it  necessary  to  have  competition  in  all  cases  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  bought  by  open  purchase? — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  bids  are  given  in  duplicates; 
the  originals  are  kept  by  the  paymaster  for  his  protection ;  the  duplicates  come  to  the  Bureau 
of  Yards  and  Docks  for  its  protection.  The  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  then  decides  upon 
the  lowest  bid,  and  the  paymaster  then  is  notified  to  purchase  from  Mr.  so-and-so,  who  is 
the  lowest  bidder.  That  is  the  same  thing  exactly  as  a!<ivertising,  but  it  does  not  cost  any- 
thing. 

Q.  That  is,  the  responsibility  hitherto  has  been  taken  by  the  bureau,  has  it  not  f — A« 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  you  find  that  system  work^T — A.  Remarkably  well. 

Q.  Don*t  you  think  it  would  be  well  to  have  a  provision  incorporated  in  the  law  making 
it  incumbent  on  the  bureau  officera  to  pursue  that  system  7 — A.  I  think  that  would  be  a  good 
plan,  but  I  think  some  of  them  do  it  now. 

Q.  But  it  is  not  obligatory  upon  them. — A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  You  were  chief  of  the  bureau  and  attended  to  all  those  transactions  relative  to  the  sale 
of  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard  T — A.  All  the  time. 

Q.  Did  not  tne  law  which  authorized  that  sale  provide  that  the  moneys  arising  therefrom 
should  be  used  under  the  direction  of  your  bureau  f — A.  No ;  it  was  expended  entirely  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  7 — A.  You  had  better  get  the  law  for  that. 

Q.  In  general  terms  f — ^A.  In  general  terms,  for  the  purpose  of  preparing  League  Island 
and  builoiDg  it  up  as  a  navy-yard.  There  were  two  different  things,  preparing  the  ground 
first  and  then  putting  on  the  superstructure. 

Q.  I  asked  you  this  question  with  a  view  of  getting  from  you  a  statement  relative  to  that 
trausaction,  showing  all  the  correspoodence  having  reference  to  the  matter ;  and  also  of  ex- 
penditures in  so  far  as  you  can  ;  and  what  disposition  has  been  made  of  the  moneys,  so  far 
as  you  can  ascertain,  growing  out  of  that  sale;  and  please  have  that  ready  for  the  com- 
mittee at  the  next  meeting  on  Saturdav. — A.  I  have  got  it  now,  sir  ;  it  is  all  made  out,  that 
is,  so  far  as  my  bureau  is  concerned ;  every  dollar  that  I  ha?e  expended  of  the  money 
allowed  to  me  by  Secretary  Robeson  is  accounted  for. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  money  came^  your  bureau  f 

By  Bir.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  And  how  has  it  been  expended  f — ^A.  That  I  have  entirely  shown ;  how  the  other 
money  has  been  expended  I  cannot  say. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Which  system  of  purchase  would  you  deem  the  most  economical  for  the  govern- 
ment f — A.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  in  the  world  that  purchasing  by  open  purchase  is 
the  most  economical.    All  that  is  wanted  is  to  have  honest  people  to  make  the  purchases. 

Q.  Does  that  system  that  yon  have  adopted  embrace  all  the  advantages  of  both  methods, 
with  the  disadvantages  of  neither  7 — A.  I  think  it  does,  and  I  do  not  see  how  it  can  be  other- 
wise ;  it  must  be  honest ;  it  is  getting  double  bids. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  That  is  the  system  of  proposals,  as  you  call  it  f — A.  The  system  of  pioposals. 
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By  the  Chaikman  : 

Q.  Don't  you  think  the  expenditures  in  the  Nayj  Department  could  be  reduced  by  a 
reformation  and  revision  of  tne  retired  list? — A.  Undoubtedly,  sir;  and  not  only  that,  oat 
I  think  it  ought  to  be  done. 

Q.  Can  yoiigtate  what  method  you  would  sug^irefltf — A.  I  would  suggest  that  a  board  of 
officers  be  appointed  to  revise  the  retired  list ;  to  place  opposite  each  man's  name  his  length 
of  service,  and  for  what  he  was  retired.  It  is  very  easy  then  for  the  committee  to  see  what 
men  should  be,  and  what  men  should  not  be,  on  the  retired  list. 

Q.  You  mean  that  all  improper  parties  should  be  stricken  off  the  list  f— A.  I  do,  sir. 

Q.  Has  not  the  retired  list,  which  was  established  as  a  refuge  for  honorable  officers,  be- 
come something  of  a  hospital  for  imbeciles,  and  men  who  have  wrecked  themselves  by 
abuses? — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  are  men  on  it  who  have  no  earthly  right  there — placed  there 
by  Congress. 

Q.  Placed  there  by  Congress,  and  sometimes  by  the  arbitrary  action  of  the  Executive  f — 
A.  And  sometimes  by  the  arbitrary  action  of  the  Executive. 

Q.  Can  you  name  to  the  committee  any  party  who  will  be  familiar  with  the  facts  relating 
to  the  retirement  of  these  officers,  of  whom  we  can  get  definite  information  T — A.  The  Bureau 
of  Navigation  and  Detail  must  have  it  all.    Commodore  Ammf^n. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  department — any  other  branch  of  the  service  where  expen- 
ditures could  be  reduced  without  injury  to  the  service  7 — A.  I  am  not  very  well  prepared  to 
answer  that  question. 

Q.  Will  you  prepare  a  statement  for  the  committee  having  reference  to  that  inquiry  T 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  it  is  more  economical  to  purchase  in  open  market  without  the 
sy!<tem  of  bids,  as  you  have  established  it,  than  to  purchase  by  advertisements? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  then  think  it  is  more  economical  to  purchase  by  advertisement,  unless  you  adopt 
the  system  of  receiving  bids? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  Is  it  any  protection  to  the  government  in  these  purchases,  if  these  bids  are  received  as 
indicated,  unless  they  are  required  to  be  preserved  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  at  all ;  but  they  are 
preserved, 

Q.  Then  the  practice  would  be  liable  to  abuse? — A.  It  is  difficult  to  say  what  practice  is 
not  liable  to  abuse,  if  you  haven't  honest  people  to  deal  with. 

Q.  There  is  no  protection  to  the  government  afler  you  receive  these  bids,  unless  they  are 
required  to  be  preserved? — A.  I  don't  know  that  it  is  necessary  to  preserve  them.  I  think 
every  object  is  subserved  where  there  are  four  or  five  dealers  in  the  article.  They  cannot 
combine  very,  well,  because  the  instructions  are  that  the  purchasing-officer  should  not  always 
go  to  the  same  merchants.  In  large  cities  like  Philadelphia,  Boston,  and  New  York  they 
nave  an  opportunity  of  getting  bids  from  other  merchants,  and  they  are  not  required  to  g^ 
to  Mr.  Smith,  Jones^  or  Kobinson  every  time,  to  purchase  the  articles,  but  to  other  promi- 
nent dealers. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q  When  requisitions  are  made  on  your  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  yon  give  the  order 
for  them  to  submit  proposals — that  is,  to  ask  for  bids  or  proposals  for  supplying  a  certain 
amount  of  the  kind  or  quantity  of  articles  you  desire ;  you  then  g^ve  that  list  to  the  mer- 
chants, asking  them  to  furnish  these  articles ;  when  the  prices  come  in  you  look  over  them, 
and  say  we  will  accept  this  or  that  one? — A.  Precisely;  we  will  accept  the  lowest  respon- 
sible bid. 

Q.  Then  yon  authorize  the  purchasing  paymaster  to  purchase  from  that  person  the  ar- 
ticle in  this  schedule  ? — A.  Yes,  sir :  I  fancy  that  the  purchasing  paymaster  preserves  the 
bids  for  his  protection,  after  the  bargain  has  been  concluded.  I  don't  see  the  positive  ne- 
cessity for  preserving  them. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  How  would  you  ever  know  that  an  officer  had  submitted  the  purchases  to  bids,  or 
had  awarded  the  contract  to  the  lowest  bidder;  if  it  was  not  subject  to  revision  there  would 
be  an  opportunity  of  destroying  the  evidence  of  the  fact?— A.  There  is  something  in  that; 
the  letters  accompanying  each  requisition  are  in  the  letter-book. 

Q.  If  they  were  not  preserved  there  would  be  no  way  of  ascertaining  that  fiMst? — A.  The 
letters  are  recorded  in  the  letter-book. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Will  you  make  out  a  list  of  the  transfers  of  money  made  from  yonr  bureau  to  other 
bureaus  ? — A.  I  don't  permit  them  at  all. 

Q.  Have  there  been  none  since  you 'have  been  in  the  bureau? — A.  Possibly  one  or  two 
unavoidablv. 

Q.  I  mean  the  moneys  taken  from  your  appropriation,  and  placed  to  the  credit  of  another 
appropriation  ?^-A.  That  has  never  been  done  by  me. 
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Q.  Have  there  been  no  transfers  of  appropriation  from  your  bareaa  to  another  bareaa, 
with  or  without  your  knowledge  f — A.  Of  what  date  f 

Q.  Within  the  last  two  years .-r A.  I  don*t  think  there  have  been. 

Q.  Will  you  embody  the  statement  that  you  made  last  year  for  the  Naval  Committee,  and 
thus  cover  the  whole  time  t — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Washington,  D.  C,  FAruary  13, 1878. 
Commodore  William  N.  Jefferh  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

.  Q.  State  your  rank  and  position  in  the  Navy. — A.  Commodore  and  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Ordnance. 

Q.  How  long^  have  you  been  in  that  capacity  f — A.  Nearly  five  years. 

Q.  The  committee  want  to  gei  a  statement  from  you  showing  all  the  transactions  in  your 
bureau  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  and  also  for  the  present  year  up  to  January  J,  1878,  which 
will  indicate  the  character  oi  those  transactions ;  how  the  purchases  were  made,  whether 
by  advertisement  or  otherwise :  also  a  statement  of  your  accounts  on  the  first  of  the  present 
£tfcal  year,  and  whether  your  appropriation  is  adequate  for  the  coming  yearf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  no  deficiency  ? — A.  I  never  had. 

Q.  Have  you  any  surplus  or  balance? — ^A.  None  at  all;  the  contracts  outstanding 
cover  it. 

Q.  There  were  moneys  in  the  bureau  to  cover  themf — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  were  moneys  in 
the  bureau  to  cover  them. 

Q.  Could  the  expenditures  of  the  naval  administration  be  reduced  any  by  a  revision  or  cor- 
rection of  the  retired-list  f — A.  I  think  it  could. 

Q.  How  would  you  suggest  a  mode  of  revision  ^ — A.  I  would  suggest,  first,  that  the  re- 
tired  pay  should  he  adjusted  to  the  scale  or  leng[tb  of  services,  and,  secondly,  that  it  should 
be  divided  between  those  that  had  honorable  retirement  and  those  who  had  been  retired  for 
cause. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean,  '*  retired  for  cause  f* — ^A.  For  moral  causes,  for  not  passing  a 
professional  examination.  For  example,  there  are  persons  put  on  that  retired-list  who 
could  not  be  intrusted  with  the  duties  of  an  office,  persons  in  the  habit  of  drinking  too 
much,  Ac. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  it  is  a  sort  of  degradation  to  honorable  men  that  the  retired-list  is 
made  the  refuge  of  persons  of  that  character  T — A.  I  clearly  think  so. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  are  a  great  many  men  on  the  retired-list  who  have  never  per- 
formed any  honorable  service  in  the  Navy  f — a.  That  I  could  not  say  without  a  careful  ex- 
amination of  the  list. 

Q.  I  suppose  Commodore  Ammen  is  better  qualified  to  give  testimony  on  that  subject  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  because  he  has  charge  of  the  naval  list,  and  knows  those  persons  who  don*t 
obey  orders  when  directed,  and  who  are  put  on  for  various  causes. 

Q.  On  what  basis  is  the  pay  now  adjusted  for  the  retired  officers  f — A.  All  those  retired 
for  any  cause,  such  as  physical  disability,  receive  three-fourths  of  the  pay  of  the  grade 
from  which  they  are  retired ;  all  those  retired  for  other  causes  receive  half  pay. 

Q.  What  is  the  pay  of  a  retired  commodore  7 — A.  Two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  a 
year. 

Q.  Will  not  the  retired-list,  under  the  operation  of  the  present  law,  be  gradually  reduced 
year  after  year  f — A.  I  think  it  will ;  it  has  been  reduced  very  considerably  in  the  last 
year. 

Q.  Does  not  the  retired-list  on  a  proper  principle  operate  advantageously  to  the  Navy, 
by  giving  a  scope  for  promotion  to  toe  younger  officers  f — A.  Decideoiy  so. 

Q.  What  moce  of  purchase  do  you  thiuk  is  the  best  adapted  to  the  needs  pf  the  service, 
as  far  as  your  bureau  is  concerned  7 — A.  We  purchase  from  a  limited  number  of  persons, 
dealers  in  special  articles.  For  example,  there  are  a  half  dozen  powder  manufactories  in 
the  country ;  we  endeavor  to  purchase  from  those  in  a  fair  proportion  from  each  one.  When 
we  come  to  purchase  powder  of  them,  we  find  that  they  are  a  close  corporation,  and  have 
the  same  prices.  If  I  want  a  hundred  barrels  of  powder,  and  write  to  Messrs.  Dupont  un- 
der cerrain  specifications,  Messrs.  Dupont,  I  find,  have  already  the  same  price  as  the  Laflin 
A,  Kand  Powder  Works,  or  the  Oriental ;  and  I  find  that  they  all  give  me  precisely  the  same 
terms. 

Q.  How  does  the  price  of  powder  in  this  country  compare  with  that  in  England,  France, 
and  other  countries  T — A    It  is  dearer. 

Q.  Is  there  any  good  reason  for  that  f — A.  The  reason  is  that  the  purchases  of  military 

r»wder  are  very  limited  in  proportion  to  other  powder.    Messrs.  Dupont  told  me  that  about 
per  cent,  of  their  total  manufacture  of  powder  was  supplied  to  the  government. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  About  what  is  the  difference  in  the  price  of  military  powder  in  this  country  and  the 
same  kind  in  England  T — A.  About  one-third  greater  here. 

Q.  Does  that  arise  from  the  duty  on  the  raw  materials  embraced  in  this  manufacture  f  — 
A.  The  duty  on  saltpeter  makes  a  proportion  of  it. 
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Bj  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Can  yoa  sQjrfTOBt  anj  mode  whereby  the  groTern merit  can  save  money  in  the  purchase 
of  powder  T— A.  I  think  not.  There  is  a  question  of  difference  of  opinion  between  my  col- 
leafl^oe  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  street,  who  has  char^  of  the  government  bnreaa  there, 
ana  myself. 

Q.  The  Chief  of  Ordnance  in  the  War  Department  f— A.  Top,  sir;  he  thinks  that  the 
eovemment  should  have  powder-works  of  its  own.  I  think  for  the  limited  amount  we  use 
It  is  preferable  to  purchase  through  a  competition  of  all  the  manufacturers,  at  least  to  ob- 
tain all  the  improvements  made  by  them.  And  so  with  regard  to  the  purchase  or  conver- 
sion of  ordnance.  There  are  only  two  or  three  manufactories  in  the  country  which  are  com- 
petent to  convert  eleven-inch  guns  into  eight-inch  rifles. 

Q.  State  what  firms. — A.  There  are  only  two  at  present  competent  to  do  the  work,  the 
Parrots  at  the  West  Point  Fonndery,  and  the  South  Boston  Iron  Company.  There  are  sev- 
eral others  who  could  do  it,  if  a  sufficient  order  was  given  to  them  requiring  them  to  get  up 
some  plant  for  the  purpose. 

Q.  Are  any  experiments  now  being  conducted  under  the  auspices  of  your  bureau  f — A. 
Very  limited  experiments,  in  the  shape  of  fusees  and  breech- loading  howitzers,  for  the  waot 
of  appropriation. 

Q.  Is  there  an^  expenditure  going  on  now  for  that  purpose  f— A.  About  $15,000. 

Q  To  be  applied  to  whatf — ^A.  Experiments  in  projectiles,  gun-powder,  and  the  testing 
of  guns. 

Q.  Is  there  any  for  torpedoes? — A.  That  is  another  question ;  about  $170,000  have  been 
appropriated  for  torpedoes.  That  is  absolutely  a  matter  of  experiment.  The  reason  why 
there  nas  been  no  success  during  the  Russian  and  Turkish  war  with  torpedoes,  is  simply  be- 
cause officers  and  men  never  had  the  experience  and  confidence  which  arise  from  knowl- 
edge. 

Q.  Have  we  an  establishment  for  making  experiments  of  that  kind  f — A.  We  have  the 
finest  establisment  in  the  world. 

Q.  Where  located  f — A.  Newport,  R.  I. 

Q.  What  is  the  most  appoved  torpedo  now  known  7 — ^A.  It  would  be  very  difficult  to  say ; 
the  English  use  the  Whitehead  torpedo. 

Q.  who  is  the  inventor  f — A«  It  is  the  invention  of  Mr.  Whitehead,  in  Austria.  We  have 
the  Lay  torpedo,  which  is  a  torpedo  of  merit.  It  is  called  the  **  Locomotive  Torpedo.**  We 
have  also  two  different  torpedoes  invented  by  Mr.  Ericsson ;  both  of  them  are  his  last  in- 
vention, I  think ;  although  it  has  not  been  experimented  on  to  a  very  great  extent,  it  gives 
promise  of  great  results.  He  asked  me  to  keep  it  secret  until  he  could  protect  it  by  suitable 
patents  abroad. 

Q.  Has  any  torpedo  been  sufficiently  developed  to  test  its  effectiveness  and  utility  f — 
A.  The  only  one  practical  is  the  pole  or  spar  torpedo. 

Q.  Is  it  not  absolutely  necessary,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion  with  reference  to 
this  question,  to  have  experiments  in  which  a  comparative  test  is  made  of  all  f — A.  Abso- 
lutelv  necessary.  I  am  utterly  opposed  to  an  appropriation  for  any  particular  torpedo ;  we 
dbould  give  all  a  chance.  The  most  meritorious  inventions  have  been  passed  over  for  want 
of  experiment,  while  the  most  plausible  have  been  adopted. 

Q.  Not  only  that,  but  the  ownership  of  the  torpedo  should  be  thoroughly  established,  be- 
fore making  appropriations  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  for  example,  an  officer  sometime  ago  brought 
Die  a  torpedo  to  test  and  examine  whether  there  was  any  defect  in  his  reasoning.  I  told  him 
that  his  mathematical  theory  was  perfect,  and  I  could  see  nothing  that  would  not  work 
according  to  that,  but  from  a  long  experience  in  the  matter,  I  had  a  sentiment  in  my  mind 
that  it  would  not  work.   I  brought  it  to  the  test  and  it  would  not  work. 

Q.  What  improvements  have  there  been  in  armor  f — A.  They  require  experiments,  alao» 
but  that  is  an  expensive  subject. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  appropriation  asked  for  for  that  purpose  T — ^A.  That  comes  under 
the  general  head  for  experiments. 

Q.  Has  any  new  invention  in  armor  come  to  your  knowledge  lately? — A.  A  very  good 
one,  the  cellular  armor ;  it  appears  to  promise  good  results. 

Q.  I  ask  the  general  question,  whether  you  can  make  any  suggestion  by  which  a  reduc- 
tion of  expenoituret  in  any  branch  of  the  naval  service  can  be  effected  T — A.  I  cannot 
say  where  any  can  be  made ;  in  my  own,  I  have  cut  that  down  to  the  very  lowest  limit,  and 
g^t  the  best  return  for  the  money  spent. 

Q.  Anywhere  in  the  navy-yards  or  anywhere  else. — A.  That  is  a  very  difficult  subject ; 
as  a  general  principle,  my  opinion  is  that  we  have  too  many  navy-yards.  The  true  theory 
is  concentration  of  establishments. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  three  navy-yards  would  be  adequate  f — ^A.  I  should  think  it 
would.  Then  comes  in  the  other  question :  how  far  they  should  be  distributed  along  the 
sea-coast  of  the  country  with  reference  to  the  general  defense  in  the  event  of  war.  As  far 
as  economy  is  ct^cemed,  concentration  is  the  b«st  thing,  but  so  far  as  the  general  benefit  of 
the  country  is  concerned  in  case  of  a  foreign  war,  is  another  question. 

Q.  Could  not  these  navy-yards  be  dismantled  and  kept  up  at  a  very  low  expense  until  re 
quired  in  case  of  war  f — A.  I  think  they  could,  like  the  Pensacola  navy-yard. 

Q.  It  is  simply  a  depot  of  stores? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Carlislb  : 
Q.  How  many  navy-yarda  are  there  t — A.  We  have  nine. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Which  are  the  most  importaDt  navy-yards  in  their  order  f — A.  By  all  means  New 
York  first,  then  Norfolk,  and  Mare  Island. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  clerical  force  can  he  reduced  in  the  navy-yards  hy  some 
sort  of  concentration  or  consolidation,  even  sapposing^  the  navy-yards  are  not  reduced  in 
nnmher  ? — A.  I  think  they  eonld. 

Q.  Are  von  prepared  to  state  how  f — A.  I  think  that  is  a  question  of  a  flr*^at  deal  of  diffi- 
culty.   Admiral  Howell  could  better  state  that,  as  the  yards  come  under  bis  control. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  think  New  York,  Norfolk,  and  Mare  Island  are  the  most  important  navy -yards  f 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  not  a  necessity  ior  a  navy-yard  in  the  vicinity  of  New  Orleans  7 — A.  The 
Pensacola  navy-yard  is  already  there ;  it  is  inside  the  Quit  It  has  been  closed  for  work 
and  is  now  simply  a  depot  for  stores. 

Q.  Ouffht  there  not  be  a  place  there  for  repairing  vessels  7 — A.  They  have  the  means  there 
DOW  for  doing  that. 

Q.  Would  yon  advise  the  abolishing  of  that  yard  7 — A.  I  would  not  advise  the  abolishing 
of  any  yard,  but  I  would  keep  them  in  a  dismantled  condition,  ready  for  an  emergency. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  far  is  the  Boston  yard  from  the  Kittery  yard  f — A.  About  forty  miles.  This  yard 
here  in  Washington  is  necessary  for  the  same  purpose ;  it  is  now  used  for  the  manufacture 
of  anchore  and  cables,  and  to  roll  copper  for  ships.  We  also  make  small  ordnance  and  la- 
boratory stores  here.    It  is  more  of  an  ordnance  and  an  equipment  yard. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Instead  of  a  yard  for  construction  and  repair  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  instead  of  construction 
and  repair.    My  own  opinion  is  that  it  should  be  closed  for  construction.* 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Could  not  all  the  machinery  in  Washington  be  transferred  to  another  yard  f — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  You  suppose  the  true  policy  would  be  to  dispense  with  it  as  a  ni^vy-yard  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
and  transfer  tne  machinery  to  League  Island  or  elsewhere. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Would  it  be  an  economical  policy  to  dispense  with  this  navy-yard  f — A.  I  think  hav- 
ing a  yard  under  the  immediate  supervision  of  the  bureau  is  an  Mvantage.  I  have  many 
minor  experiments  to  make,  and  I  can  readily  jump  into  the  cars  and  go  down  into  the  yard 
and  give  minute  directions  in  reference  to  them,  or  send  for  the  officer  in  charge  and  have  a 
conversation  of  half  an  hour  with  him  in  the  morning,  which  would  save  months  of  cor^ 
spondence. 

Q.  I  should  judge,  then,  that  this  is  a  very  important  yard  in  that  particular  f— A.  Yes,  sir ; 
veiy  important. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  were  cognisant  of  the  Wiard  experiments ;  I  want  to  ask  were  they  of  any  advan- 
tage to  the  government  T — ^A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  What  was  their  character?— A.  The  theory  of  Mr.  Wiard  was  that  by  a  particular 
method  of  rifling  we  could  convert  all  our  cast-iron  guns  into  useful  rifles.  My  opinion  is 
that  there  is  no  possible  method  of  converting  cast-iron  guns  into  rifles  or  useful  guns.  I 
was  thoroughly  cognisant  of  that  fact,  and  I  opposed  it  from  the  be^nning. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  amount  of  money  that  was  paid  to  Mr.  Wiard  7 — A.  I  don't 
know. 

Q.  Was  it  not  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  f — A.  I  can  ascertain,  sir.  I  know  that 
forty  thousand  dollars  was  first  appropriated  by  Congress  in  a  special  bill,  and,  secondly, 
sixty  thousand  dollars  from  my  bureau. 

Q.  Was  it  paid  out  of  any  particular  appropriation  f — ^A.  It  was  paid  out  of  the  general 
appropriation  for  ordnance.    Any  other  sums  I  know  nothing  about.  > 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  How  did  he  obtain  that  amount  from  your  bureau  7 — A.  By  a  contract  to  carry  out 
these  experiments. 

Q.  With  whom  t — A.  With  me,  by  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  In  the  first  instance  Congress  made  an  appropria^on  of  forty  thousand  dollars  f — A. 
Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  in  order  to  carry  it  out  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  department,  by  order  of  the 
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Secretary  of  the  Navy,  a  contraet  was  entered  into  for  sixty  thousand  dollars  more,  and  that 
money  was  taken  from  the  general  appropriation  for  ordnance  in  your  bureau  f — A.  Yes,  air. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  work  was  actually  done  by  the  South  Boston  Iron  Works,  was  it  not  t — ^A.  Yes, 
sir ;  and  I  understand  they  lost  a  great  deal  of  money. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle: 

Q.  What  became  of  that  ordnance  f — A.  It  was  finally  sold ;  most  of  them  burst. 

Q.  They  are  useless  now  T — A.  Useless  fragments  of  iron,  and  sold. 

Q.  Were  they  useless  before  the  experiments  were  made  f — A.  They  were  serviceable  gpins 
of  their  kind. 

Q.  What  would  be  the  amount  of  injury  done  to  these  guns  as  regards  their  market- 
value?— A.  Not  verv  great  injury  to  the  guus,  for  their  market-value  was  worth  little  more 
than  old  iron.  We  have  rather  a  surplus  of  these  (runs,  and  they  aro  of  little  purpose  until 
converted  into  rifles.  We  take  eleven-inch  guns  and  at  a  cost  of  $'<j,400  more  make  them  into 
rifles,  but  in  this  day  we  can  have  a  new  rifle  made,  furnishing  the  cast  iron.  The  old  guns 
are  not  worth  more  than  |2U  a  ton ;  their  vcdue  as  old  iron  is  worth  about  $  150. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  navy-yards  used  the  old  cast-iron  guns  t — A.  They  are  used 
extensively  in  the  navy-yards. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  gun  are  they  known  as?— A.  They  are  known  as  the  Dahlgren  guns. 
Q.  How  W3  ihey  compare  with  the  guns  in  the  navies  of  the  world  7 — A.  In  their  day  they 
were  a  good  gun. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  But  eventually  they  will  be  dispensed  with  entirely  f—A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  rifle-gun  have  you  in  the  Navy  now  ? — A.  I  have  converted  forty-one  smooth- 
bore e1even>inch  guns  into  eight-inch  rifles. 

Q.  In  addition  to  your  statement,  please  show  the  amount  of  material  on  hand  in  your 
bureau,  and  the  value  of  that  material.— A.  Yes,  sir.  It  would  be  an  enormous  thing  to 
give  all  the  details  of  the  material  we  have  on  hand.  I  can  tell  you  in  an  hour  the  value  of 
everything  we  own. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  We  want  the  value  and  the  quantity. — A.  On  the  30th  of  June  of  every  year  we  have 
an  inventory  taken  of  every  article  that  belongs  to  us,  with  its  value. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  That  is  exactly  what  we  want. — A.  Not  only  every  article  we  have  got  on  hand, 
but  the  condition  in  which  it  ia.  We  sum  up  in  the  value  of  the  material  whether  **  service- 
able" or  **  unserviceable.** 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  guns  were  experimented  upon  in  the  Wiard  experiment  f — 
A.  I  have  not  the  fifrures  in  my  head.    I  think  not  over  a  dosen. 
The  committtee  adjourned  to  meet  on  Saturday  morning,  February  16,  at  10  a.  m. 


Washington,  D.  C,  February  16,  1878. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  three  communications  received  by  him  from  the 
witness,  Henry  W.  Gardner,  containing  information  called  for  by  the  committee  in  the  ex- 
amination of  said  witness.  The  same  were  received  as  addenda  to  the  testimony  of  said  wit^ 
Bess  and  marked  for  identification,  as  follows ;  [Exhibit  A. — February  16,  1878.  Testimony 
of  Henry  W.  Gardner.] 

[Exhibit  A.— February  16,  1878.    Testimony  of  Henry  W.  Gardner.] 

E.P.Mason,  President.        s  Capital, $600,000.  S.  H.  Tabor,  Cashier. 

Bhodb  Island  National  Bank, 
Providenee,  R.  /.,  February  12,  1878. 

Dear  Sir  :  This  certifies  you  that  on  the  2d  of  July  last  this  bank  discounted  for  the 
Providence  Steam-Engine  Company  the  following  notes,  viz  : 

Alexander  Henderson,  to  the  order  of  H.  W.  Gardner,  dated  July  2,  1877,  six 
months,  with  interest,  for  $1,644.28.  This  note  was  paid  by  a  check  of  the  na- 
val paymaster  to  the  order  of  A.  Henderson  tor |896  93 

And  one  to  the  order  of  H.  S.  Harrison  for • 747  35 

1,644  28 


EXPENDITURES  IN  THE  NAVY  DEPARTMENT.        61 

At  the  same  time  we  diRconoted  a  note  bj  E.  Lawton  to  the  order  of  A.  Henderson,  dated 
June  27,  lb77,  six  monthn,  for  $668.10,  with  interest.  This  note  was  paid  bj  a  check  of  the 
naval   paymaster  to  the  order  of  E.  Lawton  for  a  like  sam. 

On  September  22,  1877,  we  also  discounted  a  note  of  A.  Henderson  for  three  months, 
to  the  oraer  of  H.  W.  Gardner,  for  |597.9'J.    This  was  paid  bj  naval  paymaster's  check  to 
the  order  of  G.  W.  Magee.    The  above  comprises  all  the  paper  discounted  by  this  bank  for 
persons  connected  with  the  Navy  Department. 
Respectfully,  Aq,, 

8.  H.  TABOR,  Caihier. 
Hon.  Benj.  a.  Willis,  M.  C, 

Chairman,  ^c,  tVa$hiHgUM,  D,  C. 


H.  W.  Gardner,  Preiident  and  Treasurer.  T.  W.  Phillips,  Secretary: 

Office  of  Providengb  Stbam-Enoinb  Co., 

Providence,  R.  L,  February  12,  1676. 

Sir  :  By  reference  to  the  books  of  the  Rhode  Island  National  Bank,  I  find  the  following 
to  be  the  amounts  of  the  notes  I  procured  to  be  discounted  for  the  benefit  of  naval  officers  as 
testified  to  before  your  committee  on  the  7th  instant : 

Alex.  Henderson's  note,  dated  July  2,  1876,  payable  six  months  after  date,  for  $1,644.28. 

This  note  was  for  three  months*  pay  of  Chief  Engineer  Henderson $696  93 

And  for  three  months*  pay  of  Capt.  H.  S.  Harrison 747  35 

1  644  28 


l.Lawton*s  note,  dated  Juno  27,  1677, payable  six  months  afterdate,  for  $666.10;  this 
I  for  two  months'  pay  of  Chief  Engineer  Lawton. 


E. 
was 

Alexander  Henderson's  note,  dated  September  22,  1677,  at  three  months,  for  $597.92 ;  this 
was  for  Chief  Engineer  George  W.  Magee,  two  months'  pay. 

At  the  time  these  not»s  were  discounted  I  held  the  certificates  of  naval  paymaster  that  the 
several  amounts  were  due  them.    The  amounts  due  could  not  at  that  time  be  paid  tor  the 
reason  that  there  was  no  appropriation  available  for  that  purpose.    The  notes  were  all  paid 
by  the  parties  for  whose  accimmodation  they  were  discounted. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

HENRY  W.  GARDNER, 

Treaemrer* 
Hon.  Benj.  A.  Willis,  M.  C., 

Ckairmant  Waekington^  D,  C. 


H.  W.  Gardner,  President  and  Treasurer.  T.  W.  Phillips,  Secretary, 

Office  op  Provioence  SteamEnoine  Co., 

Providence,  R,  /.,  February  12.  1678. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  request,  I  have  to  state  that  the  Providence  Steam-Engine 
Company  have  bills  approved  by  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  as  follows : 

U.  S.  steamer  Lancaster : 

1876 $15,000  00 

1876 15,000  00 

1677,  January 4,500  00 

$34, 500  00 

U  8  steamer Yantic 38,904  02 

1877,  August  16,  U.S. steamer Saco 43,911  30 

U.  S.  stermer  Kearrarge : 

1877,  August  16 : 25,000  00 

1877, September  4 20.000  00 

1877,  October   19 17,559  40 

62,559  40 

U.  S.  steamer  Omaha : 

1877,  September  6 30,000  00 

1677,  November  12 20,  COO  00 

50,000  00 
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U.  S.  steMner  Richmond  : 

1877,  Reptember4 120,000  00 

1877,  October  16 20.000  00 

1877,  November  18 23,000  00 

1877,  December  6 7,575  00 

1878,  January  29 10,737  50 

81,312  50 

There  has  been  paid  on  these 63,000  00 

$18.312  50 

Thej  also  have  bill  for  machinery  famfsbed  U.  S.  steamer  Trenton  approved 
by  Bureaa  of  Construction  and  Repair,  September  7,  1877 13, 100  00 

26J,2872i 
The  boilers  for  the  Omaha  are  nearly  completed  ;  when  they  are  delivered  there 
will  be  due  in  addition  to  the  bills  already  approved  about 40, 000  00 

301,287  22 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

HENRT  W.  GARDNER,  TnoMmnr. 
Hon.  Bemj.  a.  Wilub,  M.  C, 

Chairman^  fVashingtau,  D.  C 


Washington,  D.  C,  FOrwary  16, 1878. 

R.  W.  Shufeldt  (chief  of  Bureau  of  Equipment  and  Recruiting)  recalled. 

Witness  produces,  in  response  to  the  call  made  upon  him  when  previously  before  the 
committee,  a  detailed  statement  of  the  number  of  enlisted  men  in  the  United  States  Navy, 
op  to  January  1, 1H78.  The  same  was  here  inserted,  marked  as  follows :  Exhibit  A.— Feb- 
ruary  16,  1878.    Testimony  of  R.  W.  Shufeldt. 

[Exhibit  A.— February  16, 1878.    Testimony  of  R.  W.  Shufeldt.] 
Report  ofenligtBd  mem  in  the  Umited  States  Navjf,  January  1,  1878. 


Afloat 


North  Atlantic  station 

South  Atlantic  station 

North  Pacific  station 

South  Pacific  station 

European  station 

Asiatic  station 

^Special  service 

Coast  Survey 

Receivings-ships 

Naval  Academy 

Kearsarg^  on  return  to  United  States 


No. 


I 


d84 
480 

814 

909 
1,000 
837 
275 
381 
105 
125 


6,010 


Available. 


Portsmouth. 

Boston 

Now  York  . . 
Philadelphia 
Washington 

I  Norfolk 

Mare  Island 
Port  Royal .. 


No. 


17 
24 


34 

108 

3 


186 


*  The  Te«Mlt  cm  *'  ppedal  terrioe  **  are  empiored  «■  follows,  rlc :  United  Statee  tfaipe  MlnneaoCa,  Ooneti* 
tntioD,  and  Saratoga,  are  trainlng-iblps  for  boyi,  and  hare  crewg  aggregating  304  men ;  United  Statee 
■hip  Ooard,  it  on  Manreying  dntv,  with  a  crew  nf  74  men  ;  United  Stateii  iihip  TaliapooMi,  nied  a*  a  IVetght- 
boat,  a  crew  of  96  men;  United  Statee  ehip  Michigan.  itatlonM  on  the  northern  lak^  crew  of  68  mea ; 
United  SuUmi  vhips  New  Ilauipeblre  and  Pawnee,  itore-ghips,  at  Port  Boyal,  8.  C,  77  men;  United  States  ihipt 
Alarm  and  Intrepid,  ezperimentlng  with  torpedoes,  34  men ;  tng  Nina,  at  tnrpedo  itatlon.  Newport  R.  I.,  19 
men ;  tag  Rom,  stationed  at  Pensaeola  navy-vard.  9  men ;  United  Statee  ship  Portamonth,  on  her  way  firom 
the  Pacific  home.  95  men  ;  Iron-clade  MontanV.  Nahant,  Passaic,  and  Wyandotte.  61  men 'these  last-named 
▼eiHels  are  in  ordinary  at  Washington,  D.  0.  making  a  tot>*l  of  837  men  attached  to  vessels  employed  on 
special  senrloe.    There  are  no  enlisted  or  appointed  men  employed  on  shore. 

R.  W.  SHUFELDT, 
Okkf  qf  Bureau  of  EfiUttment  and  ReeruUimg, 
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RECAPITULATION. 

No. 

Afloat 6,010 

Available ..* 186 

Detailed  for  Alaska,  154;  Richmond,  25;  Supply,  15;  Glance,  &,c.,32. 226 

Boys  under  inntniction 504 

Inhospital,  dtc 142 

Total 7,06tt 


Washington,  D.  C,  FAruary  16,  1878. 
William  N.  Jeffers  (Chief  of  Bureaa  of  Ordnance),  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  70a  prepared  for  presentation  to  the  committee  certain  matters  of  information 
concerning  which  inquiry  was  made  of  you  in  the  course  of  your  examination  by  the  com* 
mittee  T — A.  I  have  in  readiness  for  presentation  at  this  time  statements  in  writing^  upon 
the  matters  inquired  into. 

Q.  State  in  brief  the  contents  of  the  papers. — ^A.  They  contain  the  amount  of  expendi* 
ture  for  labor  during  the  period  covered  by  the  question,  viz,  for  the  last  fiscal  year  and 
up  to  January  1,  I878,  which  amount  is  $185,275.  Also,  a  statement  of  balances  on  the 
1st  day  of  January,  1878.  Also,  copies  showin|^  the  method  of  duing^  business  in  the 
bureau,  of  making  purchases,  dtc,  and  models  of  the  mode  by  which  tne  different  navy- 
vards  make  r^uisition  on  the  bureau  for  articles  required  and  the  mode  of  paying  those 
bills.  The  copies  which  you  see  here  are  those  of  actual  bills.  The  method  is  this :  Trip- 
licate requisitions  are  sent  to  the  bureau.  The  one  which  the  bureau  retains  is  obliged  to 
have  on  it  the  estimate  cost  of  the  article,  which  is  ascertained  on  inquiry  by  the  officer 
himself  at  the  navy-yard  where  it  is  required.  It  is  then  sent  to  the  commandant,  who 
approves  it  as  being  necessary  for  the  use  of  that  yard.  It  is  then  sent  to  me  for  approval. 
I  then  direct  it  to  be  ordered  by  the  purchasing  paymaster. 

The  bill  may  sometimes  require  purchases  to  be  made  of  half  a  dozen  different  persons. 
The  bills  then  are  sent  in.  They  are  received  bv  the  officer  who  receives  them,  who  certifies 
that  the  article  is  in  quantity  and  quality  as  called  for  bv  the  requisition.  The  purchasing 
paymaster  certifies  that  the  articles  vcere  purchased  at  the  lowest  market-price.  The  bills 
are  then  made  and  submitted  to  the  commandant.  If  he  has  occasion  to  find  any  objection 
to  them,  he  calls  the  attention  of  the  purchasing  paymaster.  .  They  come  back  to  the  bureau. 
If  they  difler  to  any  extent  from  the  estimate  cost  or  from  the  knowled^  which  the  chief  of 
the  bureau  has,  taking  all  the  price-currents — ^if  the  price  of  an  article  appe^  ^^jE^^*  ^  ^^^^^ 
of  explanation  is  written  by  the  purchasing  paymaster  to  explain  how  tnis  is.  Sometimes 
it  is  for  an  article  not  much  in  the  market  and  which  may  cost  a  great  deal  more  than  the 
estimated  value  in  purchasing  a  larm  quantity — certain  special  articles  (as  in  the  case  of 
the  requisition  now  before  me),  which  are  ordered  by  the  chief  of  the  bureau  from  persons 
who  are  kdown  manufacturers  of  special  articles.  Here,  for  instance,  is  a  requisition — 
"Washington  nayy-vard,  machine  and  foundery  division  ** — for  certain  quantities  of  different 
classes  of  iron.  This,  I  observe,  has  on  it  in  pencil,  '*  To  be  orderecl  by  the  purchasing 
paymaster.'*  That  is  ordered  direct  by  the  bureau  from  the  manufacturer.  In  this  case  the 
manufacturer  is  the  Phosnix  Iron  Company.  If  we  are  making  steel,  we  order  from  persons 
manufacturing  steel  of  the  precise  qaality  desired,  without  the  intervention  of  a  middleman. 
All  these  are  submitted  to  a  board  at  the  navy-yard,  which  examines  them,  and,  in  addition 
to  examining  them,  certifies  that  the  price  is  the  lowest  price  for  the  quality  of  article  as 
called  for.  Here  is  a  specimen.  [Witness  here  reads  one  of  the  requisitions  contained  in 
the  exhibit  presented  by  him  and  hereinafier  inserted.] 

In  answer  to  "  Question  2,"  relative  to  the  amount  and  value  of  material  on  hand  in  the 
bureau,  a  paper  is  submitted  [contamed  in  exhibit]  showing  the  value  of  all  the  stores  be- 
longing to  the  Ordnance  Bureau.  On  the  30th  of  June  of  every  year  a  careful  inventory  is 
taken  of  every  article  belonging  to  the  bureau.  Once  a  month  the  returus  come  in  from  the 
expenditures,  and  from  those  this  paper  was  made  up  in  two  hours.  The  aggregate  of  ma- 
terial on  hand  is  herein  set  forth  in  aetail.  Of  serviceable  articles  **  ready  for  issue  *'  the 
total  is  $9,204,916.33;  '*reaniring  repairs,**  one  million  eight  hundred  and  seventy-four 
thousand  and  odd  dollars.  Then  yon  have  the  total  of  **  material  on  band,**  which  com- 
prises wood,  lignum-vltffi,  and  all  articles  of  that  kind,  $2,983,685.23 ;  **  pattern  articles, 
|35,01>.55.**    Then  we  have  <*  unserviceable,  $187,030.51.** 

Q  Of  what  character  of  articles  does  the  last  mentioned  list  consist?— A.  Those  consist 
of  articles  that  have  been  brought  home  by  returning  ships — gun-carriages  that  require  ex- 
tensive repairs,  rusty  shot  and  shell,  old  leather  work,  ola  rone. 

Q.  What  disposition  of  those  articles  do  you  believe  would  be  the  most  economical  f — ^A. 
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We  sell  those  at  public  auction  when  we  have  a  chance,  thej  beings  of  no  further  use  to  the 
Navj. 

The  a^f^fi^ate  of  the  respective  totals  I  have  read  is  $14,285,390.40.  A  note  which  I 
have  appended  to  the  statement  reads  thus :  **The  values  here  given  are  the  orig^inal  cost." 
The  values  at  this  time,  if  put  up  at  public  auction,  would  not  exceed  twenty  per  cent  of 
said  cost ;  the  bulk  beini?  composed  of  cannon,  carriages,  projectiles,  and  small  arms  obso- 
lete as  to  modem  improvements. 

In  reply  to  the  third  question  submitted  to  roe  by  the  committee,  I  have  to  say  that,  with 
the  present  number  of  yards,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  no  reduction  of  the  clerical  force  of 
the  navy -yards  can  take  place,  so  far  as  the  Ordnance  Bureau  is  concerned.  As  we  have 
but  one  clerk  at  each  yard  (except  New  York  and  Washington,  where  there  are  two),  and 
as  a  considerable  reduction  has  taken  place  in  the  other  bureaus,  I  do  not  see  where  any 
further  reduction  can  be  made. 

Mr.  Paor.  Your  observation  is  made  with  reference  to  all  the  navy-yards  f 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir  ;  to  all  the  navy-yards. 

[Note. — ^The  statements  in  writing  submitted  by  witness  are  appended  to  the  testimony — 
Appendix.  1 


Washington,  D.  C,  Ftbruary  16,  J778. 
J.  C.  Howell  (Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks)  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Please  state  whether  yon  have  prepared  papers  containing  the  information  called  for 
in  tho  course  of  your  previous  examination,  and,  if  so,  the  contents  of  such  papers  f — A. 
The  time  allotted  for  the  purpose  has  not  been  sufficient  to  allow  of  the  completion  of  all  the 
papers  necessary  to  a  full  response  to  the  call  of  the  committee,  but  I  have  been  enabled  to 
prepare  those  for  which  inquiry  was  specially  made.     I  accordingly  present  the  following : 

[Note. — The  several  papers  as  presented  are  marked  for  identification  as  indicated.] 

1.  A  letter  written  by  me  to  this  committee,  in  relation  to  the  sale  of  the  Philadelphia  navy- 
yard  and  the  removal  of  the  stores  and  material  to  League  Island.  Exhibit  X,  Febru- 
ary 16,  1878. 

2.  Papers  connected  therewith,  viz : 

Circular  dated  September?,  1875,  written  by  me,  as  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  the 
chiefs  of  bureaus,  instructing  them  to  remove  their  stores  themselves  from  Philadelphia  to 
League  Island. 


Washington,  D.  C,  Ftbruary  16,  1878. 
John  T.  Gausb  sworn  and  examined.  i 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Please  state  your  residence  and  business  T — Answer.  Wilmington,  Del.  I  am 
vice-president  of  the  Harlan  &,  Hollingsworth  Company,  iron-ship  builders. 

Q.  Is  that  an  incorporated  company  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  been  engaged  in  doing  work  for  the  Navy  Department  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  what  vessel  or  vessels  T — A.  The  contracts  we  have  on  hand  at  present  are  for  the 
double-turreted  monitor  Amphitrite. 

Q.  For  that  only  f — A.  Toat  is  the  only  contract  unexecuted  that  we  have  at  present. 

Q.  Do  you  claim  any  indebtedness  from  the  government  on  account  of  any  contract  other 
than  for  the  Amphitrite  f — A.   Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  approved  bills  for  all  the  indebtedness  except  that  which  has  accrued  on  ac- 
count ot  the  Amphitrite  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  far  as  concerns  the  work  done  by  the  Navy  Department,  except  as  to  the  A.m- 
phitrite,  has  all  the  material  been  delivered  to  the  government  f — A.  With  the  exception  of 
the  Amphitrite,  everything  else  that  we  have  done  for  the  Qovernment  hasl»een  delivered. 

Q    The  Amphitrite,  I  understand,  is  still  incomplete? — A.  She  is  still  in  our  yard. 

Q.  Yon  had  two  contracts  with  the  government  on  account  of  the  Amphitrite  prior  to  the 
one  dated  March  3  7 — A.  Two;  yes,  sir.  And  both  of  those  have  been  executed  and  fin- 
ished. 

Q.  Did  yon  complete  all  of  your  work  on  the  second  contract? — 1.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  complete  all  of  the  work  on  the  second  contract  before  there  was  second 
planking  done,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  third  contract? — A.  Well,  that  has  not  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  second  contract.  The  second  contract,  as  far  as  ithas  gone,  I  think,  in 
every  particular  has  been  completed. 

Q.  Yon  have  not  entirely  completed,  the  work  provided  to  be  done  by  the  second  con- 
tract?— A.  Well,  jw^  sir.    I  do  not  know  of  anything  that  is  to  be  done. 

Q.  I  will  make  a  brief  statement  for  your  information.     We  have  understood  that  under 
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contracts  of  the  same  date  for  the  work  of  a  similar  character  on  the  other  vessels,  the  Ter- 
ror, Monadnock,  and  Puritan,  work  to  be  done  on  the  second  contract  could  not  be  done 
until  certain  work  was  done  under  the  contract  dated  March  3,  1877.  The  committee  were 
furnished  by  the  naval  constntctor  with  diagrams  making  this  appear.  Now,  perhaps,  while 
true  as  to  the  other  vessels,  this  may  not  be  true  of  the  Amphitrite  f — A.  Weil,  we  have  done 
considerable  work,  to  the  amount  of  about  $10,000,  on  the  third  contract  in  connection  with 
the  second — work  which  we  did  not  really  have  instructions  to  do,  and  had  no  contract  to 
do;  but  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  do  it  before  we  completed  the  second  contract. 

Q.  8o  you  took  the  responsibility  of  doing  it,  with  a  view  of  completing  the  secoud  con- 
tract?— A.  Took  the  responsibility  of  doing  it;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  do  this  work  ?— A.  It  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  do  it  at  that  time,  at  a  certain  stage  of  the  work,  and  we  did  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  that  work  f — A.  A  part  of  that  was  the  foundations  for  the  tur- 
rets. 

Q.  Wood-work  T — A.  Well,  iron-work.  Partly,  again,  for  air-pipes,  ventilator-pipes  that 
went  in  around  the  bilge,  around  bulkheads,  and  came  in  under  the  shelves,  in  places  very 
difficult  to  get  at ;  and  which  work  had  to  be  done  while  everything  was  open  and  we  could 
get  in. 

Q.  What  was  the  fact  as  to  the  planking ;  did  vou  do  any  of  that? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  spcond  contract  provides  for  plating  the  deck,  but  before  plating  the  deck  it  is 
necessary  for  the  wood-work  to  be  done? — A.  The  wood-work  comes  after  the  plating. 

Q.  Did  you  put  on  the  deck-plating  7 — A.  We  did  put  it  on  and  prepared  the  deck-plating 
in  readiness  to  receive  the  wooden,  by  boring  the  holes,  and  so  on. 

Q.  But  you  did  not  actually  put  that  down  T — A.  No. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  By  way  of  making  the  matter  more  intelligible,  I  will  refer  the  witness  to  the  testi- 
mony given  here  by  Naval-Constructor  Easby.  That  gentleman,  when  examined,  produced 
certain  diagrams,  in  regard  to  which,  speaking  of  the  work  under  the  second  contract,  he 
said:  **  These  diagrams  show  that  the  work  could  not  be  completed  until  some  work  had 
been  done  under  the  third  contract.*'  Being  asked  to  explain  the  diagram  before  him,  he 
replied:  **I  think  I  can  explain  this  drawing  in  this  way:  This  diagram  is  a  cross-section 
of  one  of  the  ships,  the  Miantonomoh.  The  second  contract  calls  for  iron  plating.  The 
bine  line  in  this  sketch  represents  the  iron  plating  covered  by  a  wooden  deck.  The  second 
contract  directs  that  the  iron  plating  shall  be  placed  on  the  deck  as  exhibited  here  [indi- 
cating], and  the  third  contract  directs  that  the  armor-backing  of  wood  (represented  here  by 
the  brick-color)  shall  be  placed  also  on  the  armor-plating  of  iron,  represented  by  the  blue. 
Q.  On  what  part  of  the  vessel  7 — A.  On  the  side  of 'the  vessel  immediately  above  the  water 
and  partly  under  water."  And  the  witness  says  [reading  further]:  **The  committee 
will  see  thaLthis  iron  plating  could  not  be  placed  in  position  until  this  wood  and  iron  armor 
on  the  side  is  in  position.  The  deck-plating  could  not  be  placed  in  position  either.  And 
that  wooden  armor  is  in  the  third  contract,  and  the  deck-plating  is  in  the  siscond  contract.** 
I  now  ask  this  witness,  is  that  correct  as  to  the  Amphitrite  7 — A.  I  see  the  point.  Mr.  Easby, 
I  think,  was  under  a  misapprehension  when  he  made  that  statement.  The  hull  of  our  boat 
proper  is  plated  when  the  wood  backing  is  put  on ;  then  that  wood  backing  is  to  be  plated 
also;  and  the  #ood  backing,  the  armor  on  the  outside,  and  the  deck-armor  on  the  top  of  the 
wood  backing  is  provided  for  in  the  third  contract.  That  is  my  understanding  of  the  third 
contract.  This  vessel  could  not  be  launched  verv  well  until  the  side  was  pierced  and  the 
wood  backing  put  on,  because,  if  she  was  launched,  it  would  go  down  under  water,  and  then, 
if  that  work  had  to  be  done  ailterwards,  she  would  have  to  go  on  the  dry-dock,  or  down  on 
the  railway,  or  somewhere,  to  have  it  done,  because  the  holes  to  go  through  the  side  to  fasten 
the  armor-plating  on  would  be  under  water. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Before  the  vessel  is  launched,  you  say,  the  second  contract  could  be  completed  with- 
out  anything  being  done  on  the  third  ? — A.  As  far  as  our  work  is  concerned,  yes.  It  was 
a  question  tor  tne  government  to  decide  afterward  whether  it  was  their  interest  to  have  a 
part  of  the  third  contract  executed. 

Q.  But  what  I  want  to  get  at  is  this,  whether  or  not  it  was  possible  for  you  to  finish  your 
second  contract  without  doing  any  work  on  what  is  termed  the  third  contract  f — A.  Beside 
what  we  have  done? 

Q.  No ;  was  it  possible  for  you  to  complete  it,  and  did  you  complete  it  7 — A.  Yes ;  I  con- 
sider that  we  have  completed  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Would  it  have  been  possible  for  you  to  have  completed  the  work  on  the  second  con- 
tract without  your  having  done  the  work  to  which  you  have  alluded  and  which  was  pro- 
vided to  be  done  by  the  third  contract  7 — A.  Not  very  well.  We  took  the  responsibility  of 
doing  that  work. 

The  Chairman.  Though  you  have  expressed  yourself  differently,  I  am  satisfied  that  your 
explanation  does  not  in  its  substance  conflict  with  that  given  by  Mr.  Easby. 

5IT 
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By  Mr.  Hubrell  : 

Q.  Yon  have  already  described  the  work  which  you  did  without  a  contract  in  order  to 
complete  your  contract,  which  was  the  putting^  in  of  pipes,  fasteniof^  of  parts,  6cc.  Now, 
was  it  necessary,  in  order  to  complete  your  contract,  to  put  on  any  of  the  wood-work  which 
was  described  in  the  third  contract,  the  backing^  and  wood  deck  7 — A.  No,  sir,  I  think  not ; 
not  according^  to  the  terms  of  the  contract. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  say  you  prepared  this  deck-platiufrf— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  it  is  already  put  down  1 — A.  Over  the  hull  proper. 

Q.  '*  Over  the  hull  proper**  exactly  f — A.  When  the  wood  backing  comes  on  the  outside 
of  that,  then  there  goes  another  series  of  deck-plates  over  that  again. 

Q.  Does  not  the  second  contract  provide  for  that  7 — A.  No,  sir,  I  think  not.  That  is  pro- 
vided for  in  the  third  contract. 

Mr.  Page.  I  understand  tho  witness  to  say  that  he  could  not,  in  point  of  Tact,  have  com- 
pleted  the  second  contract  without  doing  some  work  that  was  provided  for  in  the  third  con- 
tract. 

The  Witness.  That  is  true. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  understand  that  the  gentleman  (Mr.  Page)  means  that  work  which  you  did  on 
your  own  responsibility  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  third  contract  that  you  entered  into  with  the  department  was  suspended  f — A. 
Yes.  sir. 

Q.  On  what  date  T — A.  The  copy  of  the  letter  on  the  subject,  I  think,  is  here;  at  any  rate 
it  was  in  the  month  of  March. 

The  Chairman.  The  letter  is  dated  March  16,  1877. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Your  letter  accepting  the  proposition  of  the  Bnreau  of  Construction  and  Repair  to 
complete  the  work  on  the  Amphitrite  is  dated  March  14,  1877  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Your  first  letter  on  that  subject  was  dated  March  2,  1877,  and  it  appears  that  after- 
ward the  bureau  somewhat  modified  its  proposition  or  its  terms? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  afterward  accepted  the  modified  proposition  f — A.  We  accepted  the  modified 
proposition,  but  did  not  do  it  until  the  middle  of  March.  We  considered  the  matter  well ; 
we  took  a  few  dsys  to  consider  it. 

Q.  And  a  very  few  days  after  that  you  were  notified  that  the  work  was  suspended  T — A. 
Precisely. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  contract  since  that  with  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair 
for  work? — A.  Yes,  sir;  a  small  amount  of  work.  It  is  really  not  a  contract.  We  were 
directed  to  do  certain  work  by  the  naval  constructor  to  preserve  the  veseel ;  to  keep  the 
water  out  of  the  hatches,  to  put  coverings  over  different  parts  to  preserve  the  vessel  from 
injury. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  that  work  T — A.  I  think  it  was  $480.  • 

Q.  It  was  only  for  the  pieservatiou  of,  not  for  work  upon,  the  vessel? — A.  Not  for  work 
on  the  vessel. 

Q.  Have  you  done  any  work  on  account  of  the  third  contract,  except  that  which  you 
have  stated  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  received  any  money  on  account  of  that  work  T~A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  efforts  to  have  the  work  resumed? — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  I 
considered  it  totally  unnecessary  to  make  any  effort  at  all  and  remained  perfectly  still. 

Q.  Was  there  any  effort  made  to  resume  work  on  any  of  these  contracts  f — ^A.  Not  that 
I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  were  any  competitive  bids  for  the  work  upon  all  these 
three  contracts  T — A.  I  do  not  know  so  much  as  to  the  first  and  second,  but  as  to  the  third, 
the  government,  I  was  told,  took  a  great  deal  of  time  and  care  to  look  into  that  matter.  It 
appointed  two  com.-nissions,  I  think,  and  they  di^termined  in  their  judgment  the  value,  and  then 
offered  to  pay  the  contractors  considerably  less.  We  were  to  have  less  than  our  proposition. 
We  were  obliged  to  take  what  we  could  get.  We  wanted  work  for  our  men  very  badly  ; 
they  were  suffering  through  want  of  work. 

Q.  You  made  a  proposition  to  the  Navy  Department  which  was  accepted.  How  did  you 
know  as  to  the  price  it  was  necessary  for  you  to  bid  in  order  to  obtain  the  contract  f — A. 
We  bid  on  the  contract. 

Q.  It  was  not  guess-work  7~A.  No  ;  we  did  not  guess  ;  we  estimate  upon  it  as  closely 
as  we  can. 

[Note. — At  this  point,  in  answer  to  a  criticism  by  the  chairman  upon  the  similarity  of 
the  amounts  named  in  the  different  contracts  as  tending  to  show  collusion  between  the  dif- 
ferent ship-building  firms,  Mr.  Carlisle  explained  that  the  propositions  of  the  firms  as  origi- 
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nally  submitted  were  very  different,  but  had  snbseqneotlj  been  modified  hj  the  g^ovem- 
ment  so  fis  to  make  a  nniformitj  in  the  amounts.] 

The  Witness.  Of  course  the  government  was  disposed  to  treat  all  parties  alike,  and, 
after  having  reduced  the  price,  to  pay  one  firm  no  more  than  another  for  the  same  amount 
of  work  to  be  done. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell: 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  specified  in  your  proposition  T — A.  |363,500. 

Q.  And  the  government  cut  it  down  to  $348,000  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

<J.  Which  you  accepted  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  what  period  has  your  company  been  engaged  in  ship-building? — A.  The  present 
company  and  its  predecessors  have  been  en  aged  in  that  business  since  1836. 

Q.  Have  you  at  your  works  the  ability  to  construct  a  ship  complete  in  every  part  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir;  in  every  part — within  ourselves. 

Q.  To  do  the  work  which  relates  to  the  Construction  Bureau,  and  also  to  that  of  Steam 
Engineering  T— A.  Every  part.  To  take  a  vessel  from  the  keel  and  finish  her  with  her  fur- 
niture. 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  inquired,  at  the  times  at  which,  these  contracts  were  made,  whether 
the  government  had  money  enough  available  for  meeting  the  payments  as  they  came  due  1 
— A.  As  to  which  oneT 

Q.  Any  of  them. — A.  Yes. 

Q.  State  the  facts  as  to  that  inquiry. — A.  As  to  the  first  and  second  contracts  the  govern- 
ment told  us  that  there  was  no  special  appropriation  made,' but  they  believed  they  would  be 
able  to  pay  for  them  out  of  the  current  appropriation,  out  of  what  they  would  be  able  to 
save  elsewhere  ;  and  that  was  the  reason  they  gave  why  they  made  contracts  by  piece- 
meal. As  to  the  third  contract,  they  told  us  venr  plainly  that  that  was  to  be  contingent 
upon  the  appropriations  being  made,  and  so  specified  it  in  their  letter. 

Q.  No  money,  no  pay  ?— A.  No  money,  no  pay. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  consider  that  the  government  is  under  any  obligation  to  allow  3'on  to  go  on 
under  the  third  contract  and  complete  it  7— A.  Well,  I  certainly  do.  If  a  contract  is  worth 
anything  at  all,  it  means  just  what  it  says. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 
Q.  You  mean  the  contracts  that  were  suspended  f — A.  Those  that  were  suspended. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  prepared,  as  I  requested  you  to  do,  a  copy  of  your  account  with  the  Navy  De- 
partment, stating  the  amount  due  the  Harlan  &,  Holiingsworth  Company,  and  showing  a 
list  of  the  approved  bills? — A.  I  have.  I  submit  to  the  committee  certain  papers  embracing 
an  explanatory  letter  from  me  to  the  committee,  a  statement  of  the  accounts  of  the  Harlan 
Sl  Holiingsworth  Company  with  the  Navy  Department,  and  copies' of  contracts. 

[Note. — The* papers  submitted  are  inserted  in  the  Appendix.  J 

Q.  State  to  the  committee,  fro  n  the  memorandum  you  have,  the  full  amount  of  the  in- 
debtedness of  the  government  to  you. — A.  The  account  as  it  stands  upon  our.books,  the 
amount  actually  due  us  by  the  government  on  the  diflferent  items  here  specified,  is 
1319,493.01. 

Q.  Is  that  whole  amount  represented  by  approved  bills  in  your  possession? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
When  I  say  *'  yes,"  I  will  qualify  my  answer.  Some  of  those  bills  were  for  small  amounts, 
and  were  sent  into  the  department  £rom  time  to  time,  and  those  bills  remain  there.  We 
never  troubled  ourselves  to  get  anything  in  connection  with  them  at  all ;  just  sent  them  in. 

Q.  Those  are  bills  for  what  amounts? — A.  [Referring  to  Exhibit  A.]  Here  is  one  for 
$31,  another  for  $72.58,  and  another  for  $766.18 — little  items  for  work  done  from  time  to 
time. 

Q.  Refer  now  to  the  larger  amounts. — A.  The  amount  $270,337.60  refers  specially  to  the 
Amphitrite.    Then  there  is  a  little  bill  against  the  Powhatan  for  $766.18  for  repairs  done. 

Q.  For  how  long  has  that  been  due? — A.  It  has  been  due  between  two  and  three  years. 
Monitor  Jason,  bill  for  $31.  Then  there  is  another  little  bill ;  I  can  hardly  tell  to  what  it 
belongs.  It  was  for  materials  that  were  taken  to  the  navy -yard  in  Philadelphia,  and  it  was 
for  labor  we  performed  in  collecting  the  materials  and  putting  them  on  board  the  government 
tug,  $72.58.  Then  we  have  the  closing  amount,  $55,049.76,  for  work  done  on  the  Sloop-of 
war  Ranger,  which  has  been  finished  tor  over  three  years.  The  Ranger  has  been  in  actual 
commission  for  over  one  year.  She  is  on  the  coast  of  China  in  service,  and  doing  good 
service.  We  advanced  the  money  to  the  government,  laying  out  of  the  interest  on  it,  and  be- 
ing virtually  the  losers.  Now,  as  to  the  work  we  did  on  the  third  contract,  we  made  no 
bills  for  that.    We  left  that  to  take  its  fate  along  with  the  third  contract. 

Q.  State,  as  near  as  you  can  approximate  it,  tbe  value  of  the  work  you  have  already  done 
beyond  that  which  is  provided  for  in  the  first  and  second  contracts. — A.  About  ten  thousand 
doUars,  roughly. 

Q.  The  vessel  Amphitrite  is  in  your  ship-yard,  is  it  not  ?— A.  Yes,  sir ;  occupying  one  of 
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the  most  important  sets  of  ways  in  our  jard.    We  are  perfectly  willing  to  accommodate  the 
government,  if  the  accommodation  is  desired. 

Q.  Does  the  presence  of  the  vessel  incommode  your  business  f — A.  Certainly  it  does. 

Q.  All  the  time  T — A.  It  incommoded  us  so  much  that  we  were  obliged  to  build  another 
set  of  ways  to  accommodate  our  other  business ;  and  if  our  business  was  to  revive  this  year 
or  the  next  year  we  would  suffer  very  serious  inconvenience  because  of  this  vessel  that  is 
in  our  yard  on  the  best  set  of  ways  that  we  have. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  statement  here  submitted  covers  all  the  indebtedness 
to  you  of  the  Navy  Department  of  whatsoever  name  or  nature  save  that  for  work  which 
has  been  done  outside  of  the  first  and  second  contracts? — A.  That  is  it,  sir;  everything  ex« 
cept  on  the  third  contract. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  procure  any  one  to  aid  you  in  getting  contracts  with  the  government  T — 
A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  offer  any  person  who  did  aid  in  getting  contracts  with  the  government 
any  remuneration  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  work  which  your  firm  did  for  the  government  done  by  your  firm  as  cheaply  as 
they  would  have  done  it  for  any  mercantile  parties  1 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  I  think  really  for  less, 
because  we  felt  that  the  government  had  us  in  their  power.  They  really  took  advantage  of 
our  necessities.  We  felt  that  all  the  way  along,  and  we  told  them  so.  We  wanted  work  for 
our  men.  Our  men  were  suffering  from  the  want  of  work  in  these  hard  times,  and  we  were 
willing  to  take  work  for  them. 

Q.  At  what  rate  do  yon  pay  for  work  f — A.  It  varies  all  the  way  along  according  to  the 
skill  of  the  workman. 

Q.  State  the  rate  as  near  to  the  actual  figures  as  you  can. — A.  We  pay  from  one  dollar 
per  day  to  five  dollars  per  day. 

Q.  How  do  your  prices  compare  with  prices  in  the  navy-yard  ? — A.  I  think  that  in  every 
case  we  pay  less  than  is  paid  in  the  navy -yard. 

Q.  State  the  comparison  with  respect  to  hours  of  labor. — A.  We  pay  for  ten  hours'  work 
and  they  pay  for  eight. 

By  Mr.  Pridemoke  : 

Q.  You  say  you  pay  for  ten  hours  and  the  government  pays  for  eight.  Does  the  govern- 
ment pay  the  same  rate  per  hour  that  you  pay  1 — A.  No,  sir ;  they  pay  for  a  day's  work  and 
get  eight  hours  of  labor. 

Q.  In  other  words,  they  pay  as  much  for  eight  hours  as  you  do  for  ten? — ^A.  Yes,  sir; 
and  more  too. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  whether  the  governmental  limitation  of  the  hours  of  labor  has  been  an  injury  to 
trade  and  business  of  the  character  of  that  in  which  you  are  engaged. — A.  Yes,  it  was.  It 
did  interfere  with  private  yards  very  considerably  before  this  panic  came  on,  but  business 
having  been  so  very  dull  since,  as  a  matter  of  course  we  do  not  feel  it,  because  we  have  no 
work. 

By  Mr.  Pridemore  : 

Q.  State*  whether,  according  to  your  experience  and  judgment,  government  work  could 
not  be  done  more  cheaply  outside  of  government  navy-yaras  than  inside. — A.  It  may  be 
considered  presumptuous  on  my  part  to  express  a  positive  opinion  upon  the  question  here, 
but  I  may  say  that  my  judgment  has  always  been  one  way  with  reference  to  it,  and  it  was 
this:  that  if  we  could  get  for  it  within  ten  per  cent,  of  what  it  cost  the  government  to  do 
the  work  in  its  navy -yards  we  would  not  ask  any  better  business  from  one  year's  end  to  the 
other. 

Q.  The  greater  cost  is  due  to  what  cause;  the  difference  in  the  hours  of  labor  or  in  the 
management? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  to  the  difference  in  the  management. 

Q.  Why? — A.  We  never  employ  two  men  to  do  one  man's  work. 

Q.  Does  the  character  of  the  work  done  in  your  yard  compare  favorably  with  that  done 
in  a  government  yard  ? — A.  Government  ofiicials  have  told  us  over  and  over  again  that  our 
work  was  equal  to  that  done  in  the  navy -yard.  • 

Q.  State  whether  the  work  done  in  your  yard,  which  is  a  private  one,  is  not  subjected  to 
a  surveillance  as  strict  as  any  that  is  exercised  in  a  government  yard. — A.  Just  precisely  as 
strict. 

Q.  And  by  government  officials  T — A.  By  government  officials. 

Q.  State  whether,  according  to  your  experience,  the  probabilities  are  not  largely  in  favor 
of  a  more  rigid  scrutiny  by  government  officials  of  government  work  when  done  by  private 
parties  in  private  yards  than  when  done  by  the  government  in  the  navy-yards.— A.  Our  ex- 
perience has  been  that  upon  work  in  private  yards  the  scrutiny  of  the  government  officials 
nas  been  very  close,  and  that  they  have  been  very  exacting  ;  not  more  so,  however,  than 
they  ought  to  havel^een  in  order  to  get  good  work.  They  have  not  complained  of  any  man 
except  when  it  seemed  to  be  their  duty  to  do  it,  and  they  should  do  so. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  work  was  done  by  yoa  on  the  Amphi trite  with  reference  to  the  machinerj  f — A. 
We  built  the  boilers. 

Q.  State  the  character  of  the  iron  made  use  of. — A.  The  iron  we  used  in  those  boilers  was 
precisely  the  same  as  that  which  is  used  in  the  merchant  service,  the  very  best  quality  of 
boiler-plate. 

Q.  By  what  name  is  it  known  commercially  T — A.  It  is  called  charcoal  flange  iron. 

Q.  Is  not  that  rather  more  expensive  than  the  iron  used  in  the  mercantile  service  ?— A. 
Some  builders  in  the  mercantile  service  will  use  a  commoner  kind  of  iron — what  they  call  a 
C.  H.  iron. 

Q.  Explain  what  you  mean  by  flange  iron. — A.  It  is  made  with  charcoal,  and  that  which 
is  simply  marked  *'*  C.  H.*'  in  many  cases  is  made  out  of  puddled  iron. 

Mr.  HuBBELL.  What  is  the  mark  on  the  charcoal  flange  ? — A.  **  C.  H.  flange  '*  is  marked 
on  it — flange-iron. 

By  the  Chairman. 

Q.  Do  you  make  engines,  too  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  what  character? — A.  We  make  all  kinds;  compound,  high -pressure,  low-pressure. 

Q.  What  character  of  engine  has  precedence  for  naval  or  commercial  purposes,  as  ap- 
plied to  large  vessels  ? — A.  The  compound  engine  is  coming  into  very  general  use. 

Q.  Do  you  think  ii  preferable  to  the  others  T — A.  For  long  voyages  the  compound  engine 
is  decidedly  preferable. 

Q.  Which  is  the  most  economical  7— A.  For  long  voyages,  the  compound  engine. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Why  do  you  say  that  that  style  of  engine  is  the  most  economical  f — A.  Because  ii 
takes  less  fuel ;  and  every  ton  less  of  fuel  adds  one  ton  more  of  freight. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Permit  me  to  call  your  attention  to  one  part  of  the  exhibit  you  have  submitted,  pur- 
porting to  be  a  synopsis  of  contract,  dated  March  3,  1677,  to  complete  the  hull  of  the  United 
States  iron-clad  double-turreted  monitor  Am  phi  trite.  It  reads:  **Do  all  the  wood-work, 
cabin-work,  &,c.,  furnish  and  put  on  the  side  armor,  prepare  the  turret-beds,  put  the  turrets 
on  and  connect  them  to  machinery,  together  with  all  the  remainder  of  the  work  to  be  done, 
as  specified.**  And  the  contract-price  fixed  here  is  f  348,000.  Is  that  the  contract  to  which 
you  refer  in  your  testimony  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  fact  as  to  this  other  contract  of  a  similar  date — [reading  from  exhibit:] 
"Copy  of  contract  dated  Washingrton,  March  3,  1877  **¥ — A.  That  is  for  the  compound 
engines. 

Q.  And  these  were  the  two  contracts  which  you  had  for  the  completion  of  the  Amphitrite,- 
dated  March  3,  1877  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  both  of  those  contracts  have  been  sus{>ended  ? — A.  Yes,  sir :  both  of  them.  One 
of  them  is  in  the  construction  bureau,  and  one  in  the  engineering  bureau. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  whether  all  the  contracts  are  drawu  in  this  way ;  but,  in  reading  this 
one,  the  language  strikes  me  as  peculiar.  It  says :  **  If  you  accept  this  contract,  please  to 
inform  the  bureau;  it  being  expressly  understood  that  the  government  is  not  involved,  how- 
ever, by  this  action,  and  that  you  proceed  with  this  work  at  your  own  risk,  waiting  for,  and 
ac?epting  for  pay,  such  appropriations  as  may  be  made  by  Congress  therefor.  Payments 
to  be  made  in  twelve  equal  payments,  less  ten  per  centum  reservation.  Respectkilly, 
[signed  J  Wm.  H.  Shock,  chief  of  bureau.**  Do  all  your  contracts  read  in  that  way  ¥— A. 
All  those  of  March  3d,  last,  read  in  that  way. 

By  Mr.  Pridemore  : 

Q.  On  March  3d,  last,  the  vessels,  I  suppose,  were  largely  on  their  way  to  completion. 
If.  in  your  case,  no  appropriation  had  been  made  to  meet  the  work  which  you  had  done 
mi  hout  contract^  the  government  would,  of  course,  ultimately  have  lost  the  whole  of  its  out- 
lay- on  the  vessel  f— A.  O,  certainly.  Our  work  was  as  near  completed  last  March,  when 
that  contract  was  made,  as  it  is  to-day. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  State  whether,  in  point  of  economy,  it  was  not  a  very  proper  step  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  enter  into  this  contract  for  the  completion  of  the  Amphitrite  f — A. 
Well,  in  answer  to  that,  I  can  simply  give  you  my  judgment.  I  do  nut  see  how  it  is  possi- 
ble to  do  otherwise. 

Q.  I  am  asking  simply  for  your  judgment  as  that  of  a  business  man. — A.  The  government 
has  spent  a  large  amount  of  monev  on  those  monitors.  They  are  a  first-class  style  of  mon- 
itors— as  good  as  anything  of  the  kind  built  iu  the  world  by  any  other  government — and  the 
government  would  not  waste  a  dollar  in  having  those  monitors  completed ;  in  fact,  they  have 
got  to  do  it  to  save  that  which  they  have  already  expended. 

Q.  Then,  in  your  judgment,  as  a  matter  of  business,  this  additional  contract  made  with 
jou  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  was  in  the  interest  of  economy,  good  management,  and  a 
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judicious  expenditure  of  the  public  money,  so  far  as  concerned  the  Navj  Department  and 
the  government? — A.  I  consider  it  to  have  been  such  in  its  every  aspect. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  You  said  yon  were  told  that  the  government  had  appointed  a  commission  to  estimate 
the  cost  of  the  work  to  be  done  on  the  Amphitrite  under  this  third  contract  Tell  me  who 
gave  you  this  information  f — A.  I  really  do  not  know  ;  and  I  knew  nothing  of  the  result 
of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  composed  the  commission  f — A.  I  cannot  tell  now.  It  was  some- 
body in  the  engineering  department,  and  in  the  construction  department;  I  think,  both 
together.  The  selections  were  made  from  those  two  departments.  1  think  the  chief  of  the 
bureau  said,  when  we  were  urging  the  contract,  **  Well,  we  are  not  ready  to  make  the  con- 
tract ;  we  are  looking  into  this  matter  ourselves,  and  when  we  are  ready,  when  we  have 
made  up  our  minds  as  to  what  we  think  this  work  is  worth,  then  we  will  be  ready  to  talk 
with  yon."  And  we  waited  on,  month  afler  month,  before  they  reached  that  point  that  they 
were  ready  to  talk  with  the  parties. 

Q.  At  the  time  at  which  you  made  your  proposal  for  this  third  contract  did  yon  know  the 
amounts  of  the  bids  made  by  other  parties  tor  the  other  similar  work  f — A.  We  did  not. 
Our  bid  was  made  separate  and  distinct. 

Q.  Did  yon  know  the  amount  specified  in  Roach *s  contract? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Or  in  that  of  the  Cramps  ? — A.  I  did  not.    I  knew  nobody's  but  our  own. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  simply  based  your  proposal  on  your  own  calculation? — A.  On  the  faith  of  our 
own  calculations  and  estimates. 

Q.  And  the  department  told  you  they  would  give  you  a  less  sum  ? — A.  That  if  we  were 
disposed  to  take  the  sum  they  named  they  would  make  a  contract  wfth  ue.  But  we  were 
not  disposed,  at  first,  to  take  the  price  they  named. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  I  notice  in  the  papers  of  the  exhibit  prepared  by  yon  another  contract  where  the  gov- 
ernment offered  $230,000  ? — A.  That  is  for  the  engines. 

Q.  What  was  your  bid  ?— A.  I  forget  what  it  was.  It  was  made  some  time  previous  to 
that. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  State  whether  the  amount  offered  to  you  by  the  government  was  below  the  amount  of 
your  bid. — A.  It  was. 

Q.  How  much  was  it  below  ?—A.  I  think  it  was  some  $15,000  below  the  amount  we 
stated. 

Q.  W^  the  offer  of  the  government  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  the  other  contract — lake 
it  if  you  want  it  ? — A.  The  same  as  in  the  case  of  the  other  contract — **  take  it  if  you  want 
it;  if  not,  let  it  alone." 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  many  knots  per  hour  will  the  vessel  Amphitrite  be  capable  of  making  ? — ^A. 
That  would  depend  on  the  amount  of  steam  that  is  carried.  Under  some  circumstances  she 
ought  to  make  ten  knots.  She  ought  to  make  eleven  knots^  twelve  knots,  that  is,  by  exert- 
ing the  full  pressure  of  the  engine. 

Q.  What  would  be  her  capacity  ordmarily? — A.  Ordinarily  she  ought  to  make  twelve 
knots. 

Q.  Do  you^  not  think  that  a  vessel  of  the  class  to  which  she  belong^  ought  to  have  a 
greater  velocity  than  that? — A.  She  ought  to  make  twelve  knots  if  you  exert  the  whole 
power  of  the  engines.    They  oueht  to  exert  two  thousand  horse-power  with  those  engines. 

Q.  Without  danger  ?— A.  Without  any  danger. 

Q.  And  for  any  duration  7 — A.  For  any  duration  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell: 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  she  could  do  that  without  straining  the  engine  ?~ A.  She  could  do  that 
without  straining  the  engine.   . 

Q.  Of  course  you  could  get  a  high  degree  of  velocity  by  straining  your  machinery  ?~A- 
I  do  not  mean  that.  I  mean  by  working  the  engine  up  to  Its  natural  power,  up  to  that 
which  it  is  capable  of  doing  at  any  time,  day  in  and  day  out. 


Washington,  D.  C,  February  16,  1878. 
KiCHARD  W.  Thompson  (Secretary  of  the  Navy)  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Mr.  Secretary,  the  committee  de.sire  to  inquire  of  you  respecting  the  suspen- 
sion of  certain  contracts,  the  orders  for  which  suspensions  were  dated  subsequent  to  the 
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time  at  which  yon  became  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  State  first  at  what  time  yoa  did  become 
Secref-ary  of  the  Navy. — Answer.  I  took  possession  of  the  department  on  the  12th  of 
March,  1877. 

In  looking  into  the  condition  of  the  Department  so  ba  to  ascertain  the  extent  of  its  lia- 
bilities and  Its  means,  I  fonnd  a  contract  made  with  Bur^^ess  for  work  on  the  Monad  nock, 
dated  March  3,  1877.  I  fonnd  also  a  contract  with  Cramp  &,  Sons  for  work  on  the  Terror, 
dated  the  same  day,  and  another  .contract  with  Harlan  &,  Hbllinprsworth  Company  for  work 
on  the  Amphitrite,  dated  the  same  day,  and  one  with  John  Roach  for  work  on  the  Puritan, 
dated  the  same  day. 

Q.  Were  those  contracts  with  the  Burean  of  Construction  and  Repair  ? — A.  Those  con- 
tracts were  with  the  Burean  of  Conntruction  and  Repair.  I  found  also  contracts  made 
with  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  dated  M^rch  3d,  for  work  on  the  engioes  of  the 
Monadnock,  with  Bnrji^AS  ;  on  the  engines  of  the  Terror,  with  Cramp  &,  Sons ;  on  the  engines 
of  the  Amphitrite,  with  Harlan  &  llollingsworth  Company  ;  and  on  the  engines  of  the  Pu- 
ritan, with  John  Roach.  Those  contracts  I  regarded  as  imposing  an  obligation  upon  the 
government,  to  discharge  which  there  hnd  been  no  p^'ovisioa  by  law  for  the  appropriation 
of  money ;  and  under  section  3732  of  the  Revised  Statutes  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  suspend 
them.    The  language  of  that  section  you  all  remember,  I  suppose.     It  is  this : 

*'  That  no  contract  or  purchase  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  shall  be  made,  unless  the 
same  is  authorized  by  law  or  is  under  an  appropriation  adequate  to  its  fulfillmoat,  except 
in  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  for  clothing,  subsistence,  forage,  fuel,  quarters,  or  trans- 
portation, which,  however,  fthall  not  exceed  the  necessities  of  the  current  vear.'* 

Tbeae  exceptions  are  small  and  limited  necessarily  by  the  necessities  of  the  current  year, 
but  inasmuch  as  there  was  no  appropriation  adequate  to  the  fulfillment  of  these  contracts, 
I  regarded  it  as  my  duty  to  suspend  them.  I  considered  in  doing  so  the  difference  between 
a  suspension  and  a  cancellation,  and  hesitated  a  little  before  I  adopted  the  determination  to 
suspend  them.  While  temporarily  tlje  effect  might  be  the  same  in  either  case,  I  considered 
it  my  duty  rather  to  suspend  than  to  cancel,  for  the  reason  that  I  preferred  to  submit  the 
question  of  cancellation  to  Congress,  so  that  Congress  should  decide  whether  these  con- 
tracts should  be  set  aside  or  executed.  Therefore  I  suspended  the  work  upon  them,  so  as 
to  prevent  any  liability  being  incurred  on  the  part  of  the  government,  and  I  reported  them 
to  Cong^ress,  as  you  are  aware,  in  my  annnal  report,  leaving  to  Congress  the  obligation  and 
responsibility  of  decidiun^  whether  those  vessels  should  be  completed,  and  whether,  if  com- 
pleted, it  should  be  done  under  these  contracts  or  other  contracts. 

There  was  another  view  of  the  question  which,  while  it  was  not  controlling,  yet  it  did 
influence  my  mind  a  good  deal  (for  tiaviog  found  one  section  of  the  statute  which  required 
or  justified  their  suspension,  I  did  not  very  much  care  about  the  other),  and  that  was  as  to 
whether  these  contracts  were  properly  made  bv  notice  and  open  bid  from  the  parties  who 
might  feel  disposed  to  enter  into  competition.  The  reason  whV  that  did  not  affect  me  very 
much  was  this,  that  there  had  been  already  contracts  made  for  these  ships,  running  back 
as  far  as  1874,  with  these  same  parties. 

Q.  Except  in  one  case,  the  Rowland  case  ? — A.  Yes ;  except  in  the  Rowland  case.  It 
might  seem,  therefore,  that  there  was  no  such  positive  necessity  for  notice  as  there  would 
have  been  in  the  cases  of  original  contracts,  as  this  was  rath3r  the  continuance  of  labor 
under  contracts  which  had  already  been  made,  and  therefore  I  was  not  much  influenced  by 
that,  regarding,  as  I  did,  the  other  section  of  the  statute  (section  3732^  as  imperative.  In 
other  words,  I  did  not  regard  myself  as  having  any  authoritv  to  justify  these  parties  in  con- 
tinuing to  perform  labor  for  the  government  in  advance  of  Congresbioual  appropriations, 
because  it  would  involve  the  government  in  expenditures  which  Congress  aid  not  con- 
template. 

By  Mr.  Carlislr  : 

Q.  These  vessels  were  at  the  yards  of  the  builders  t — A.  They  were  in  the  possession  of 
these  parties.  They  belonged  to  the  government,  and  that  is  one  reason  why  I  did  not  re- 
grird  tne  question  of  notice  as  a  very  serious  one.  The  contracts  for  boilers  were  made  on 
the  7th  of  March.  These  were  original  contracts  and  not  for  continuing  work,  and  hence  I 
re^rarded  those  contracts  as  being  subject  to  both  objections—  first,  the  want  of  notice,  and 
second,  the  want  of  appropriations. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Those  were  made  with  whom? — A.  They  were  made  with  the  South  Boston  Ircn 
Company.  Those  are  the  Tuscarora,  the  Narragansett,  the  Snowdrop,  and  the  Dictator,  a^^- 
gregating  $:^i,000.  Those  contracts  were  made  independent  of  any  former  contracts  with 
the  parties,  and  therefore  stood  in  the  attitude  of  original  contracts.  They  were  dated,  some 
on  the  7th,  and  a  portion  of  them  on  the  10th.  I  suspended  those  contracts  for  two  reasons ; 
first,  that  they  were  without  notice,  and  second,  that  they  were  without  appropriations. 
Those  general  principles  embraced  all  the  large  contracts.  I  found  also  a  large  number  of 
what  are  called  *'  orders  for  timber.'*  I  call  them  contracts,  for  they  are  just  as  much  con- 
tracts as  if  they  were  written  out  as  such.  They  are  propositions  on  the  part  oF  contract- 
ors to  furnish  lumber,  and  an  acceptance  of  it  by  the  department.     Those  contracts  I  bus- 
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pended  also,  for  the  reason  that  it  was  not  fully  demonstrated  to  my  satisfaction  that  we 
needed  the  lumber.  That,  however,  would  not  have  been  a  sufficient  consideration  to  in- 
duce me  to  set  aside  a  contract  existinjif,  but  they  were  without  notice,  and  the  fund  for  the 
purchase  of  lumber  was  all  exhausted.  Hence  the  same  objection  arose  as  in  the  other  case, 
that  it  was  an  expenditure  without  an  appropriation.  Those  contracts  I  also  reserved  to  be 
communicated  to  Congress,  with  a  view  to  having  Congress  decide  what  should  be  done 
with  them. 

Q.  Have  you  with  you  a  list  of  those  orders  f — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  them  all 
here.  I  will  ?ive  yoa  all  that  I  now  have,  and  if,  upon  examination,  I  find  there  are  any 
others,  I  will  supplement  the  list  now  presented  with  the  remainder.  Those  upon  the  list  that 
I  have  here  are  as  follows  :  An  order  for  an  agreement  with  F.  H.  Smith  &.  Co.  for  live- 
oak  ;  J.  Bigler  &.  Co.  for  white  oak :  W.  B.  Hatch  &,  Co.  for  white  oak  ;  J.  W.  Bucher, 
for  knees ;  William  White,  for  timber ;  Desher  &  Co.  knees  and  timber ;  S  P.  Brown, 
lumber. 

I  had  an  obiectlon  to  that  system  as  soon  as  I  could  learn  its  operations.  First,  for  the 
reason  that  when  contracts  of  that  kind  were  made,  they  were  made  upon  what  was  called 
the  **  schedule  price  ";  that  is,  the  schedules  fixing  the  price  of  different  kinds  of  lumber 
agreed  upon  in  the  department — and  those  schedules  superseded  the  bids.  I  had  an  idea 
that  it  would  be  better  to  offer  them,  like  all  other  contracts,  in  the  open  market  so  that  any 
one  so  disposed  might  bid  loWer  than  the  schedule.  1  thought  that  probably  the  schedules 
were  too  high,  and  I  preferred  to  suspend  them  for  that  reason,  so  as  to  introduce  a  new 
mode  of  purchasing  timber.  But  the  objection  I  had  to  them  was  that  they  were  in  the 
nature  of  contracts  without  notice  and  without  competition,  and  were  in  advance  of  Con- 
gressional  appropriations,  because  there  was  no  money  then  in  the  Treasury  which  could  be 
applied  to  their  payment.  I  found  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  in  executing  my  order  of  sus- 
pension. Some  of  these  parties,  perhaps  almost  all  of  them,  seemed  to  me  to  be  acting  in 
good  faith,  so  far  as  I  could  judge.  I  had  interviews  with  the  whole  of  them,  with  one  ex- 
ception, and  that  I  will  mention  presently.  They  had  their  lumber,  some  of  them,  in  transiim 
(1  recollect  that  one  man,  two  men,  had  some  lumber  on  board  Hhip  ;  this  man  Bigler  had 
two  ships  loaded  ;  another  man  had  a  ship  down  somewhere  on  the  coast  of  South  Carolina 
with  live-oak,  perhaps  that  was  Smith),  and  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  very  harsh  that  I  should 
force  these  people  to  unload  their  ships  at  large  expense  and  subject  them  to  all  other  kinds 
of  loss.  And  after  a  great  deal  of  hesitation  to  perpetrate  an  act  of  injustice  upon  men  who 
seemed  to  be  acting  in  good  faith,  I  modified  my  order  of  suspension  to  this  extent,  that  I 
permitted  them  to  put  the  lumber  in  the  navy-yards — being  a  sort  of  place  for  its  preserva- 
tion— not  to  be  used  by  the  government  of  the  United  States  nor  to  be  accepted  under  the 
contract,  but  simply  to  be  deposited  there,  to  save  them  from  the  large  loss  to  which  they 
would  be  snlnected  in  abiding  the  result  of  Cong^ssional  action.  Congress,  therefore,  will 
have  to  decide  whether  those  contracts  can  be  executed  or  not.  We  have  a  great  deal  of 
lumber  on  hand,  and  I  did  not  regard  myself  as  being  justified  rn  carrying  out  those  con- 
tracts, even  though  I  might  have  needed  some  of  the  lumber,  because  I  preferred  to  pur- 
chase in  the  market  after  full  advertisement. 

I  said  there  was  one  contract  here  that  did  not  seem  to  me  to  be  in  good  faith  ;  that  is  the 
contract  of  a  William  White.  I  became  satisfied  from  looking  at  that  contract,  from  my  own 
personal  knowledge  of  the  class  of  timber,  that  the  price  to  be  paid  was  enormously  high 
and  that  nothing  could  justify  it. 

The  Chairman.  What  particular  timber  was  thatt 

A.  It  was  some  fine  timber  that  was  got  from  up  in  the  regions  of  North  Carolina  and 
Virginia,  and  a  very  superior  lot  of  timber.  I  understand  really  it  is  as  good  a  lot  of  timber 
as  was  ever  brought  out  from  the  woods  anywhere ;  and  some  of  it  is  remarkably  good ; 
perhaps  better  than  can  be  found  anywhere  else.  While  I  do  not  now  propose  to  be  accu- 
rate about  the  exact  amount  that  was  proposed  to  be  paid  for  that  timber,  my  recollection 
is  that  the  contract  provided  for  the  payment  of  seventy-five  cents  for  what  could  have  been 
bouflrht  from  anybooy  else  for  fifty. 

Mr.  Page.  The  same  class  of  timber  could  have  been  bonght  for  that  f 

A.  The  same  class  of  timber,  and  what  the  man  himself  would  have  furnished  for  fifly. 
I  set  aside  that  contract  and  notified  the  party  that  that  timber  could  not  be  delivered.  He 
came  here  himself  to  see  me,  and  the  first  thing  he  said  to  me  when  he  came  into  the  depart- 
ment, said  he,  **  Mr.  Secretary,  you  have  suspended  mv  contract."  **  Yes,  sir ;  1  have." 
**  Well,"  said  he,  *'you  did  right/'  "  I  am  satisfied  of  that,  sir ;  but  I  am  curious  to  know 
why  you  think  so."  Said  he,  '*My  contract  was  fraudulent,  sir."  '*!  am  quite  satisfied 
of  that  also,  but  I  am  still  more  curious  to  know  why  you  think  it  is  fraudulent."  He  then 
stated  to  me  that  he  had  offered  to  furnish  that  timber  for  fifty  cents,  and  would  have  done 
it  but  could  not  get  the  contract;  that  some  man,  whose  name  he  did  not  give  me,  came  to 
him  and  told  him  that  he  could  get  that  contract  for  seventy-five  cents,  the  timber  to  be  de- 
livered at  Kittery — the  Charlestown  navy-yard — Portsmouth,  I  mean,  but  that  they  could 
get  it  afterward  changed  so  as  to  deliver  it  at  Norfolk  :  and  that  he  would  have  the  contract 
made  in  that  way,  provided  he  would  give  him  the  difference  in  the  two  prices,  seventy-five 
and  fifty  cents. 
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By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  What  was  the  name  of  this  party  who  had  the  contract  7 — A.  His  name  was  William 
White. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live  7 — A.  He  lives  down  here  in  Virprinia ;  in  that  section  of  country. 
He  seemed  to  be  a  very  frank  fellow.  The  timber  was  to  be  delivered  at  Kittery.  My  re- 
membrance is  it  was  so  understood.  That  would  have  been  perhaps  a  fair  price  for  the 
timber  at  Kittery ;  but  after  it  was  made  it  was  changed,  as  he  said,  to  be  delivered  at  Nor- 
folk. So  that  they  were  getting  under  that  contract  seventy-five  cents  for  what  ho  had 
agreed  to  deliver  at  fifty.  In  speaking  of  this  man  who  came  to  him,  he  gave  me  no  name 
at  all,  nor  did  he  say  who  the  man  was,  I  had  heard  previouslv  that  the  name  of  a  cfentle- 
mau  who  had  been  in  Congress  was  connected  with  it,  but  dia  not  press  the  matter  upon 
him  at  all.  He  gave  to  the  correspondent  of  a  certain  paper,  however,  a  statement  that  it 
was  a  man  who  had  been  a  member  of  Congress  who  eot  that  contract. 

Q.  Did  he  give  the  name  in  that  connection  f — A.  No;  the  name  did  not  appear  there. 
I  do  not  think  anybodv  ever  said  anything  to  me  about  who  that  gentleman  was,  except 
that  White,  I  think,  told  Easby  and  Easby  told  me  what  he  got  from  White  or  somebody 
else.  It  was  Mr.  Platt,  as  it  was  rumored  to  me.  White  did  not  say  anything  to  me 
about  the  name.  Some  time  after  that — the  period  of  time  that  elapsed  I  cannot  remember — 
Mr.  Platt  came  to  see  me,  having  heard  that  this  thing  was  ta^ed  about,  and  that  he  was 
accused  of  having  had  some  agency  in  the  matter,  and  protested  against  its  being  true, 
said  that  he  had  no  interest  in  the  contract  at  all,  and  that  it  was  false  to  suppose  that  he 
was  going  to  have  any  portion  of  that  money.  That  is  all  that  I  know  about  it,  everything 
that  I  do  know.  I  felt  gratified  in  being  enabled  to  stop  that  thing.  Whether  that  man 
sold  his  timber  or  not,  now,  I  do  not  know. 

By  Mr.  Pridbmore  : 

Q.  Just  there,  Mr.  Secretary,  I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  question  If  I  understood  you 
aright,  the  contract  did  appear  to' have  been  made  to  deliver  at  Kittery,  and  to  have  been 
afterward  changed  to  deliver  at  Norfolk  f — A.  That  is  my  present  remembrance  of  it. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Is  there  any  correspondence  on  file  or  anything  to  show  to  that  effect  7 — A.  No,  sir. 
I  objected  seriously — ana  it  is  a  thing  I  do  not  allow  at  all — to  the  mode  of  making  those 
timber  contracts.  They  were  generally  made  by  the  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction 
and  Repair,  of  his  own  will  and  accord,  and  there  was  no  protection  that  the  government 
had  against  the  injudicious  action  of  its  officers;  and  under  the  system  which  then  prevailed 
it  seemed  to  me  there  was  too  much  discretionary  power  to  be  lodged  in  the  hands  of  any 
man. 

Q.  Who  was  chief  of  the  bureau  at  that  time  7 — A.  Isaiah  Hanscom. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Mr.  Secretary,  if  you  have  a  memorandum  showing  the  dates  and  amounts  of  these  sev- 
eral  contracts,  outside  of  the  orders,  it  might  be  well  to  leave  it  with  the  reporter. — A.  The 
memorandum  I  have  is  merely  for  reference,  and  as  to  the  dates  the  contracts  will  show  for 
themselves,  and  all  those  you  will  be  able  to  get  from  the  bureaus.  However,  I  will  have 
a  paper  prepared  giving  the  precise  amount  and  date  of  each  contract,  the  name  of  the 
partv  with  whom  it  was  made,  and  the  amount  of  money  that  it  would  require  to  cover  it. 

Tne  Chairman.  Please  also  include  in  the  cases  in  which  you  have  modified  the  order 
of  suspension  the  extent  of  the  deliveries. — A.  I  will  include  that.  In  most  of  the  cases 
there  have  been  some  deliveries  where  they  were  in  transitu. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  further  statement  to  make,  Mr.  Secretary,  in  regard  to  these  suspen- 
sions?— A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  anything  more  to  say  on  that  subject.  You  have  the 
general  motives  that  operated  on  my  mind  in  connection  with  the  suspensions. 

Q.  Yon  have  not  stated  the  dates  of  the  suspensions,  I  think  ¥ — A.  I  think  they  were 
suspended  on  the  16th  of  March.  I  came  here  on  the  J 2th,  and  I  got  at  it  as  quick  as  I 
could. 

Q.  Please  furnish  the  committee  with  copies  of  the  order  of  suspension  and  the  order 
iDodifying  the  same. — A.  The  first  thing  that  I  did  when  I  came  here  (and  those  first  four 
days  I  spent  exclusively  upon  a  great  manv  things  connected  with  that  business),  as  I  said 
a  while  ago,  the  first  thing  that  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  my  duty  to  do  was  to  find  out  the 
liabilities  of  the  department  and  its  means  of  reaching  them,  ana  about  the  first  thing  that 
I  ran  foul  of  was  these  large  contracts.  I  then  began  to  inquire  how,  if  they  were  exe- 
cuted, we  could  meet  them,  and  saw  the  result,  which  satisfied  my  mind  that  they  ought  to 
be  suspended.  I  hesitated  a  little  while  longer  on  that  subject  than  on  any  other— as  to 
the  difference  between  suspension  and  cancellation. 

Q.  It  has  been  stated  here  that  the  work  on  those  four  double- turreted  monitors,  which  is 
provided  to  bo  done  by  the  first  and  second  contracts  respectively,  cannot  be  completed 
until  certain  work  is  done  which  is  provided  for  by  these  contracts  of  March  10. — A.  That 
1  suppose  to  be  to  some  extent  true.    Whether  the  necessity  for  the  completion  of  the  work 
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under  these  last  contracts  is  as  imminent  as  thej  represent  U  to  be,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
answer,  but  I  think  there  is  something  necessary  to  be  done  under  the  last  contracts  before 
that  work  is  completed.  I  have  no  reason  to  believe,  from  anythin^^  that  I  have  seen,  that 
any  of  these  contractors  were  actin^i^  in  bad  faith  at  alt,  nor  have  I  any  reason  at  all  to  believe 
that  the  prices  they  were  paid  were  exorbitant.  I  do  not  know,  indeed,  on  that  subject,  for 
I  have  not  investigated  them.    After  having  suspended  them,  I  did  not  investigate  them. 

Q.  There  are  considerable  amounts  of  money  due  on  former  contracts,  are  there  not  f — A. 
There  are  ;  all  of  which  is  reported. 

Q.  What  action  is  reouired  to  be  taken  by  the  interests  of  the  government  with  reference 
to  the  adjudication  of  those  accounts  f — A.  I  think  that  those  contracts  ought  to  be  paid. 
They  were  fairly  and  legitimatelv  made  by  the  parties  who  made  them,  and  the  money  has 
been  earned  by  the  parties  and  has  been  certified  to  by  the  proper  officers,  and  I  have  no 
means  of  knowing  that  the  amounts  are  not  due.  There  are  some  of  these  claims  in  which 
the  amount  of  indebtednees  is  operating  very  severely  upon  some  of  these  men.  I  may 
mention  the  case  of  one  man  who  has  nad  a  large  contract  for  timber—  Hatch,  of  Balti- 
more.   My  impression  is  that  the  amount  due  him  by  the  government  is  $91,000. 

Q.  Upon  approved  bills  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  And  I  have  scrutinized  that  account  as  much  as 
I  have,  because  the  man  has  been  to  see  me  so  frequently,  almost  with  tears  in  his  eyest  to 
tell  about  embarrassments  and  so  on.  And  when  I  got  his  account  and  compared  it  with 
books  in  the  office,  I  found  %t  corresponded  precisel v.  A  considerable  amount  of  his  in- 
debtedness runs  back  a  long  way,  I  cannot  tell  how  long  ;  the  account  shows  the  indebted- 
ness. I  have  no  means  of  knowing  how  far  there  has  been  an  attempt,  if  there  has  been 
any,  on  the  part  of  any  of  these  contractors  to  overreach  the  government  heretofore. 

There  is  one  question,  however,  which  enters  into  the  general  policy  which  Congress 
may  think  it  necessary  to  adopt  in  reference  to  the  Puritan  which  does  not  affect  any  of 
those  other  double-turreted  monitors.  The  Puritan  was  originally  designed  to  be  con- 
structed according  to  the  model  as  agreed  upon,  with  her  turrets  of  certain  dimensions.  Her 
estimates  were,  I  suppose,  calculated  as  accurately  as  could  be,  but  it  was  represented  to  mo 
that  if  constructed  according  to  the  original  plan,  upon  the  lines  laid  down,  with  her  turrets 
of  the  diameter  and  weight,  and  her  armor  of  the  weight  contemplated,  she  would  .•4ink  too 
deep  in  the  water,  and  that  the  same  difficulty  might  arise  with  her  that  had  arisen  with  one 
or  two  similar  ships  in  Europe,  where  they  had  not  calculated  closely  enongh  to  determine 
her  power  of  resistance  as  against  heavy  armor  and  turrets  in  the  water.  I  deemed  it  then 
my  duty  to  appoint  a  board  of  competent  gentlemen,  officers  of  the  Navv,  to  make  a  thorough 
inspection  of  the  vessel,  so  as  to  enable  me  to  know,  in  that  I  might  furnish  Congress  with 
the  necessary  information,  as  to  whether  the  Puritan  could  be  constructed  according  to  the 
original  plan  and  answer  the  ends  designed  when  completed.  The  result  of  the  report  of 
the  boara  was  the  representation  to  me  that,  with  all  ner  armor  on  and  her  turrets  of  the 
dimensions  they  were  originally  designed  to  be,  she  would  sink  too  deep  in  the  water,  so 
deep  that  she  would  not  be  of  any  service  at  all.  I  then  had  the  question  examined  as  to 
what  should  be  done  with  her,  as  to  how  far  she  could  be  built  on  her  lines  as  originally 
laid  down,  and  yet  be  serviceable.  Two  plans  were  sucrgested  by  these  officers.  One  was 
to  lengthen  her  by  cutting  her  in  two  in  the  middle,  which,  of  course,  would  involve  very 
great  expense ;  and  the  other  was  to  lessen  the  diameter  of  the  turrets.  It  was  supposed 
that  by  doing  that  the  weight  might  be  diminished  so  that  she  would  answer  all  the  ends  de- 
signed. If  the  latter  were  done — that  is,  the  turrets  lessened  in  diameter— it  would,  of 
course,  cost  nothing,  because  the  turrets  can  be  so  arranged  as  to  make  them  suitable. 
The  question  as  to  whether  her  armor  should  be  lessened  in  thickness  is  one  which  I  have 
considered  a  good  deal,  and  about  which,  I  confess,  one  opinion  may  be  as  well  entertained  as 
another,  in  so  far  as  the  armor  is  defensive.  Her  armor  now  is  ten  inches  and  five-eighths  or 
seven-eighths — a  little  less  than  eleven  inches.  As  originally  designed,  it  was  contem- 
plated that  it  should  be  laminated — that  is,  one  sheet  of  iron  lapped  over  j^nother/ 
^  Q.  Would  that  make  it  materially  lighter? — A.  No;  it  does  not  make  it  very  much 
lighter,  but  it  diminishes  its  capacity  of  resistance.  Upon  an  examination  of  that  question 
and  a  good  deal  of  care  being  bestowed  upon  it  by  myself,  I  decided,  because  it  did  not  in- 
crease the  weight,  that  the  armor  had  better  be  solid  instead  of  being  laminated.  There  is 
not  much  difference  between  the  weight  of  laminated  armor  and  solid  armor,  but  the  ad- 
vantage in  favor  of  the  solid  armor  consists  in  its  greater  power  of  resistance.  In  so  far  as 
I  am  enabled  to  form  an  opinion,  I  would  say  that  there  is  a  difference  of  20  per  cent,  in  the 
power  of  resistance  in  favor  of  the  solid  iron.  But,  at  the  same  time,  there  is  prac  Jcally 
very  little  more  power  of  resistance  in  eleven  inches  of  armor  than  there  is  in  five,  for  they  can 
shoot  a  projectile  through  one  just  as  easy  as  through  the  other.  That  auestion,  however, 
is  one  that  enters  into  that  of  the  whole  system  of  iron-clad  ships.  In  Europe,  they  have 
already  bored  through  twenty-two  inches. 

O.  With  what  kind  of  a  gun? — A.  Well,  with  these  very  large  rifled  guns  well  supplied 
with  powder,  with  say  150  pounds  of  powder.  The  projectile  plows  its  way  through.  The 
ordnance  men  in  Europe  think  they  can  go  through  any  thickness,  and  there  is  no  telling  to 
what  conclusions  their  experiments  may  reach,  because  the  whole  system  of  naval  warfare 
now  is  undergoing  changes  almost  daily. 
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Bj  Mr.  Pridemore  : 

Q.  Please  explaio,  as  I  did  not  exactly  nnderstand  it,  yonr  answer  in  relation  to  the 
wei(;ht  of  the  Puritan,  in  consequence  of  which  she  would  seem  to  sink  too  deep  in  the 
water  and  thus  seem  to  be  inoperative.  Was  the  building  done  on  plans  furnished  by  this 
department  to  the  contractors  or  upon  plans  furnished  by  the  contractors  themselves  T — A. 
My  undej standing  was  that  they  were  drawn  up  here  in  the  department. 

Q.  So  that  the  contractor  was  not  to  blame  f  — -A.  O,  no ;  Roach  was  not  to  blame.  My 
impression  is  that  Roach  was  acting  in  good  faith. 

Q.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  as  an  experienced  ship-builder  he  ought  to  have  known 
whether,  upon  the  estimates  furnished  by  him,  the  ship,  when  built,  would  be  available  for 
use  7 — A.  The  ship  had  just  reached  that  point  at  whicn  it  was  necessarv  to  solve  that  ques- 
tion :  and  if  I  hau  not  solved  it,  he  probably  would  have  done  it  before  he  went  on. 

Q.  I  am  not  sufficiently  familiar  with  the  details  of  ship-building  to  decide  the  point,  and 
have  therefore  suggested  it. — A.  I  think  it  quite  likely  that  he  would  have  come  to  make  the 
calculation  before  he  be^un  to  put  his  weight  on.  These  are  all  matters  which  necessarily 
enter  into  the  question  ot  expediency  with  reference  to  the  building  of  those  vessels. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  If  the  government  was  to  decline  to  pay  what  is  due  Oj^  these  contracts,  I  presume 
it  would  lose  absolutely  all  that  it  has  paid  upon  them  f — A.  OThink  that  that  is  clear.  It 
would  not  only  interfere  with  these  men,  brealc  them  up,  but  would  put  the  government  in 
the  attitude  of* losing  all  of  its  expenditure  upon  these  vessels. 

By  Mr.  Pridemore  : 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  a  repudiation  of  its  obligations  7 — A.  It  would  be  in  point  of  fact  an 
absolute  repudiation. 

Q.  Your  opinion  then  is  that  the  government  ought  to  go  on  and  appropriate  the  money  T 
— A.  I  think  so.  because  it  would  be  too  g^eat  a  waste  of  money  to  allow  its  previous  ex- 
penditure to  be  lost. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Would  these  vessels  be  effective  for  the  purpose  designed,  when  completed  f — A.  That 
involves,  of  course,  the  consideration  of  the  great  question  of  what  an  iron-clad  is  for  and 
its  use. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell  : 

Q.  Would  they  be  effective  vessels  of  their  kind? — A.  O,  unquestionably.  They  would 
be  good  vessels  of  their  kind. 

By  Mr.  Pridemore  : 

Q.  At  the  time  at  which  the  vessels  were  originally  ordered,  was  their  construction  re- 
garded as  essential  to  the  service  f — A.  Undoubtedly.  They  were  regarded  as  absolutely 
essential  and  necessary, 

Q.  The  change  of  opinion  in  regard  to  their  utility  is  one  that  has  been  developed  since 
that  time  ? — A.  It  has  been  developed  since  that  time.  Everybody  then  was  in  favor  of  the 
idea.  I  think  that  Congress  undertook  to  build  these  vessels,  understanding  the  necessity  for 
them. 

Q.  That  accords  with  my  recollection  of  the  circumstances  under  which  they  were  pro- 
vided for. — A.  I  found  nothing  in  them  at  all  which  excited  any  suspicion  in  my  mind 
•gainst  the  integrity  of  the  men  who  were  executing  these  contracts. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Supposing  that  the  parties  executing  these  contracts  are  refused  appropriations  for  their 
payment  by  Congress,  would  they  not  have  a  light  to  go  into  the  Court  of  Claims  and  re- 
cover the  amounts  dueT — A.  I  have  not  looked  into  the  law  to  ascertain  whether  the  Court- 
of  Claims  has  jurisdiction  of  all  such  matters,  but  if  it  has,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  parties 
could  go  into  that  court.  I  will  say  this  for  these  men  (for  I  have  had  a  great  deal  of  in- 
tercourse with  them,  not  with  reference  to  what  they  have  been  doing  heretofore  at  all,  but 
an  intercourse  brought  about  by  their  necessities),  that  they  carried  these  heavy  loads  for  a 
long  time  and  are  very  mnch  embarrassed  indeed.  And  thev  have  been  importuning  me  in 
every  possible  way  to  give  them  a  sort  of  a  stipulation  which  would  bind  the  government  in 
aime  furm,  so  that  they  could  negotiate  their  claims  with  the  banks.  I  could  not  do  that  for 
the  reason  that,  as  I  understood  the  law.  it  prohibits  me  from  certifying  to  an  amount  of  in- 
debtedness in  favor  of  anybody  when  there  is  no  money  in  the  Treasury  to  meet  that  in- 
debtedness. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  At  the  time  at  which  they  were  made  with  these  parties,  were  the  former  contracts  in 
excess  of  the  appropriation  for  the  current  year  T — A.  That  I  cannot  tell  you.  I  never  in- 
vestigated as  to  that,  because  they  were  contracts  that  were  being  executed  and  some  of 
which  had  been  executed  prior  to  my  coming  into  office. 
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Q.  I  have  asked  the  question  because  such  would  appear  to  be  the  case,  from  the  fact  that 
thej  were  not  paid,  and  that  there  is  no  monej  with  which  to  pay  them. — A.  I  should  assume 
the  fact  to  be  as  you  have  intimated. 

[Note. — At  this  point,  in  reply  to  a  question  by  Mr.  Pridemore,  relative  to  the  availability 
of  the  iron-clad  vessels  when  completed,  the  witness  states :] 

A.  In  my  opinion,  as  floating  fortifications,  they  will  give,  perhaps,  the  very  highest  de- 
gree of  protection  to  our  coast  and  to  our  harbors. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  reference  to  these  timber-contracts  and  the  most  appropriate  disposition  to  be  made 
of  them  in  the  interests  of  economy,  efficiency,  and  the  honor  of  the  government,  what,  in 
your  judgment,  ought  to  be  done  f — A.  I  have  supposed  that  it  would  oe  better  for  the  gov- 
ernment to  ratify  those  contracts  and  let  the  timber  be  bought,  provided  Congress  intends  at 
any  time  to  build  more  ships.  I  may  say  here  that  I  find  a  great  many  ships  with  rotten 
timber  in  them,  which  evidently  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  timber  has  been  used  before 
having  been  properly  seasoned.  While  I  do  not  profess  to  know  very  much  about  those 
things,  I  have  an  impression  that  a  ship  ought  not  to  be  built  out  of  timber  which  has  been 
seasoned  less  than  three  years,  and,  of  course,  it  would  be  better  if  it  were  older  than  that. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  some  of  the  timber  of  the  kind  you  mention  that  has  been  put  in 
vessels,  has  rotted  before  thcflbssel  has  been  completed  ¥ — A.  It  sometimes  rots  very  rapidly. 
I  have  not  been  on  board  the  vessels  to  know  how  rapidly.  I  find  vessels  that  have  begun 
to  rot  so  quick  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  suppose  that  new  timber  had  been  put  into  them. 
I  think  myself  that  the  government  has  been  rather  remiss  in  its  care  for  the  live-oak  timber. 
Formerly  there  were  live-oak  timber  agents.  I  believe  the  practice  has  been  entirely 
abandoned,  because  they  never  could  get  men  who  were  sufficiently  careful  of  the  timber. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  the  live-oak  timber  agents  were  government  officials,  and  appointed 
by  the  department  t — A.  I  believe  they  were. 

Q.  [By  Mr.  Page.]  There  is  a  law  now  on  the  statute-books  prohibiting  the  cutting  of 
live-oak  on  the  eovernment  lands  f — A.  There  is. 

Q.  [By  Mr.  Hubbell.]  State  the  difference  between  live-oak  and  white  oak. — A.  The 
white  oak  is  a  timber  that  grows  through  all  the  country  here.  The  live-oak  is  a  timber 
that  grows  not  exactly  in  tropica]  regions,  but  along  the  country  bordering  on  the  Gulf.  It 
is  a  peculiar  timber. 

Q.  [By  Mr.  Page.]  It  is  used  for  knees? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  it  maybe  used  for  boards,  too 
I  can  give  you  an  instance  to  show  you  the  advantages  of  white-oak  over  live-oak  timber. 
We  have  here  now  at  the  navy-yard  in  this  city  the  Saratoga.  She  was  built  as  a  live-oak 
ship  over  thirty  years  ago — I  think  thirty-five  years  ago — and  she  has  been  several  times 
repaired  with  white  oak  above  her  hull,  up  under  the  deck.  I  suppose  that  the  white  oak 
had  rotted  a  good  many  times  before,  but  she  is  now  in  that  same  condition.  Her  white-oak 
timber  is  all  rotten,  so  much  so  that  by  using  my  walkiog-stick  I  could  jab  into  it,  and  it 
would  fall  out  like  it  would  fr  m  any  other  old  rotten  log.  But  the  live-oak  part  of  that 
ship  is  as  good  as  it  ever  was,  perfectly  sound,  and  when  I  shall  have  finished  repairing  her 
she  will  be  one  of  the  best  sailing-ships  we  have,  and  that  at  small  expense. 

[To  Mr.  Page.]  She  is  down  at  the  navy-yard  here  now.  I  am  taking  out  these  rotten 
timbers  and  putting  in  new. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  these  unexecuted  contracts  refer  to  any  particular  kind  of  timber  f — A.  Yes,  sir* 
Smithes  timber  contract  is  for  live-oak. 

Q.  Can  you  inform  the  committee  as  to  how  the  schedule  prices  for  timber  of  which  yon 
have  spoken  were  fixed  f — A.  I  cannot,  except  that  I  found  them  here  as  they  were  fixed  by 
the  department — I  suppose  by  the  Bureau  or  Construction  and  Kepair,  upon  a  conference 
or  consultation. 

Q.  There  is  no  method  prescribed  by  law  for  determining  them  f — A.  No,  sir  ;  none  that 
I  know  of.  I  think  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the  department ;  but  my  own  opinion,  when 
I  looked  at  those  schedules,  was  that  it  was  not  the  best  mode  of  doing  business,  because  iu 
the  fluctuating  condition  of  business  in  our  country  prices  are  changing  every  year.  A 
schedule  price  last  year  might  not  be  the  proper  jpi ice  to  pay  this  year. 

Q.  I  understand  that  under  the  arrangement  of  which  you  speak,  parties  having  timber  to 
sell  would  raise  the  price  if  timber  went  up  above  the  schedule  price,  but  if  it  went  down 
they  would  allow  the  price  to  remain  as  it  was  on  the  schedule? — A.  Yes, sir.  Of  course, 
the  schedule  must  depend  in  some  degree  on  the  amount  of  timber  that  we  have  on  hand. 
The  precise  amount  that  we  have  now  on  hand  I  cannot  tell  you  exactly,  nor  do  I  suppose 
it  could  be  ascertained,  because  many  of  the  wet  docks  are  filled  with  timber.  It  is  put 
down  there  in  the  mud  and  water,  which  is  the  best  mode  of  preserving  it.  und  kept  there 
until  it  is  used.  It  is  good  economy,  where  too  high  a  price  is  not  paid  for  the  timber,  to 
have  on  hand  all  the  timber  that  we  can  take  care  of,  so  that  a  sufficient  supply  of  seasoned 
timber  may  be  available  in  the  building  of  our  ships.  But,  as  preliminary  to  that,  it  is  also 
necessary  that  there  shall  be  some  means  of  protecting  it.        Now,  at  the  Noifolk  navy- 


EXPENDITURES  IN  THE  NAVY  DEPARTMENT.        77 

yard,  the  timber-shedi  (which  were  very  good,  I  understand)  were  destroyed  darine  the 
war,  and  they  have  never  been  rebuilt.  80  that  at  Norfolk  there  is  a  large  amount  of  very 
valuable  timber  on  the  yard  that  is  exposed  to  the  weather. 

Q.  AVbat  outlay  would  the  building  of  timber-sheds  at  Norfolk  yard  involve?— A.  I  will 
have  to  refer  you  to  the  estimate  reported  from  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  contained 
in  my  annual  report. 

Q.  In  your  judgment,  some  such  provision  is  demanded  for  economical  reasons? — A.  I 
think  so,  by  all  means.  It  is  as  necessarv  as  it  is  for  a  farmer  to  have  a  place  within  which 
to  store  his  grain.  There  is  some  very  nne  timber  there,  and  some  that  is  already  begin- 
ning to  torn  black. 

Q.  Possibly  the  loss  resulting  from  decay  in  the  course  of  a  single  year  would  be  equiva- 
lent in  amount  to  the  cost  of  building  the  sheds  T — A.  I  suppose  probably  it  would.  The 
sheds  are  necessary. 

Q.  Is  the  same  necessity  for  sheds  apparent  in  any  other  yard  T — A.  There  is  a  necessity 
for  like  provision  with  regard  to  League  Island,  where  sheds  are  also  required.  The  whole 
matter  is  presented  in  the  report  of  Admiral  Howell^  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and 
Docks. 

Q.  You  indorse  the  views  contained  in  that  report  t— A.  I  do.  I  think  the  report  addresses 
itself  to  the  judgment  of  Congress.  M 

Q.  In  adjusting  these  contracts  or  orders  for  timber,  wouldyon  have  it  left  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  to  determine  in  each  case  anew  the  amount  to  be  paid,  or  would  you  have 
Congress  abide  by  the  prices  already  agreed  upon  T — A.  Well,  that  is  a  pretty  serious  ques- 
tion. I  do  not  like  to  say  anything  that  may  be  construed  as  inviting  the  exercise  of  my 
discretionary  power  over  the  fixing  of  the  price  of  anything. 

Q.  Somebody  will  have  to  do  it. — A.  I  suppose,  from  what  I  can  learn,  that  it  would  per- 
haps be  well  enough  to  say  that  those  contracts  might  be  executed  for  prices  which  were 
fair  prices  at  the  time  of  their  consummation,  but  the  question  is  one  that  I  do  not  know 
exactly  bow  to  meet.  It  may  by  that  the  contract  piices  were  good,  all  fair  enough.  If 
you  will  permit  me,  I  would  prefer,  before  answering  the  question,  to  ascertain  something 
about  those  prices,  with  a  view  to  giving  a  more  reliable  opinion  upon  them  than  I  can  now 
give. 

[  Note. — ^The  witness  is  requested  to  act  upon  his  suggestion,  and  to  make  his  answer  to 
the  question  the  subject  of  a  communication  in  writing  to  the  chairmaiK] 

Q.  What  mode  of  purchase  do  you  recommend  for  the  purchase  of  timber  in  future  f — 
A.  I  have  supposed  that  it  would  be  better,  in  order  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  govern- 
ment against  an  undue  exercise  of  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  department,  to  make  an 
annual  provision  by  specific  appropriation  for  the  purchase  of  timber.  As  the  law  has  been 
it  is  general.  It  leaves  the  department  the  right  to  decide  how  )nuch  timber  they  will  have. 
I  think  it  would  be  better,  if  it  could  be  done,  for  Congress  to  make  a  special  appropriation 
for  timber,  so  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  his  annual  report  each  year,  would  report 
to  Congress  the  precise  amount  of  timber  on  hand,  and  its  condition  ;  and  then,  with  respect 
to  the  condition  and  necessities  of  the  Navy,  Congress  could  be  better  iufurmed  as  to  how  far 
the  appropriations  should  go  each  year.  As  it  is  now,  there  is  no  limitation  to  the  discretion 
as  to  this  particular  expenditure  within  the  aggregate  appropriation  fur  construction  and  re- 
pairs. 

Q.  Any  portion  of  the  whole  appropriation  could  be  devoted  to  the  special  purpose  to 
which  you  have  referred  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  a  matter  pertinent  to  the  committee's  inquiry  into  the  specific  expenditures  of  your 
department,  please  state  whether  the  government  has  been  subjected  to  any  expense  by 
reason  of  courtesies  accorded  to  Qeneral  Grant  in  the  visit  he  is  now  making  abroad. — A. 
Finding  that  Oeneral  Grant  was  going  to  Europe,  I  deemed  it  proper,  considering  that  we 
never  had  an  Ex-President  in  Europe,  and  considering  also  the  custom  of  European  govern- 
menta  to  pay  great  attention  to  dignitaries  who  had  held  high  offices — 1  deemed  it  proper  and 
prudent  in  every  sense  to  tender  him  the  privilege  whfch  is  sometimes  granted  to  our  citi- 
zens of  riding  on  the  war-vessels  as  they  would  pass  from  port  to  port  on  their  cruises. 
And  I  issued  instructions  to  the  almiral  of  the  Mediterranean  fleet,  stating  that,  where  it  did 
not  interfere  with  his  duty  as  a  cruiser,  he  might  permit  General  Grant  to  go  on  board  ship. 
This,  of  course,  involves  no  increase  of  the  pay  of  the  Navy  at  all,  becautse  the  ships  have 
to  be  sailing  in  any  event.  My  policy  has  been  to  keep  them  sailing  as  much  as  possible^ 
I  do  not  like  to  have  our  war- vessels  in  port,  especially  in  foreign  ports,  any  longer  than  is 
unavoidable,  for  the  reason  that  the  opposite  practice  has  a  very  demoralizing  effect  upon 
the  seamen  and  officers. 

By  Mr.  Pridemore  : 

Q.  The  courtesy  was  simply  that  of  a  free  passage  f — A.  Afree  passage.  And  for  whatever 
little  expense  was  incurred  on  his  account  in  the  way  of  subsistence  (for  what  he  would  eat) 
on  board  the  ships,  for  two  or  three  weeks,  I  instructed  them  to  render  me  an  account  and  I 
would  pay  it  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Navy,  a  total  possibly  of  two  or  three  hun- 
dred dollars. 
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By  Mr.  Paob  : 

Q.  The  privilege  extended  him  was  the  same  which  is  occasionally  accorded  to  members 
of  Confess t — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  same. 

Q.  State  whether,  in  extendinfi^  the  conrtesj  which  70a  did  extend  to  General  Grant,  70a 
did  not  believe  yon  were  acting  in  accord  with  the  general  sentiment  of  the  people  of  the 
conntry. — A.  I  certainly  did.  I  regarded  it  as  a  matter  about  which  there  could  be  no  di- 
versity of  opinion.  As  I  have  said,  we  had  never  had  an  Ex-President  of  the  United  States 
going  abroad,  and  I  knew  that  the  leading  governments  of  the  world  were  disposed  to  de- 
tract somewhat  from  our  reputation  aa  a  people  because  they  did  not  regard  us  as  coming  up 
to  their  own  standard  in  the  deference  nocesiarily  due  to  high  official  station.  I  considered 
that  when  a  representative  of  the  office  of  President  of  the  United  St«tes  (and  it  mattered 
not  who  was  that  representative)  was  going  abroad,  to  come  in  contact  with  the  heads  of 
foreign  nations,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  guvomment  to  let  those  nations  understand  that  as  a 
people  we  appreciated  the  representative  of  our  highest  executive  office  as  they  did  their 
own. 

Q.  A  man  who  had  distinguished  himself  in*the  civil  and  military  service  of  the  country  t 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

[NoTB. — The  Chairman  explains  that  his  inquiry  on  this  point  was  confined  to  the  fact  of 
an  actual  expenditure  or  oth||rwise,  and  was  made  at  the  instance  of  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations.] , 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Upon  the  subject  of  the  contracts  there  are  several  points  which  have  not  been  made 
Bumcienily  explicit  to  my  mind  and  to  which  I  will  call  your  attention.  First,  as  to  the 
contracts  of  March  3,  1677 ;  did  you  suspend  them  because  the  amounts  named  therein  were 
too  high,  or  because  the  contracts  were  improperly  obtained,  or  because  the  work  was  un- 
necessary, or  was  it  because,  principally,  there  was  no  appropriation  for  their  payment  f — A. 
Without  using  the  word  **  principally,"  I  would  say  it  was  solely  for  that  reason.  I  did  not 
examine  the  price  to  know  whether  it  was  too  much  or  too  little.  I  did  not  examine  bow 
thev  were  obtained,  because  I  did  not  consider  that  as  of  any  consequence  to  me,  inasmnch 
as  I  had  made  up  my  mind  to  suspend  them  for  the  reason  I  have  stated — that  they  were 
against  the  provisions  in  the  statute. 

Q.  Is  there  any  provision  in  the  law,  as  yon  construe  it,  which  permits  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  without  advertisement,  to  enter  upon  the  repairing  of  vessels? — A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  There  is  a  law  which  exempts  that  from  the  rule  i~A.  I  suppose  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  has  unlimited  power  iu  the  matter  of  repairing  vessels. 

Q.  Without  submitting  the  same  to  competition  by  advertisement  t — A.  The  repairs  of 
vessels  are  made  by  our  ovtn  force.  We  make  them  in  our  own  navy-yards.  If  a  vessel  is 
to  be  repaired  in  a  foreign  port,  as  sometimes  they  have  to  be  necessarily,  it  la  done  by  the 
officers  m  their  discretion. 

Q.  Were  not  the  Puritan,  Terror,  Amphitrite,  Monadnock,  and  Miantonomoh  being  re- 
paired T — A.  They  were  vessels  to  be  rebuilt — work  in  the  nature  of  repairs. 

Q.  That  would  come  under  the  head  of  repairs,  would  it  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  work  was  not  done  in  your  nav>-yards? — A.  I  do  not  regard  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  as  being  limited  to  the  repairing  of  a  ship,  in  the  operations  of  our  Navy,  nor  do 
I  regard  the  law  in  reference  to  notice  of  those  contracts  as  being  absolutely  applicable  in 
any  case  of  that  kind.  If  I  were  going  to  repair  a  vessel,  I  should  myself  give  notice,  but 
I  do  not  think  the  law  is  violated  by  the  absence  of  notice  in  such  a  case. 

Q.  Now,  did  the  provisions  of  those  contracts  of  March  3,  1877,  relieve  the  government 
from  any  liability,  and  was  not  the  provision  as  to  the  question  of  payment  only  such  as 
left  the  matter  entirely  with  Congress  itself  f — A.  The  contracts  for  the  continuance  of  work 
upon  the  vessels,  as  well  as  the  contracts  for  the  boilers,  which  were  original  contracts,  all 
contained  the  stipulation  that  the  government  should  not  pay  until  an  appropriation  was 
made  by  Congress.  It  was  conditional  upon  Congressional  appropriations  being  made.  The 
opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  was  obtained  on  that  Question. 

Q.  What  was  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-Genera*  f — A.  The  opinion  of  the  Attorney- 
General  was  that  the  contracts  were  legitimately  made ;  so  that  they  were  made  under  the 
advice  of  the  law  officer  of  the  government,  in  so  far  as  that  legal  question  was  concerned. 
The  only  reason  why  I  differed  with  them  on  my  interpretation  of  the  law  was  this,  that  I 
did  not  regard  any  contract  which  bound  the  government  to  incur  a  liability  in  anticipation 
of  an  appropriation  therefor  as  such  a  one  as  I  felt  like  executing.  That  was  the  reason  why 
I  suspended  those  contracts. 

Q.  These  vessels  being  partially  completed,  and  the  stoppage  of.  work  upon  them  in  the 
condition  in  which  they  were  threatening  serious  loss  to  the  government  (the  duty  of  pro* 
tectiog  them  sabsequently,  so  far  as  the  work  has  gune,  having  involved  the  government  in 
some  slight  expense),  I  ask  you  whether,  as  a  matter  of  economy  and  of  duty  to  the  govern- 
ment, it  was  not  at  the  time  about  the  best  thing  that  the  late  Secretary  could  have  done  to 
make  these  conditional  contracts,  as  he  did,  that  the  work  might  proceed  under  some  sanc- 
tion 7 — A.  I  should  say,  if  the  money  had  been  in  the  Treasury  to  pay  for  them,  it  was.     I 
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think  that  the  necessity  for  their  completion  at  that  time  was  just  as  imperative  as  it  is  now* 
and  just  as  I  would  say  it  is  proper  for  Congress  to  make  the  appropriation  now,  I  should 
say  it  was  proper  at  that  time  for  the  department  to  make  the  contracts  if  they  had  the 
money  wherewith  to  pay  them. 

Q.  The  President  of  the  Proridence  Steam-Enfj^ine  Company  TMr.  Gardner),  in  his  ex- 
amination, testified  that  his  contract  made  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  on  the  8th  of 
February,  1877,  for  the  Omaha  and  Richmond  was  not  suspended.  Please  f\ve  the  com- 
mittee the  reasons  why  the  contracts  made  on  the  8th  of  February  for  the  Omaha  and  Rich- 
mond were  not  suspended,  while  those  made  on  the  3d  of  March  were  suspended  7 — A. 
There  is  an  explanation  of  that  which  I  am  not  able  now  to  give  as  fully  as  it  should  be 
given.     I  will  note  the  question  and  submit  a  reply  hereafter. 

Q.  In  reference  to  the  contract  of  Mr.  Hatch  for  30,000  cubic  feet  of  oak  timber,  I  ask 
your  attention  to  the  papers  which  I  will  read: 

[Note. — The  papers  bere  read  to  witness  are  among  those  heretofore  put  in  evidence,  and 
are  here  briefly  indicated  as  follows :  Order  of  department  of  March  28,  1877,  signed  by 
I.  Hanscom,  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  suspending  delivery  of  30«000 
cubic  feet  of  white-oak  timber  by  Wm.  B.  Hatch  &,  Co.,  of  Baltimore.  Letter  dated  June 
J 9,  1877,  sifrned  by  J.  W.  E^isby,  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  and  ad- 
dressed to  Wm.  B.  Hatch  &,  Co..  Baltimore,  permitting  them  (by  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  Navy)  to  pile  the  white-oak  timber,  before, referred  to,  on  such  place  in  League  Island 
navy-yard  as  the  commandant  may  direct ;  the  piling  of  this  timber  and  its  removal,  if  de- 
sired, to  be  at  their  expeise.  Letter  of  November  1.3,1877,  from  J.  W.  Easby,  Chief  of 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  addressed  to  commandant  navy-yard,  League  Island, 
Ph.,  containing  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  that  all  that  portion  of  the  timber 
referred  to,  which  had  been  actually  shipped  by  Hatch  &,  Co.  for  delivery  at  League  Island 
navy-yard  before  they  received  notice  of  the  order  of  the  28th  of  March,  suspending  the 
whole  delivery  of  the  timber,  may  be  received  and  inspected  &c.] 

In  that  instance,  I  see,  you  did  accept  what  had  been  delivered  prior  to  this  notice, 
which  1  think  was  perfectly  proper. — A.  I  can  explain  that.  As  I  said  before,  I  found  that 
these  men,  perhaps  all  of  them  with  the  exception  of  this  man  White,  were  acting  in  good 
faith.  I  was  not  disposed  to  act  oppressively  toward  them,  and  I  held  that  where  they  had 
partially  execnted  the  contract,  aua  executed  it  in  good  faith,  I  was  bound  to  accept,  and 
that  where  they  were  in  progress  of  executing  it  by  having  the  goods  in  transitu,  1  would 
have  the  goods  accepted  at  the  yard  and  piled  up  at  their  expense,  but  where  they  had  no 
goods  in  transitu,  I  would  absolutely  suspend  the  delivery.  I  saw  nothing  in  the  conduct 
of  those  gentlemen  to  justify  me  in  assuming  that  they  were  desirous  of  taking  advantage 
of  the  government  at  all,  nor  do  I  know  that  the  contracts  were  in  ai\y  sense  improvident. 

Q.  Or  too  high  f— A.  Or  too  high.     I  cannot  say  that  they  were. 

Q.  Is  there  any  better  way,  in  your  judgment,  for  the* government  to  purchase  timber 
than  to  go  into  the  open  market,  select  it  with  reference  to  its  quality,  and  pay  for  it  at  the 
lowest  market  price  / — A.  I  would  say  it  would  be  undoubtedly  the  better  policy  for  the 
government  to  boy  its  timber,  as  well  as  its  iron,  in  the  open  market,  for  the  reason,  in  re- 
gard to  timber,  that  there  is  generally  no  market  price,  because,  especially  in  live-oak 
timber,  there  is  no  competition.  Nof  is  there  any  competition  in  the  sale  of  these  large  pine 
trees,  which  are  used  for  masts.  I  think  it  would  be,  in  the  line  of  a  general  policy,  better 
for  the  government  if  it  was  enabled  to  instruct  its  officers  to  buy  timber  in  the  open 
market,  holding  them  to  a  responsibility  for  the  execution  of  the  trusts.  The  only  question, 
I  think,  in  regard  to  the  scheaule  prices  (which,  perhaps,  are  right  enough  in  themselves), 
is  that  they  vary  according  to  price  ;  and  I  am  sure  that  if  a  competent,  honest,  and  upright 
man  were  permitted  to  go  into  the  market  and  buy  timber,  he  could  probably  buy  it  cheaper 
tiian  he  could  at  public  sale,  fur  the  reason  that  he  would  save  the  profits  that  inure  to  the 
combinations  that  are  formed  by  men  on  the  outside  to  fix  a  public  price,  because  there  are 
not  many  men  dealing  in  this  kind  of  business.  That  is  a  question  of  policy,  however,  that 
would  involve  a  change  of  the  law. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell: 

Q.  How  many  bureaus  are  under  your  direction  t — A.  Eight 

Q.  Do  you  undertake  to  exercise  a  personal  supervision  over  all  those  bureaus? — A. 
Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  administer  the  affairs  of  the  department  and  at  the  same  time  supervise  the 
bareau  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  yourself? —  A.  I  will  say,  in  answer  to  that,  it  is  the 
hardest  task  I  have  ever  undertaken  in  my  life.  I  know  of  nothing  comparable  to  it  in 
poipt  of  labor.  I  work  here  until  six  o'clock  every  day ;  and  from  my  experience  I  do  not 
think  that  in  point  of  physical  endurance  it  is  possible  for  any  man  in  the  world  to  do  all 
the  labor  of  the  Secretaryship  and  at  the  same  time  supervise  all  the  details  which  it  is  proper 
that  he  should  supervise. 

Q.  Have  ycu  anjr  suggestions  to  make  in  regard  to  the  organization  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment which  would  promote  efficiency,  economy,  and  responsibility  in  Us  operations  ? — A.  I 
would  prefer  not  to  give  you  my  opinion  on  that  subject  at  present  for  this  reason :     I  am 
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now  making  an  experiment  with  reference  to  mj  internal  orsfanization  here,  which  will 
demonstrate  its  results  in  a  little  while.  I  have  put  ray  chief  clerk  (an  experienced,  com- 
petent man)  into  the  room  in  which  the  committee  is  now  assembled  and  have  devolved 
upon  him  the  performance  of  duties  in  assistance  tome  directlj.  He  takes  from  my  shoulders 
a  portion,  not  of  the  responsibility,  but  of  the  labor.  I  have  taken  a  gentlman  who  was  be- 
low him,  equally  competent  and  of  long  exerience,  and  put  him  in  the  other's  place—which 
does  not  materially  aisarrau(;e  the  operations  of  the  office — with  a  view  to  ascertainin^i^ 
whether,  with  the  org^anization  of  the  office  as  it  is  at  present,  I  can  secure  for  myself  such 
assistance  as  would  otherwise  be  secured  by  the  presence  of  an  Assistant  Secretary. 

Q.  State  whether  you  deem  it  advisable  that  provision  should  be  made  for  an  Assistant 
Secretary. — A.  It  is  advisable  that  there  should  bean  Assistant  Secretary,  I  think,  as  other- 
wise very  much  of  the  work  would  have  to  be  left  to  the  headi  of  bureau?. 

Q.  In  the  cases  of  these  timber  contracts,  for  instance,  the  necessity  for  some  such  pro* 
vision  would  seem  to  be  apparent.  It  appears  that  many  of  these  were  given  out  by  the 
chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  on  his  own  motion. — A.  Yes,  sir.  Now, 
when  I  came  here,  I  organized  a  board,  which  is  composed  of  all  the  chiefs  of  the  bareaus 
and  myself,  and  for  a  time  we  met  regularly  and  until  the  arranjirement  was  practically  put 
m  operation  and  we  were  enabled  to  underttand  what  we  were  doing.  That  board  can  be 
called  together  by  me  at  any  hour.  My  object  in  that  was  to  bring  all  the  bureaus  into 
tamiliarity  with  each  other,  so  that  every  officer  might  know  all  that  was  going  on.     I  re- 

3uire  full  and  free  discussion  before  that  board,  and,  while  I  have  the  power  of  ultimately 
eciding  every  question,  I  do  not  in  matters  of  detail  affecting  the  operations  of  the  bu- 
reaus, set  up  my  own  judgment  against  the  experience  of  these  men.  It  is  a  free  consulta- 
tion upon  matters  of  business,  and  the  gentlemen  hold  their  discussions  as  they  would  if 
they  met  around  anv  table.  My  system  requires  that  each  chief  of  a  bureau  shall  confer 
with  me  before  he  uoes  anything  which  involves  the  expenditure  of  money.  If,  for  instance, 
he  wants  to  make  a  contract  for  iron,  he  comes  to  me  to  get  my  consent,  and  explains  the 
necessity  for  it. 

Q.  By  whom  are  these  heads  of  bureaus  appointed  T — A.  They  are  nominated  by  the  Presi- 
dent and  confirmed  by  the  Senate.  They  are  officers  of  the  Navy,  ^nd  their  salaries,  when 
they  get  these  positions,  are  increased.  They  are  liable,  of  course,  like  any  other  civil  offi  ■ 
cers,  to  removal.  I  require  the  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  when  he 
wants  to  buy  any  proviHious,  to  come  to  roe  and  ask  my  consent,  and  to  explain  to  me  the 
necessity  for  it.  If  I  think  that  a  requisition  coming  from  a  navy-yard  to  him  is  too  large, 
I  of  course  curtail  it. 

By  Mr.  Pridicmore  : 

Q.  That  of  course  imposes  a  great  amount  of  labor  upon  you  7 —  L.  It  imposes  a  great 
amount  of  labor  upon  me,  which  of  course  I  do  not  feel  myself  physically  able  to  perform. 

By  Mr.  Hubbell: 

Q.  Its  effect  is  to  prevent  you  from  giving  to  other  duties  the  time  and  consideration  which 
their  importance  demands  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  my  opinion  is  that  so  far  as  the  Navy  Department 
is  concerned  it  is  competent  to  put  into  operation  a  perfect  system  of  administration,  and 
one  which  in  every  possible  direction  will  guard  the  public  interests  and  insure  their  wel- 
fare. 

Adjourned. 


Wednesday,  Fe&mary  20,  1878. 

R.  W.  Shupeldt  (chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Equipment  and  Recruiting)  recalled. 

(Witness  presents,  in  response  to  the  call  made  upon  him  when  under  examination,  a  paper 
ihowing  the  materials  on  hand  at  the  navy-yards,  &c,  January  1, 1878,  which  is  inserted  in 
the  appendix.) 


Washington,  D.  C,  February  20,  1878. 

John  C.  Howell  (chief  of  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks)  recalled. 

(Witness  presents,  in  response  to  the  call  made  upon  him  when  under  examination,  certain 
papers,  which  are  inserted  in  the  appendix.) 
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Washington,  D.  C,  February  20,  1878. 
William  Plumb  Moran  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  yonr  official  position. — Answer.  I  am  fourth-class  clerk  in  the  office  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  charged  with  the  preparation  of  all  promotions,  retirements, 
commissions,  and  orders  of  every  description  that  affect  an  officer*s  status. 

Q.  Please  prepare  for  the  use  of  the  committee  a  complete  list  of  the  retired  officers  of  the 
Navy«  which  shall  also  show  the  pay  of  each,  the  cause  of  retirement  in  each  case,  what 
officers  have  been  placed  on  the  retired  list  by  Executive  order,  and  what  officers  have  been 
so  pUced  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  acts  of  Countess,  or  otherwise. 

[The  li^t  referred  to  above  watt  subsequently  submitted  by  the  witness  and  will  be  found 
in  the  Appendix.] 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  20, 1878. 
John  H.  Dialogue  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  your  business  and  residence. — Answer.  Ship-builder.  I  reside  in  Cam- 
den, N.  J. 

Q.  For  what  period  have  you  been  engag;ed  in  that  business  f — A.  More  than  twenty-five 
yean». 

Q.  State  whether,  during  that  time,  you  have  done  work  for  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, espet'ially  for  the  Navy  Department. — A.  I  have. 

Q.  At  what  time  T — A.  Within  the  la<)t  four  or  five  years. 

V.  Have  you  a  partner  in  business  t — A.  Not  at  present. 

Q.  Where  are  your  works  located  T — A.  In  Camden,  directly  opposite  the  old  navy-yard. 

Q.  What  particular  work  did  you  do  for  the  Navy  Department  f— A.  The  la^it  work  was 
the  rebuilding  of  the  old  frigate  Constitution. 

Q.  In  what  year  was  that? — ^A.  In  1876. 

Q.  What  was  the  other  work  1 — A.  Previous  to  that  the  work  was  on  boilers  for  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  rebuilding  of  the  Mayflower. 

Q.  For  what  vessels  were  the  boilers  intended  T — A.  They  were  designed  originally  for 
the  Triana.  Two  out  of  the  six  were  used  for  the  Mayflower,  and  the  remainder  (the  four) 
were  shipped  to  the  Norfolk  navy-yard. 

Q.  Was  this  work  done  under  contract? — A.  That  was  done  under  contract. 

Q.  Was  all  of  that  to  which  you  have  referred  done  under  contract  f — A.  Except  the 
rebuilding  of  the  Mayflower;  that  was  days*  work. 

Q.  State  the  nature  of  the  agreement  as  far  as  the  rebuilding  of  the  Mayflower  was  con- 
cerned.— A.  It  was  after  these  boilers  were  contracted  for — these  six  boilers ;  there  were 
twaof  them  placed  in  the  Mayflower  as  days*  work  :  that  came  under  '*  general  repairs,*' 
and  could  not  be  contracted  tor  by  the  government  very  well. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  charge  the  Government  T — A.  Our  regular  shop-rates. 

Q.  What  were  those  rates  7— A.  It  ranged  from  9*4,50  to  $4  a  day  for  days*  work.  We 
just  charged  them  our  regular  shop-rates.^  We  have  a  regular  schedule  of  prices.  Our 
tools  are  numbered  and  the  men  are  classified. 

Q.  Was  any  government  official  present  to  inspect  the  progress  of  the  work  7 — A.  There 
was. 

Q.  Who  was  it  T — A.  John  Hoover. 

Q.  What  was  his  official  position  1 — A.  He  was  assistant  constructor.  And  Mr.  Hich- 
bom  was  there;  he  was  senior  constructor. 

Q.  What  was  the  whole  amount  of  work  done  on  the  Mayflower — that  is,  the  sum  to  be 
paid  by  the  government  7 — A.  It  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  $'20,000,  I  think. 

Q.  Have  you  been  paid  for  that  T — A.  No,  sir;  I  have  bills  for  a  portion  of  it,  vouchers. 
For  a  portion  of  it  I  have  been  paid. 

Q.  How  much  of  it  has  been  paid  f — A.  About  half  of  it. 

Q.  When  was  that  work  done  f — A.  That  work  was  done  two  years  ago. 

Q.  Have  you  made  application  for  the  payment  of  the  remaining  sum? — ^A.  I  have,  re- 
peatedly. 

Q.  In  what  manner  have  your  applications  been  treated? — A.  The  response  was  that 
there  was  no  money  to  pay  them. 

By  Mr.  C  armslb  : 

Q.  Have  the  bills  been  approved?— A.  Tes,  sir.  I  hf^Te  approved  bills  tor  all  the  May- 
flower, but  there  is  no  money  to  pay  the  bills. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  exact  amount  remaining  due  on  account  of  these  repairs  on  the  May- 
^werT— A.  I  think  the  unsettled  bills  amount  to  about  f  10,000,  in  round  numbers— that  is, 
the  bills  I  have  which  have  not  been  paid. 

6  N 
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Q.  Turn  to  the  memorandum  of  your  account  with  the  department  which  you  have  in 
your  possession,  and  state  the  exact  fibres. — A.  (Referring  to  memorandum.)  I  have  two 
hills  for  the  Mayflower,  one  for  f4,78J.50,  and  one  for  $5,532.95,  making  a  total  of 
(10,314.51. 

Q.  Are  those  approved  bills  t — A.  They  are  approved  bills,  unpaid. 

Q.  There  was  no  contract  in  writing  for  this  work  t — A.  No,  sir.  On  these  things  we 
received  orders  from  week  to  week,  as  the  repairs  suggested  themselves.  Of  course,  in  re- 
building an  old  vessel,  you  could  not  tell  in  advance  what  was  to  be  done. 

Q.  The  other  work  done  by  you  was  on  the  rebuilding  of  the  Constitution  ? — A.  The  re- 
building of  the  Constitution.  I  bad  a  written  contract  for  that.  I  made  a  bid  for  that  in 
company  with  other  shipbuilders  iu  the  harbor — that  is,  there  was  a  letter  addressed  to  dif- 
ferent ship-yards,  requesting  them  to  put  iu  proposals  for  the  rebuilding  of  the  Constitution. 
My  bid  was  |39.45U,  and  the  next  lowest  bid  to  mine  was  about  $60,0()0. 

Q.  By  whom  was  the  next  lowest  bid  madef — A.  I  think  McKay  made  the  next  lowest 
bid. 

Q.  To  what  McKay  do  you  refer  T — A.  Nat.  McKay. 

Q.  What  WHS  the  highest  bid  f— A.  I  think  the  highest  bid  was  Si  10.000. 

Q.  Then  the  bids  varied  largely  in  amount!— A.  From  $:J9,4,')0  to  upwards  of  |100,000. 
.  Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Harlan  &  Hullingsworth  made  a  bid  f — A.  I  think  that  Cramps 
did.  Harlan  &  Hollingsworth  probably  did  not,  on  account  of  being  on  Wilmington  Creek. 
I  do  not  think  that  that  ship  would  have  gone  up  there.  She  drew  21  feet  of  water  when 
she  left  our  place. 

Q.  There  was  no  advertisement  in  that  instance? — A.  There  was  no  advertisement. 
I  have  a  copy  of  the  letter  received  by  us  from  Naval  Constructor  Hichborn. 

Q.  Please  read  the  letter. — A.  (Witness  reads):  "Naval  Constructor*s  Office,  United 
States  Navy-yard,  League  Island,  January  8,  J876" — 

That  is,  while  the  vessel  was  on  the  dry-dock — 

(Heading  further) :  '*  Sirs :  Referring  to  the  proposed  completion  of  the  United  States 
frigate  Constitution  b}  contract,  you  are  informed  that  proposals  for  the  necessary  labor  to 
complete  that  vessel  will  be  received  at  this  office  up  to  12  m.  Wednesday  next,  12th  instant. 
Proposals  will  be  inclosed  in  envelopes,  sealed,  addressed  to  Naval  Constructor  Philip 
Hicnborn,  U.  S.  N.,  and  plainly  marked  *  Proposals  for  completing  the  Ui  ited  States  frigate 
Constitution.*  Very  respectfully,  Philip  Hicnburn,  naval  corstructor,  U.  S.  N.  Messrs. 
Wood,  Dialogue  &.  Co.,  Camden,  N.  J.  Approved  and  forwarded  by  Preble  (commodore  ), 
commandant.'* 

The  W^ITNESS.  The  paper  from  which  I  have  just  read  is  an  original  paper. 

Q.  fBy  Mr.  Carlisle.]  Then  you  lurnisbed  no  materials  whatever  for  that  work? — A. 
No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  did  you  know  from  that  circular  what  was  the  amonnt  of  the  work  to  be  done 
on  the  vessel  T — A.  I  went  right  across  and  examined  it.  She  was  on  the  dry -dock  imme- 
diately opposite  our  premises. 

Q.  At  that  time  did  any  government  official  indicate  exactly  about  what  should  be  donef 
— A.  The  assistant  constructor,  Mr.  Hoover,  told  exactly  what  was  to  be  done.  He  showed 
me  all  that  had  been  done. 

Q.  Were  any  of  your  competitors  present  at  the  time  at  which  this  was  done  t — A.  No, 
sir ;  I  never  saw  any  of  them. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  any  of  the  other  competitors  for  the  work  had  equal  facilities 
for  knowing  the  amount  and  character  of  the  work  to  be  done? — ^A.  She  was  open  to  the 
public.  The  material  was  required  to  be  there,  and  they  were  to  be  the  judges  of  the  value 
of  their  own  labor.  It  was  simply  for  the  labor,  and  the  government  was  to  supply  the 
material. 

Q.  Upon  your  sending  in  a  bid  for  the  labor,  was  the  material  delivered  to  you  T — A.  Upon 
my  sending  in  a  bid  for  the  labor,  the  ship  was  delivered  at  our  works,  and  the  material  was 
delivered  to  us,  and  was  delivered  iu  a  verv  unsatisfactory  way. 

Q.  State  what  you  mean  by  that. — A.  That  is.  the  planking  and  the  lumber  for  the  joiner- 
work  and  such  things  as  that,  instead  of  being  delivered  ready  to  go  into  the  ship,  were  de- 
livered in  the  river  in  the  log,  and  in  such  a  condition  that  they  might  as  well  have  author- 
ised us  to  have  gone  into  the  woods  and  then  authorized  us  to  comm<^nce  building  the  ship. 

Q.  To  what  do  you  attribute  this  action  f — A.  The  whole  thing  was  disorganized  at  the 
yard,  owing  to  the  removal  of  it  to  League  Island,  and  the  delay,  and  everything  being 
helter-skelter  at  League  Island  ;  and  they  could  not  get  hold  of  the  material  in  the  proper 
way,  and  had  not  the  proper  facilities  for  handling  it. 

Q.  Did  the  contract  provide  for  the  work  to  be  done  in  a  certain  time  f — A.  It  provided 
for  the  work  to  be  done  in  the  middle  of  June. 

By  Mr.  Willums. 
Q.  Was  the  contract  a  written  or  verbal  one  7 — A.  It  was  written ;  that  is,  it  was  a  lettert 
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By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  contract  here  7 — ^A.  I  have  the  acceptance  of  the  department* 

[  Witness  produces  a  paper.  ] 

Q.  Is  the  paper  now  in  your  hands  an  orif^inal  paper  f — A.  This  is  the  original  accept- 
ance of  my  offer. 

Q.  Please  read  that  paper. — A.  [Witness  reads  :]  *'Nayy  Dr'partment,  Bureau  of  Con- 
stnictiou  and  Repair,  Washington,  March  1,  1876." 

You  see  there  was  quite  an  interval  from  the  time  the  proposals  went  in  until  the  ship  was 
delivered  to  us. 

Q.  The  date  you  have  read  is  that  of  the  acceptance  of  your  offer  f — A.  That  is  the  date 
of  the  acceptance. 

[Reading  resumed :]  **  Gentlemen:  Your  offer  of  the  12th  of  January  last  to  do  the  work 
required  to  complete  the  United  States  frigate  Constitution  for  the  sum  of  $39,450  is  hereby 
accepted,  with  the  understanding  that  the  work  is  to  be  done  by  you  in  accordance  with  the 
specifications,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  forwarded,  that  shall  be  in  workmanship  to  the 
full  satisfaction  of  the  superintending  officer  or  officers  and  of  the  bureau,  and  that  the  ves- 
sel is  to  be  completed  iu  all  respects  as  provided  in  the  specifications  and  turned  over  to 
the  government  on  or  before  June  I,  1876.  Bills  may  be  made  mouthly  as  the  work 
progresses,  for  such  proportion  of  the  whole  amount  as.  in  the  opinion  of  the  superintending 
officer,  you  are  then  entitled  to,  taking  into  consideration  the  condition  of  the  work  at  the 
time  and  bearing  his  certificate  to  the  fact  that  the  work  has  sufficiently  progres^ied  to  entitle 
you  to  the  amount  named,  and  that  it  is  in  all  respects  satisfactory.  But  payments  must 
not  be  expected  prior  to  July  next.  Upon  your  notifying  the  bureau  of  your  readiness  to 
commence  the  work  of  completing  the  Constitution  in  accordance  with  your  offer  and  the 
terms  of  this  lettter,  instructions  will  be  given  to  turn  the  vessel  over  to  you. 
'*  Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"I.  HANSCOM, 
*'  Chief  of  Bureau, 

"Messrs.  Wood,  DfALOOUE  &.  Co., 

**  Camden,  N,  /." 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  paper  in  connection  with  that  transaction  f — A.  That  is  the  accept- 
ance of  the  contract.  There  is  another  paper  here  that  I  would  like  to  read.  It  is  qualify- 
ing the  contract  still  further.  It  is  as  follows:  [witness  reads:]  *' Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  Washington,  March  3, 1876. 

**  Sir :  Roferiing  to  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  1st  instant  accepting  your  offer  to  do  the  work 
required  to  complete  the  United  States  frigate  Constitution,  work  upon  sails,  rigging,  boats, 
and  outfits  is  not  to  be  considered  as  included  in  the  work  to  be  done  by  you  upon  that 
vessel. 

**  Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

'•I.  HANSCOM, 
*'Chief  of  Bureau. 
** Messrs.  Wood,  Dialogue  &,  Co., 

''Camden.  N.  J." 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  your  proposal  to  do  this  work  f — A.  I  have  not.  J  think  the 
department  has  that. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  papers  in  connection  with  this  transaction  7 — A.  Nothing  that  will 
hear  upon  that  subject. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  this  Constitution  contract  f — A.  The  Constitution  contract 
was  |:i9,450. 

Q.  Has  the  contract  actually  been  completed  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  its  completion? — A.  The  contract  was  completed  about  January 
1,  1877. 

Q.  Have  you  received  approved  bills  for  nil  of  that  work  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.    Have  you  asked  for  them  7 — A.  I  have  asked  for  them. 

Q.  What  was  the  ground  of  refusal,  if  any  f — A.  In  asking  for  my  final  settlement,  I  pre- 
sented my  bill  for  extra  work,  and  the  whole  matter  was  referred  then  to  a  board. 

Q.  Consisting  of  whom  f — ^A.  Consisting  of  Mr.  Hichborn,  Captain  Adams,  and  another 
gentleman,  whose  name  I  do  not  know.  lie  was  a  carpenter ;  that  is  all  I  know.  He  was 
not  a  constructor. 

Q.  Was  he  regularly  in  the  naval  service  7 — A.  He  was  operating  at  League  Aland,  but 
whether  he  was  a  regular  officer  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  What  was  done  by  that  board  7 — A.  That  board  criticised  my  bills  and  struck  out 
such  things  as  they  saw  proper  and  returned  them  to  the  Navy  Department,  and  the  Navy 
Department  furnished  me  a  copy  of  what,  they  accepted. 

Q.  Have  you  that  copy  t — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Please  produce  it.— A.  [Witness  produces  a  paper  in  writing,  headed  *'  Bureau  of  Con- 
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struction  and  Repair.    To  Wood  and  Dialogue ;  "  and  submits  therefrom  an  extract,  of 
N^'hich  the  following  is  a  copy]  : 

•'Approved  by  board  May  28, 1877 : 

On  account  of  Constitution $1,000  00 

On  account  of  Constitution 3,948  55 

f)n  account  of  Constitution 270  65 

On  account  of  Constitution.... ]21  6P 

On  acduunt  of  Constitution 134  75 

On  account  of  Constitution )67  90 

On  account  of  Constitution,... 470  75 

On  account  of  Constitution 29  93 

On  account  of  Constitution 133  13 


6, 277  26  ". 


Q.  What  was  the  total  amount  claimed  by  you  f — ^A.  Thirteen  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  forty-seven  dollars  and  sixty-seven  cents. 

Q.  Upon  what  «s  your  claim  for  extra  work  based  ? — A.  It  is  baned  upon  preparing  this 
material,  which  should  have  been  furnished  me  in  a  prepared  state,  and  upon  the  extra  work 
authorized  by  the  chief  of  the  bureau,  Mr.  Hansoom,  in  his  different  visits  to  the  yard,  and  a 
contract  entered  into  by  Captain  Uart  (who  was  then  completing  the  vessel)  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  house,  to  prepare  this  ship  for  a  school-ship,  which  was  not  embraced  in  the  origi- 
nal contract. 

Q.  Did  you  have  written  contracts  authorizing  this  extra  work  to  be  done  f — A.  No,  sir; 
the  contract  for  the  house  I  received  from  the  constructor  in  charge,  Mr.  Hart,  and  tho 
extra  work  on  the  charge  for  recalking  and  for  general  work  on  account  of  the  ship's  ly- 
in^  so  long,  waiting  for  material,  through  the  chief  of  the  bureau,  Mr.  Hanscom. 

Q.  Is  that  contract  for  the  house  in  writing  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  that  that  was  in 
writing. 

Q.  Were  those  contracts  that  von  made  with  Hanscom,  the  chief  of  the  bureau,  in  writ- 
ing?— A.  No,  sir ;  all  verbal.    That  was  when  he  visited  the  yard. 

Q.  When  he  visited  the  yard  he  gave  you  verbal  instruciionsf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  [By  Mr.  Page.]  You  are  speaking  now  of  the  repairs  t 

The  Chairman.  That  is,  the  extra  work  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  is  the  sum-total  now  due  you  on  account  of  the  contract  in  writing? — A.  On 
the  contracts  in  writing  for  which  I  have  no  bills  7 

Q.  All  together. — A.  1  have  bills  (vouchers)  on  account  of  the  Constitution  for  $10  000. 
Then  there  is  a  balance  due  on  the  contract,  for  which  I  have  no  bills,  for  $1,450.  That 
has  been  signed  as  being  correct  by  the  constructor  in  charge,  but  I  have  no  voucher  for  it. 
That  would  make  $11,450  in  money  due  me,  for  which  I  have  $10,000  of  bills. 

Q.  You  have  actually  received  in  money,  on  account  of  that  contract,  how  much? — A.  I 
have  received  $28,000 — two  vouchers  of  $1 0,000  each  and  one  of  $^,000 — which  were 
cashed  by  the  department. 

Q.  You  have  stated  already,  I  think,  that  the  repairs  on  the  Mayflower  eomprebended 
nothing  but  labor — that  yon  furnished  no  material? — A.  Yes,  sir;  there  waa  some  material 
furnished,  but  a  very  small  proportion  of  it. 

Q.  Did  yon  make  any  contract  for  furnishing  the  material  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  done  in 
our  usual  course  of  business— just  the  same  as  yon  wonld  send  a  vessel  to  our  place  to  be 
rebuilt. 

Q.  Then  you  have  never  had  any  controversy  about  the  work  on  the  Mayflower  T — A.  No, 
sir ;  the  Bureau  of  Engineering  settled  up  every  branch  of  the  businesa.  The  **  Construction  *' 
never  paid  us  anything.     The  principal  part  of  the  remainder  was  engineering. 

Q.  The  main  part,  you  say  was — what? — A.  This  is  on  the  Mayflower,  that  $10,000;  the 
major  part  of  that  $IO,0(M)  was  with  the  Bureau  of  Engineering.  They  settled  np  their 
business  before  the  work  went  out. 

Q.  Did  they  pay  yon  in  full  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  in  full — no  disputes. 

Q.  Have  you  attempted  to  procure  any  other  work  from  the  government  T — A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  experienced  any  difficulty  in  procuring  work  T — A.  I  have  never  been  able 
to  get  anything  more. 

Q.  In  What  way  have  yon  attempted  to  procure  work  7 — A.  We  have  made  frequent  ap- 
plications to  the  department  or  Secretary  for  permission  to  bid  for  work,  but  never  rec«iTed 
tinytbing. 

Q.  Have  you  made  applioation  to  bid  for  any  particular  work  that  has  been  done  by 
other  firms  where  they  have  had  contracts  withoi^  competition  f — A.  Not  since  the  3d  of 
March  last. 

Q.  Well,  previous  to  that  f — A.  Previous  to  that,  we  did. 

Q.  State  for  what  particular  work. — A.  I  called  on  Mr.  Shock,  after  he  was  appointed, 
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and  requested  to  bid  for  those  monitor  engines,  which  were  given  out  to  Cramp,  Harlan 
&,  Bareress,  on  the  iHt  of  March. 

(4,  Those  contracts  were  g^ven  out  on  the  3d  of  March  7  —A.  Thej  wete  given  out  on  the 
afternoon  of  the  3d  of  March. 

Q.  You  made  application  previously  f — A.  I  made  an  application  to  bid  to  Mr.  8hock, 
personally. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  yon  1 — A.  He  told  me  he  would  not  receive  any  bids  from  me. 

By  Mr.  Page  :  • 

Q.  You  applied  to  Shock  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  said  he  would  not  entertain  any  proposals 
for  those  engines. 

Q.  From  you  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  staid  in  this  department-building  until  half  past  four 
o'clock  on  the  at^ruoon  of  the  3d  of  March,  expecting  my  proposition  to  be  entertained  for 
the  building  of  those  engines. 

Q.  Did  you  speak  to  any  one  else  than  Shock  about  it  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q-  Did  you  speak  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  7 — A.  I  spoke  to  him  on  the  afternoon  of 
that  day. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  On  the  afternoon  of  the  3d  of  March  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  T — A.  Well,  he  put  me  off  in  the  usual  way. 

Q.  But  what  did  he  say? — A.  Well,  tie  said  he  would  see  about  it. 

Q.  Was  the  price  proposed  to  be  paid  by  the  government  for  those  contracts  a  reasonable 
oneT — A.  Well,  I  will  answer  that  question  in  this  way:  It  is  a  greater  price  than  what  I 
should  have  put  in  a  proposal  for. 

Q.  Could  you  have  made  money  by  putting  them  in  at  the  price  at  which  you  intended 
to  put  them  in  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  would  not  have  proposed  to  bid  for  them  unless  we  could 
have  made  money.  I  can  qualify  that  still  further  by  saying  that  we  can  do  work  at  a  less 
price  by  doing  the  work  ourselves,  which  we  do.  We  do  oor  own  work  at  our  establish- 
ment. 

Mr.  Williams.  Do  not  ship-builders  generally  do  that  7 

A.  No,  sir ;  they  do  not. '  Many  of  them  go  out  to  get  their  castings  and  other  work. 
We  have  a  complete  establishment,  and  some  of  the  parties  have  u^t  a  complete  establish- 
ment, and  of  course  they  cannot  compete  with  us. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  is  it  as  to  the  Cramps f  Have  they  not  a  complete  establishment T — A.  Not  sir; 
they  have  all  their  heavy  work  done  out. 

Q.  How  is  it  as  to  Roach  f — A.  Roach  has  complete  works.  He  can  do  almost  all  the 
work  that  anybody  can  do. 

Q.  How  is  it  as  to  Harlan  &  Hollingsworth  7— A.  They  have  no  foundery. 

Q.  How  much  less  than  the  amount  which  was  agreed  to  be  paid  by  the  contracts  dated 
March  3  would  have  been  a  reasonable  sum  for  the  work  in  question  f— A.  Well,  I  would 
bave  been  satisfied  with  $'^00,000  apiece  for  the  two  engines  iu  Delaware  Harbor. 

Q.  What  ones  were  those  7 — A.  That  is.  Cramps'  and  Harlan's. 

Q.  Bat  Harlan's  was  at  Wilmington.  Is  that  in  Delaware  Harbor  T — A.  It  is  on  the 
river.     It  is  what  I  include  in  Delaware  Harbor.     The  other  one  was  in  California. 

Q.  What  was  the  price  at  which  it  was  agreed  they  should  be  furnished  in  the  contracts  T— 
A.  Two  hundred  and  twenty  thousand  dollars. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Where  were  they  to  deliver,  by  the  contracts  f — A.  Right  on  board  the  vessels  there. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  secured  the  contr  icts  for  those  vessels  in  Delaware  Harbor f — A.  Cramp  got  one 
SDd  Harlan  &,  Hollingsworth  Company  got  the  other. 

Q.  How  much  would  the  flrovemmeut  have  saved  by  competition  in  those  cases  T — A.  It 
would  have  been  $10,000;  thai  much  less  than  their  joint  bids. 

Q.  That  is,  $20,000  on  each  contract  f— A.  $20,000  on  each. 

ij.  You  are  familiar  with  those  contracts,  with  respect  to  the  character  of  work  that  was 
to  be  done  and  the  character  of  the  material  that  was  to  be  furnished,  and  your  answer  is 
predicated  upon  such  knowledge  7 — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  on  such  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  State  the  names  of  thos^  vessels  to  which  you  last  referred,  on  which  you  desired  to 
bid. — A.  I  think  it  was  the  Amphitrite  and  Terror.    I  will  not  be  certain. 

By  the  Chairman  ; 

Q.  State  whether  on  former  occasions  you  attempted  to  procure  work  which  was  given 
ont  by  the  Navy  Department. — A.  I  attempted  to  procure  the  Puritan. 

Q.  At  what  time  was  that  f — ^A.  About  two  years  before  she  was  delivered  to  Chester. 
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Q.  What  did  yon  do  in  the  pursait  of  your  purpose  ?— A.  I  called  upon  the  Secretary 
several  times  here,  and  my  partner  called  upon  him. 

Q.  What  did  he  say? — A.  Ue  put  me  off  from  time  to  time. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  What  did  he  say  T  That  is  the  question. — A.  Well,  he  said  he  would  see  ahoat  it. 
That  was  it. 

fiy  the  Chairman  ; 

Q.  Did  you  see  anybody  else? — A.  I  saw  Mr.  Hanscom  about  the  part  relating  to  con- 
struction. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  7 — A.  He  said  he  would  see  about  it. 

(^,  Did  you  see  Mr.  Wood,  the  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Engineering,  at  that  time  T — A.  No, 
sir ;  my  partner  saw  him. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  know  of  your  own  knowledge  what  he  said  or  did? — A.  I  do  not, 
except  from  what  my  partner  represented  to  me.    My  partner  has  since  died. 

Q.  You  simply  know  that  .\on  made  efforts  to  be  permitted  to  put  in  competitive  bids  for 
the  work  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  after  the  Puritan  was  disposed  of  there  was  still  one  more  left 
of  the  irou'clads,  the  Roanoke. 

Q.  Where  was  she  at  that  time  T — A.  Lying  in  New  York  Harbor  at  that  time. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  in  reference  to  herY — A.  I  asked  permission  to  rebuild  her. 

Q.  Did  you  succeed  in  obtaining  the  permission T — A.  No, sir;  I  did  not  get  it. 

Q.  Who  did  get  permission  f~  A.  The  ship  was  towed  into  Chester,  1  think.  I  think  she 
is  lying  in  Chester  now. 

Q.  Has  any  contract  been  made  in  reference  to  her? — A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  of  money  that  was  to  be  paid  for  the  Puritan  T — A.  No,  sir ; 
1  do  not. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  know  whether  the  prices  agreed  to  be  paid  for  her  were  reasonable 
or  otherwise? — A.  No, sir;  1  do  not  know  anything  about  the  Puritan. 

Q.  Hut  of  the  Amphitrite  and  Terror  you  do  know  by  personal  inspection  of  the  con- 
tracts T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  by  personal  inspection,  I  know  the  amounts  were  $2*20,000. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Where  are  the  Amphitrite  and  Terror? — A.  In  Delaware  Harbor. 

Q.  Where  are  your  machine-shops  1 — A.  In  Camden,  right  opposite  the  old  navy-yard. 
I  was  not  aware  that  I  would  be  called  upon  for  anything  of  this  description.  I  came  here 
to  settle  my  account  for  the  Constitution. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  is  a  reasonable  price  for  boiler-iron  7 — A.  From  three  to  five  centa. 

Q.  What  is  the  character  ot  that  boiler-iron  f— A.  It  is  from  **  C  No.  1  *'  to  '*  Extra  Fire- 
box." 

Q.  How  is  that  known  commerflally — as  **  charcoal-iron  "T — A.  **  Charcoal  No.  1,"  or 
»» Charcoal  hammered  No.  I,"  or  **  Flange,"  or  *'  Best  Flange."  or  **  Extra  Fire-box  " 

Q.  **  Extra  Fire-box  "  is  the  very  bestt — A.  That  is  the  very  best. 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  the  iron  used  by  the  Navy  generally? — A.  Well,  they  use 
all  uf  those  grades. 

Cj.  They  use  all  of  those  grades  in  the  same  piece  of  work? — A.  In  the  same  piece  of 
woik — very  little  of  what  is  called  **  Charcoal  No.  1."  It  is  mostly  the  lowest  grade  they 
usually  get,  which  is  marked  ''  Ch.  No.  1."    That  is  about  the  outside,  and  no  fire  touches  it. 

Q.  What  has  been  the  price  for  the  last  three  or  four  years  f— A.  It  is  not  more  than  five 
cents  a  pound,  what  I  have  quoted.    It  has  never  been  any  higher  than  six  cents. 

Q.  Why  has  that  price  kept  up  when  iron  has  fallen  so  much  in  price T— A.  Well,  the 
very  best  qualities  keep  up  anyhow. 

Q.  For  what  reason  f — A.  There  are  very  few  mills  that  make  the  high  grades. 

Q.  They  use  iron  of  a  cheaper  character  in  merchant-vessels T — A.   ita^  sir. 

i^.  'J  he  price  of  that  varies  more? — A.  Of  the  lower  grades,  yes,  sir.  There  are  more 
mills  making  the  lower  grades  than  there  are  making  the  higher  grades. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  How  cameyoii  to  know  that  the  government  desired  to  have  any  work  done  upon  the 
Amphitrite  and  the  Terror  f — A.  Well,  on  my  visits  here  to  ttie  department  constantly,  I 
knew  that  the  work  was  likely  to  be  done. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  ascertain  the  fact? — A.  In  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Hanscoiu 
and  Mr.  Wood,  the  chiefs  of  the  two  bureaus. 

Q.  Was  any  letter  addressed  to  you  by  the  department  in  regard  to  the  matter  at  all  T — A. 
No,  sir,  not  as  to  those  vessels. 

By  Mr.  Page: 
Q.  Or  as  to  any  other  vessels  at  that  time  T — A.  No,  sir,  not  at  that  time. 
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By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Did  you  inform  the  department  or  any  officer  of  the  department  as  to  what  70a  coald 
do  the  work  for  t— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  simply  proposed  to  make  a  bid  for  the  workT — A.  To  make  a  bid  for  the  work. 

Q.  Aud  what  do  yon  say  yon  were  told  T — A.  That  he  would  not  entertain  any  bids  ;  that 
he  would  not  receive  any  bids  for  those  enfi^iQes. 

Q.  Had  you  any  difficulty  with  the  department  before  that  in  regard  to  your  workT — A. 
No,  sir.    Mr.  Shock  had  not  been  in  position  a  week  at  that  time. 

Q.   Hut  with  the  department  f—  A.  No,  sir.  * 

Q.  Had  your  work  always  been  accepted  in  the  Navy  Department  as  satisfactory  f — A. 
I  ntfver  had  difficulty  with  the  Navy  Department  with  mv  work. 

Q.  Do  you  know  personally,  then,  of  any  reuson  why  he  did  not  receive  your  proposition 
to  bid  t — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 
Q.  Did  he  give  any  at  that  time  f — A.  No,  sir.     He  had  only  been  in  position  a  few  days. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Had  you  previously  made  any  application  to  any  officer  of  the  department  to  put  in 
a  bid  ? — A.  I  had,  to  Mr.  Wood. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  T — A.  He  said  the  plans  were  not  ready. 

Q.  How  long  previous  to  that  had  you  talked  with  Mr.  Wood  ? — A.  Several  months  pre- 
vious to  it. 

Q.  How  long  after  you  talked  with  Shock  was  it  that  the  contracts  were  made  with  the 
other  parties  f — A.  Within  three  or  four  days. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  yon  heard  of  them  within  throe  or  four  days,  or  that  your  con- 
versation took  place  three  or  four  days,  before  the  dates  of  the  contracts  themselves  T — A.  It 
was  that  week  of  the  last  of  February,  or  between  that  time  and  the  3d  of  March,  when 
this  whole  transaction  between  Mr.  Shock  and  me  took  place.  The  contracts  were  awarded 
here  on  the  afternoon  of  the  'M  of  March.  1  was  present  here  when  the  news  came  down 
that  the  contracts  were  awarded,  and  I  went  home  in  connection  with  Mr.  Roach  ;  we  went 
home  together. 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  having  furnished  six  boilers.  Was  that  work  done  under  a  con- 
tract T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  by  the  pound. 

Q.  At  what  price  per  pound  did  you  do  that  work  7 — A.  It  was  either  twenty  or  twenty- 
two  cents;  I  cannot  recollect  wliich,  now ;  I  think  it  was  twenty  cents. 

Q.  Did  you  say  there  were  no  bids  ^ — A.  They  were  getting  that  same  class  of  work 
made  elsewhere. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  there  were  no  advertisements  ? — A.  No  advertisements. 
We  were  asked  what  we  would  build  thq^e  boilers  for  by  the  pound. 

Q.  Did  other  persons  bid  in  competition  with  you  ? — A.  1  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  you  make  your  proposition  in  writing  T — A.  No,  sir ;  my  partner  was  here  and  he 
t«legraph^  up  to  me  and  I  telegraphed  him  the  price  down. 

Q.  So  that  the  contract  was  really  made  by  your  partner  here  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  by  the  one 
hat  shot  himself. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 
Q.   At  what  time  was  thatf — A.  That  was  in  the  fall  of  1875,  if  I  mistake  not. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle: 

Q.  State  what  the  contract  for  these  boilers  amounted  to. — A.  The  six  boilers  came  to  be- 
tween forty  and  forty-five  ttiousand  dollars,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Has  that  all  been  paid  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  boilers  accepted  by  the  department? — A.  Yes,  sir;  accepted  by  the  depart- 
ment.    The  Bureau  of  Engineering  does  not  owe  me  anything. 

Q.  It  is  only  the  Bureau  of  Construction  aud  Repair  that  owes  you  anything  f — A.  That 
is  all.  It  is  only  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  that  owes  me  on  the  two  vessels, 
the  Mayflower  and  the  Constitution  ;  aud  the  dispute  between  us  now  is  in  the  Constitution's 
account. 

Q.  What  is  the  dispute — does  the  department  object  to  the  correctness  of  your  account  ? — 
A.  They  object  to  paying  me  for  tho  extra  labor  put  upon  it  by  reason  of  my  not  having 
received  the  material  in  the  proper  way. 

Q.  Had  that  controversy  arisen  between  you  and  the  department  before  the  time  at  which 
you  made  application  to  put  in  bids  on  the  Amphitrite  and  Terror ?~A.  No,  sir;  it  has 
since  that. 

Q.  Had  anything  been  said  to  you  by  any  officer  of  the  dejjartment,  prior  to  that  time, 
ID  regard  to  the  correctness  or  justness  of  your  account? — A.  We  had  not  commenced  work 
on  the  Constitution  at  that  time. 

Q.  [By  Mr.  Page.]  Not  by  the  3d  of  March.  1877  ?— A.  Tho  Id  of  March.  1877  ?  O,  yes. 
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By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  My  questions  have  been  directed,  in  point  of  time,  to  the  3d  of  March,  1877,  and  I 
am  tryinfT  to  ascertain  from  you  whether,  previous  to  that  time  or  at  that  time,  any  contro- 
versy or  dispute  had  arisen  between  you  and  the  department  in  regard  to  the  justness  or 
correctness  of  your  accounts  with  the  department? — A.  No,  sir;  there  was  no  dispute  be- 
tween  me  and  the  department 

Q.  Have  you  done  any  work  for  the  department  since  March,  1877f — A.  I  do  not  think 
I  have. 

Q.  Did  you  make  out  your  accounts  monthly  for  extra  work,  and  present  them  to  the  de- 
partment 7 — A.  The  extra  work  *  No,  sir ;  not  until  the  ship  was  completed. 

Q.  [By  Mr.  Page.]  When  was  it  completed  t — A.  Some  time  in  March,  1877. 

Q.  After  the  3d  of  March  t— A.  Yes,  in  1877. 

The  Chairman.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  work  was  completed  about  the  ]st  of 
January,  1877. 

[Note. — It  is  explained,  with  the  assent  of  witness,  that  his  testimony  was  that  the  con- 
tract was  completed  about  the  first  of  the  year  1877,  and  that  the  extra  work  was  not  com 
pleted  until  afterward.  ] 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  You  had  no  written  correspondence  at  all  with  the  department,  no  teleg^raphic  dia* 
pau'bes,  upon  the  subject  of  the  repair  of  the  two  vessels,  the  Terror  and  the  Amphitrite  T — 
A.  Nothing  at  all ;  only  requested  to  bid  ;  that  is  all. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Then  do  I  understand  yon  to  say  that  on  the  3d  of  March,  1877,  when  you  were  down 
here  and  wanting  to  bid  for  furnishing  the  machinery  on  the  Terror  and  Amphitrite,  you  at 
that  time  had  not  completed  ynur  contract  on  the  Constitution  and  turned  the  vessel  overt — 
A.  We  had  completed  the  contract  but  had  not  completed  the  extra  work. 

Q.  And  therefore  yon  still  had  that  ship  on  hano,  on  March  3,  1877  T — A.  Yes,  sir;  she 
was  still  lying  at  our  works. 

Q.  She  was  still  lying  at  your  works,  and  the  vessel  had  not  beeu  turned  over  to  the  de- 
partment complete  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  whose  yards  were  the  Amphitrite  and  Terror  on  the  d3  of  M  rch,  1877  f— A.  The 
ships  were  torn  up  at  that  time. 

Q.  Had  they  not  been  ordered  to  be  repaired — were  they  not  in  cour  of  construction  1 — 
A.  The  new  ones  were  of  wood  and  the  old  ones  of  iron. 

Q.  Where  were  they  being  rebuilt  t — ^A.  One  was  at  Kensington,  the  other  at  Wil- 
mington. 

Q.  Did  this  contract  for  furnishing  the  machinery  require  the  delivery  of  the  same  on 
board  the  vessel  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  • 

Q.  And  your  contract,  you  say,  would  have  been  |*20,000  leas  upon  each  vessel,  and  you 
would  have  delivered  it  on  board  the  vessels  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Wiluams  : 

Q.  Did  you  have  your  bid  prepared,  stating  the  amount  for  which  you  proposed  to  do  this 
work,  at  that  tiuief — A.  I  have  nothing  with  me. 

Q.  Did  you  have  it  at  that  timef — A.  I  had  at  that  time  the  figures  made. 

Q.  For  which  you  proposed  to  do  that  work  f — A.  For  which  I  propo^ied  to  do  that  work. 

Q.  And  you  say  they  were  $20,000  less  on  each  of  the  vessels? — A.  Twenty  thousand 
dollars  loss  on  each  of  those  two  ships. 

By  Mr.  Page  ; 

Q.  Did  you  inform  anybody  of  that  fact  T — A.  No,  sir.  I  never  quote  my  prices  to  any- 
body but  my  partner. 

Q.  You  have  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  work  for  the  Navy  Department,  you  say,  for 
some  time?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  done  a  great  deal  for  them  t—A.  Not  a  great  sight.  We  have  done,  I  suppose, 
$12,5,000  worth. 

O.  In  undertaking  to  do  that  work  did  you  compete  with  other  bidders  for  the  same  work 
or  did  the  department  simply  make  proposals  to  you  to  submit  what  you  would  do  the 
work  fort — A.  1  submitted  my  shop  prices  for  days*  work,  for  the  work  on  the  Mayflower. 
I  telegraphed  the  prices  on  the  Constitution  work,  and  put  in  my  figures  for  those  engines. 

Q.  And  for  the  work  on  the  Constitution  you  were  ttie  lowest  bidder  7 — ^A.  Yea,  sir  ;  I 
was  very  much  the  lowest  bidder. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  The  Constitution  is  the  vessel  on  which  you  have  this  charge  for  extra  workT — A* 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  time,  by  that  contract,  were  you  to  have  completed  your  work  on  the  Con- 
stitution ? — A.  In  June,  1H76.    The  letter  states  that.    She  was  intended  for  the  CeutenuiaL. 

Q.  You  completed  the  work  in  January,  1877  T — A.  In  Jauuary,  1877. 
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Q.  And  this  other  work  upon  her  which  you  did  was  completed  in  March,  1877  T — A.  Yes, 
sir.    I  will  state  that  the  reason  I  did  not  finish  the  work  was  that  I  did  not  g^t  the  material. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Have  yon  had  any  transaction  with  the  Navy  Department  aside  from  those  which  you 
have  already  narrated  Y — A.  I  have.  The  other  was  the  sale  of  the  steamer  Burling^ton. 
That  was  in  the  fall  of  1875,  the  time  they  were'removinfn^  the  navy -yard.  They  purchased 
the  steamer  Burlington  from  us  for  $40,000.  She  was  a  first-class  iron  ferry-boat  that  used 
to  be  used  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  for  transporting^  freifj^ht  across  the  river. 
They  paid  us  on  account  of  the  BurliBfi^ton  $27,000.  We  have  vouchers  for  the  charter  ot 
her,  previous  to  the  purchase,  remaininjif  unpaid,  of  $4,000. 

Q  Does  that  represent  the  whole  transaction  which  is  not  concluded  f — A.  No,  sir.  Our 
firm  bou)2^ht  a  dry-dock  at  Leag^ue  Island,  and  we  owed  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks 
$10,000  on  account  of  that  dry-dock.  The  $'<^,000  which  we  received  on  account  of  the  Bnr- 
linfifton,  and  the  $10,000  which  we  owed  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  with  $3,000  of  the 
vouchers  which  we  received  for  the  charter,  would  have  settled  up  the  purchase-money  of 
the  Burlington,  which  was  $40,000.  The  vouchers  are  not  paid  and  we  have  never  been 
credited  in  **  Yards  and  Docks**  with  this  amount  which  we  sliould  have  been  credited  with 
as  a  residue  of  the  Bnrling^ton  transaction.  The  reason  was,  Mr.  Hanscom  told  me,  that 
* '  Construction  **  had  no  money  to  pay  "  Yards  and  Docks  *';  consequently  we  stand  debited 
in  **  Yards  and  Docks**  for  $10,000,  and  we  have  a  debit  a^^ainst  the  Navy  Department  of 
$7,000.  **  Construction  *'  bought  the  Burlington,  and  we  bought  the  dry-dock  from  **  Yards 
and  Docks.**  So  that  if  those  vouchers  were  paid,  there  would  be  some  little  coming  to  us 
on  the  Burlington  transaction,  amounting  to  about  $3,000,  I  think. 

Q.  Is  that  allT— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Please  to  prepare  and  hand  to  the  reporter,  for  the  committee,  a  copy  of  your  account 
with  the  government  for  the  respective  amounts,  indicating  therein  what  items  have  and 
what  have  not  been  approved,  and  the  amount  of  the  alleged  discrepancy  in  the  account  per 
Constitution  for  extra  work. 

[Note. — The  following  was  subsequently  handed  to  the  reporter  by  the  witness  as  his 
response  to  the  question :  J 

StatemeiU  of  account  unsettled  between   Wood^  Dialogue  4'  Co.^  John  H.  DialoguCt  Murviving 

partner^  and  Cnited  States  Natff  Department, 

United  States  steamer  Mayflower :  vouchers  unpaid $4,78f  56 

United  States  steamer  Mayflower :  vouchers  unpaid 5, 532  95 

United  States  steamer  Constitution .  vouchers  unpaid 5, 000  00 

United  States  steamer  Constit  ntiou :  vouchers  unpaid 5, 000  00 

20,314  51 


Balance  dueon  contract.  Constitution 1,450  00 

Sundry  bills  on  file  in  Navy  Department,  extra  work 12, 288  31 

13,738  31 


Steamer  Burlington , 40,000  00 

Charter  of  same  previous  to  sale • 4  000  00 

41,000  00 

Cr. 

Cash  received  on  account  of  above $27,000  00 

17, 000  00 
Amount  due  Yards  and  Docks  by  Wood,  Dlalofl^e  &,  Co., balance  of  purchase- 
money,  dry-dock  10,000  00 

7,000  00 

Vouchers  received  for  charter  of  above  vessel,  one $3, 000  00 

Now  unpaid  for  charter,  one  voucher 1, 000  00 

4, 000  00 

Balance  due  on  above 3,000  00 
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SUMMARY. 

Vouchers,  Mayflower  and  Constitution,  unpaid $20, 314  51 

Balance  due  l^'onstitution,  contract  and  extra  work 13, 7'Sii  31 

Balance  due  Burlington 3,000  OO 

37,(^2  82 

Vouchers  for  charter |3,000  00 

Vouchers  for  charter i,0(K)  00 

•  4.000  00 

Total 41.052  «2 

Washington,  D.  C,  Felmtary  20,  1878. 
Edward  Hartt  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  your  position  in  the  Navy  Department. — Answer.  Naval  constructor. 

Q.  How  loufr  have  you  been  such? — A.  Since  IH6i,  I  think. 

Q.  Are  you  the  senior  naval  constructor  on  the  active-list  T— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  are  you  located  f — A.  I  am  on  special  duty  at  Philadelphia. 

Q.  Where  were  you  during  the  transaction  which  has  been  described  in  your  hearing  by 
Mr.  Dialogue  Y — A.  I  know  nothing  about  it  except  about  the  Constitution :  I  know  noth- 
ing about  the  Mayflower.  When  he  had  the  major  part  of  his  vessel  completed  I  was  put 
in  charge  of  her.  The  heavy  work  was  all  done  excepting  the  extra  jobs  he  tells  about, 
the  house  and  so  on. 

Q.  Were  those  extra  jobs  provided  for  in  the  original  written  contract  f — A.  No,  sir ;  they 
were  outside  the  contract. 

Q.  Go  on  and  state  what  they  were  and  their  value,  as  near  as  yon  have  ascertained  that. — 
A.  The  only  one  of  any  moment  that  1  can  remember  is  that  house  he  refers  to.  The  ship 
being  used  as  a  receiving-ship  wanted  a  house  for  the  protection  of  the  men,  and  I  had  some 
consultation  with  the  officers.  They  wmted  it  very  bad,  and  at  last  I  went  on  to  Washing- 
ton here  and  had  a  talk  with  the  chief  of  the  bureau  about  some  matters,  and  at  last  I  men- 
tioned that.  I  said,  **  Mr.  Dialogue  says  he  will  put  a  very  nice  house  there  for  a  thousand 
dol[ar8.*'  So  he  said  he  had  better  go  on  and  do  it.  So  I  made  a  memorandum  in  some 
book  I  had  that  he  would  put  up  the  house  for  $1,000.  And  he  put  a  very  nice  house  up, 
fitted  it  up  with  shelves  for  books  and  school  arrangements  that  were  not  really  iu  the  agree- 
ment 

Q.  Is  that  all  that  you  recollect  of  the  extra  work  ? — A.  Well,  I  cannot  recollect  the 
items.  As  to  the  item  of  sawing  of  timbers,  1  recollect  that  the  timber  was  furnished  to  him 
in  the  crude  state  and  he  had  to  prepare  it,  and  had  to  do  an  immense  amount  of  work  tu 
prepar   it. 

Q.  Did  the  contract  provide  that  he  should  do  that  work  or  that  the  Navy  Department 
should  do  it  T— A.  No,  sir.  I  understood  that  by  the  contract  they  were  to  furnish  him  with 
the  material  to  do  the  vork  with ;  for  instance,  deck-plank. 

Mr.  Pagr  :  I  suggest  that  the  contract  itself  will  be  the  best  evidence  of  its  contents. 

The  Witness.  Well,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  explain  that  portion  of  it,  you  will  under- 
stand the  matter  bettor.  For  instance,  we  agreed  to  fumish  him  with  material.  Well,  now, 
he  asked  for  deck-planking.  Instead  of  getting  deck-planking  he  got  logs,  and  not  very 
good  logs  at  that.  Well,  then  he  had  to  send  them  to  the  saw-mill  and  have  them  sawed, 
and  I  considered  that  he  ought  to  charge  extra  and  I  approved  his  bill. 

Q.  Had  the  government  been  in  the  habit  of  paying  such  bills  f — A.  Why,  certainly,  sir ; 
as  tar  as  my  experience  goes. 

Q.  You  have  had  considerable  experience  in  such  matters  7 — A.  I  have,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  on  duty  at  Philadelphia  navy-ynrd  at  the  time  of  its  sale  and  the  removal 
to  League  Island? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  state  to  the  committee  the  probable  cost  of  converting  League  Island  into  a 
navy-yard  T — A.  I  am  afraid  not. 

Q.  Well,  approximately  1 — A.  Some  fifty  millions  of  dollars. 

Q.  Why  was  nut  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard  equally  as  well  adapted  to  the  purposes  of 
a  navy*yard  as  will  be  this  one  when  completed  T — A.  Well,  if  this  one  was  completed  ac- 
cording to  plans,  it  would  be  far  superior  to  what  the  Philadelphia  navv-yard  was. 

Q.  What  expenditure  upon  League  Island,  in  your  judgment,  would  be  necessary  before 
it  could  become  equally  as  good  a  yard  as  was  the  Philadelphia  navy -yard  f — A.  Six  to 
eight  millions  or  ten  millions. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Was  not  the  removal  to  the  new  location,  in  your  judgment,  advantageous  to  the  pab- 
lic  interests  f — A.  Well,  in  some  respects  it  was  and  in  some  it  was  not. 
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Q.  State  in  what  respects  it  was  or  was  not. — A.  Id  being  more  accessible  for  the  men, 
the  working-men,  the  old  location  was  the  better  one,  but  in  regnrd  to  working-room  the 
new  yard  is  the  better,  as  the  river  there  is  wider  and  there  is  more  depth  of  water. 

Bj  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  the  ground  at  League  Island  as  to  the  essential  requisites  of 
a  good  foundation  f — A.  My  opinion  is  that  it  will  Aost  an  enormous  amount  of  money  to 
make  a  foundation,  as  there  is  no  bottom  without  going  down  very  deep.  The  first  bottom 
is  a  false  bottom. 

Q.  How  deep  is  that? — ^A.  About  twenty  feet,  I  think. 

Q.  Do  vou  know  at  what  depth  a  solid  bottom  may  be  reached  t — A.  It  would  be  hard  to 
tell  how  far  you  would  have  to  go  after  that.  I  think  the  bottom  is  similar  to  what  they 
had  under  that  bridge  at  Philadelphia  that  fell  the  other  day — the  South-street  bridge — 
an  enormous  stone  structure  put  on  p'ling  driven  down  to  what  was  supposed  to  be  a  solid 
bottom,  but  which  was  only  a  false  bottom.  The  whole  thing  fell  down  in  one  night,  and 
it  will  cost  $250,000,  I  suppose,  probably  more,  to  make  the  thing  good. 

Q.  In  what  condition  is  the  yard  at  League  Island  f — A.  I  have  not  been  down  there 
lately. 

Q.  State  what  is  its  general  condition. — A.  Well,  they  have  erected  several  buildings  and 
have  been  putting  up  some  of  the  machinery,  and  there  is  iome  of  the  machinery  going.  There 
is  no  place  to  build  a  ship  yet.  That  constitutes  a  ship-yard — whether  there  is  any  place  to 
build  a  ship.    They  can  repair,  but  not  build. 

Q.  Is  there  any  place  in  which  to  do  repairs? — A.  There  is,  alongside  the  dock.  There  is 
DO  dry-dock  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  money  has  been  spent  upon  that  navy-yard  already  T — A. 
No,  sir ;  I  have  not  the  least  idea. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  method  in  which  expenses  could  be  reduced  in  the  carrying  on 
of  navy-yards  generally  7— A.  Well,  I  have  a  theory,  I  suppose,  in  such  matters. 

Q.  Please  8tat«  it — A.  By  making  a  mechanical  institution  of  it,  instead  of  a  military 
institution. 

Q.  How  could  that  be  doneT — A.  I  am  sure  I  do  not  know,  unless  by  aci  of  Congress. 

Q.  You  do  not  understand  the  question.  My  inquiry  has  reference  to  what  you  desire  to 
be  und<»r8tood  as  meaning  by  the  terms  you  made  use  of. — A.  I  mean  that  the  expense  of 
the  military  establishment  at  the  navy-yard  is  all  extra,  all  unnecessary,  so  far  as  the 
building  of  the  ships  is  concerned.  I  do  not  see  the  necessity  for  the  presence  of  twenty  or 
thirty  officers  in  the  building  of  a  ship — officers  who  have  nothing  to  do  with  a  ship. 

By  Mr.  Pridemore  : 
Q.  Particularly  where  they  know  nothing  about  the  ship  T — A.  I  think  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  other  words,  the  less  number  of  navy-yards  there  are,  the  more  yon  concentrate  the 
<vrork  and  the  cheaper  it  becomes  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  about  that,  because  in  that  case  you 
may  have  to  carry  the  stuff  too  far.     I  do  not  think  I  am  competent  to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  My  only  purpose  in  calling  upon  you  was  to  ask  you  in  regard  to  this  extra  work 
done  by  Mr.  Dialogue,  and  about  the  League  Island  navy-yard ;  and  I  presume  that  as  to 
the  first  you  have  told  all  you  know  on  that  subject? — ^A.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  told  all  I 
know  about  it.  I  approved  Mr.  Dialogue*s  bills,  and  therefore  feel  persouHlly  interested  in 
that  matter,  and  would  like  to  give  my  reasons  for  doing  it;  because  they  appointed  a 
board  and  cut  those  bills  out,  and  their  aotion  seems  to  be  rather  a  little  reflection  upon  me. 

Q.  Proceed  briefly  with  any  additional  statement  on  that  point  that  you  have  to  make. — 
A.  Well,  Mr.  Dialogue  presented  his  bills  for  sawing  logs,  grinding  paint,  and  working 
iron,  which  I  thought  he  had  a  right  to  do,  and  I  approved  them ;  and  all  that  has  been 
stricken  out,  according  to  what  I  understand  now.  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  have  been 
8tri<*ken  out.  I  think  he  was  entitled  to  them,  else  I  should  not  have  signed  the  bills.  I 
know  the  logs  were  very  sappy,  more  so  than  was  the  case  under  ordinary  circumstances, 
aud  I  know  that  I  required  material,  and  that  he  was  put  t  o  expense  and  annoyance  on  that 
account,  and  had  to  knock  the  men  off  work.  They  nad  no  men  there  and  had  no  teams, 
and  when  Mr.  Dialogue  was  waiting  for  this  work  of  grinding  paint,  working  iron,  and  so 
on,  he  had  to  send  the  men  down,  and  in  some  cases  had  to  go  and  buy  it  and  not  bother 
any  more  about  it.  That  detained  him  a  long  while,  and  got  him  into  annoyance  with  the 
omcers.of  the  ship.  That  is  what  detained  him  and  why  the  work  was  not  done.  The  gov« 
ernment  did  not  supply  the  material,  and  he  could  not  do  the  work,  and  it  cost  him  a  great 
deal  more  on  that  account,  because  his  men,  waiting  for  material  and  finding  it  was  not 
cooling,  would  nurse  the  job  along,  and  not  work  so  fast  as  they  would  have  worked  if  they 
had  bad  the  material  to  go  to  work  with.  Mr.  Hichborn  did  not  agree  with  the  full  board 
in  that  respect ;  he  allowed  him  more  morey  than  what  the  board  did.  He  made  a  minority 
report.  He  agreed  more  with  m3 ;  but  what  the  particular  amounts  of  the  bills  were  I  do 
sot  know. 
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Bj  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Did  not  the  department  express  itself  as  dissatisfied  with  the  manner  id  which  demand 
was  made  upon  them  by  Mr.  Dialofifue,  in  reference  to  the  Constitution  f — A.  Not  to  my 
knowiedfi^e.    I  have  no  knowledfife  of  it. 

Q.  You  know  of  no  .difficulty  that  they  had  T~A.  No.  There  was  no  communication  ad- 
dressed to  me  at  all. 

Q.  Nor  you  did  not  know  of  it  informally  T — A.  Not  the  Navy  Department.  I  know  they 
had  a  board  there.  I  know  there  was  a  ^liuf!^  between  Dialofi^ue  and  the  captain  of  the 
yard  about  this  Burlington,  and  the  captain  of  the  yard  (the  commodore)  seemed  disposed 
to  throw  all  the  obstacles  he  could  in  the  way  of  Dialog^uo. 

Q.  Who  was  the  commodore  T — A.  Welles.  And  it  appears  he  ordered  Dialogue  to  take 
that  boat  away,  and  he  would  not  take  it  away  because  it  was  not  his  boat — he  HoTd  it  to  him 
afterwards.  Well,  they  had  a  little  controversy,  got  to  sharp  loggerheads  about  it,  and 
through  that  this  difficulty  arose,  in  my  opinion. 

Q.  [By  Mr.  Williams.]  What  difficulty  f~  A.  This  dispute  about  prices— through  Captain 
Adams,  who  is  now  dead,  and  Commodore  Welles. 

Adjourned. 


COMMITTRE  ON  EXPENDITURES  IN  NaVY  DEPARTMENT, 

IVashington,  Ftbruary  27,  1878. 

The  chairman  submitted  sundry  communications  recently  received  by  him,  all  of  which 
were  marked  for  identihcation  and  ordered  to  be  inserted  in  the  appendix.  They  wbre  as  fol- 
low: 

Letter  from  Mr.  H.  G.  Hayes,  official  stenographer  to  committees  of  fthe  House,  ex- 
planatory of  his  possession  of  certain  original  papers  supposed  to  have  been  abstracted 
from  the  guard-book  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  b,x^  Bepair,  and  inclosing  the  same 
and  other  papers.     **  Exhibit  15  "—(February  27,  1878.) 

Papers  inclosed  in  the  letter  of  H.  O.  Hayes,  viz: 

Letter  of  C.  E.  Pennock  &,  Co.,  of  Coatesville,  Pa.,  dated  August  30,  1873.  Exhibit  16— 
(February  27.  1878.) 

Copy  of  letter  of  1.  Hanscom  (Chief  of  Bureau)  dated  January  6,  1874.  Exhibit  17 ~ 
(February  27,  1878.) 

Copy  of  letter  of  I.  Hanscom  (Chief  of  Bureau)  dated  February  14,  1874.  Exhibit  18 — 
(February  27,  1878.) 

Letter  of  C.  E.  Pennock  A,  Co.  dated  July  7,  1874— Exhibit  19    (February  27,  1878.) 

Letter  of  T.  F.  Rowland,  dated  Green  Poiut,  N.  Y.,  January  28,  1875.  Exhibit  2U— 
(February  27,  1878.) 

Letters  of  I.  Hanscom,  dated  April  13,  1875.  Exhibit  21— (February  27,  1878),  and 
John  Roach,  February  5,  1875,  Exhibit  22— (February  27,  1878.) 

The  chairman  also  submitted  copies  of  bills  aft  follows : 

By  David  Babcock  &,  Co.  against  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  for  engineer's  stores 
and  supplies,  amounting  to  $6,464.93,  and  covering  period  from  January  7  to  June  11, 
1877.     Exhibit  D— (February  27,  1878.) 

By  George  W.  Quiiitard  for  bills  on  eight  boilers  for  United  States  sloops  of  war  Alaska 
and  Benicia,  and  extra  bills  for  sloop  Alliance,  amounting  to  $110,3^4.20  and  covering 
period  from  October  31,  1875,  to  January  15.  1877.    Exhibit  E— (February  27,  1878.) 

Philip  Hichborn,  jr.,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  In  what  official  capacity  are  you  now  acting? — A  swer.  Naval  constructor. 

Q.  Where  are  you  stationed  7 — A.  At  iJeague  Island  navy^yard. 

Q.  Are  you  in  charge  of  the  bureau  there  T — A.  I  am  the  naval  constructor  in  charge  of 
the  construction  department  at  League  Island. 

Q.  For  how  long  have  you  been  connected  with  the  League  Island  navy-yard  7 — A.  Two 
years  up  to  last  December. 

Q.  Have  you  been  engaged  there  since  the  work  of  constructing  a  navy-yard  began  f — 
A.  The  navy  ynrd  was  begun,  I  think,  abont  ten  years  ago,  but  I  took  charge  the^e  after 
the  old  navy-vard  was  broken  up. 

Q.  Up  to  the  time  at  which  the  old  navy-yard  was  broken  up,  how  much  money  had 
been  expended  on  League  Island,  to  the  best  of  your  judgment  i — A.  At  the  time  of  the 
breaking  up  of  the  old  yard  T 

Q.  Before  the  old  navy-yard  had  been  sold. — A.  I  should  say  between  eight  and  nine  hun« 
dred  thousand  dollars. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  at  what  time  League  Island  was  ceded  to  the  United  States  T — A.  I 
could  not  give  the  correct  date,  but  it  was  about  ten  years  ago,  as  nearly  as  I  can  state 
from  the  information  I  have  derived  in  the  papers  about  it. 
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Q.  Do  yon  kuow  the  extent  of  League  Island^  how  many  acres  it  contains  f — A.  The 
inclosed  space,  when  completed,  will  be  nearly  a  thousand  acres. 

Q.  How  much  of  the  space,  if  any,  is  now  completed  T— A.  The  buildin(|^s  are  dotted  all 
around,  but  there  is  hardly  any  one  portion  of  the  yard  completed.  There  is  as  much 
ground  available  for  navy-yard  purposes  now  as  was  contained  in  the  old  yard. 

Q.  That  was  a  very  small  yard,  was  it  notT — A.  O,  quite  small ;  of  about  25  or  30  acres. 

Q.  On  what  character  of  foundation  were  the  buildings  which  have  been  completed  at 
League  Island  erected? — A.  On  a  pile  foundation.  AH  buildings  have  to  be  erected  on 
pile  foundations. 

Q.  To  what  depth  are  those  piles  driven  T— A.  Permit  me  to  explain  that  the  matter  of 
your  inquiry  is  a  little  out  of  the  line  of  my  profession. 

Q.  But  if  the  facts  are  within  your  knowledge,  it  is  competent  for  you  to  state  them. — A. 
Tea,  sir;  it  comes  within  my  knowledge  that  they  drive  piles  there  of  a  length  of  20  and 
25  feet. 

Q.  Yon  mean  that  they  drive  them  to  a  depth  of  20  or  25  feet  7 — A.  They  drive  them 
right  down  to  a  depth  of  25  feet. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  they  then  get  a  false  or  a  substantial  bottom  f — A'  So  far  as 
my  knowledge  goes,  they  get  a  good  bottom. 

Q.  How  many  buildings  have  been  erected  there  at  Leagne  Island  T — A.  Four  permanent 
buildings. 

Q.  Is  there  an  embankment  around  it  to  prevent  the  overflow  of  the  island  f— A.  Yes, 
sir ;  all  around  the  island. 

Q.  If  it  were  not  for  that  embankment,  would  not  the  island  be  more  or  less  overflowed  at 
every  high  tide  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  height  of  that  embankment  f — A.  It  is  a  regular  levee  that  is  built 
around  it. 

Q.  My  inquiry  is  as  to  the  height  of  it. — A.  In  some  places  it  is  eight  to  nine  feet  higher 
than  places  on  the  island — than  the  lowest  portions  of  the  island. 

Q.  Is  this  levee  a  very  old  one  T — A.  It  was  built  there,  at  one  time,  by  private  enterprise 
to  carry  on  a  farm.    This  island  was  formerly  used  for  farming  purposes. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  What  is  the  size  of  the  island  f — A.  It  is  proposei  to  make  it  about  a  thousand  acres. 

Q.  My  understanding  of  your  previous  answer  on  that  point  was  that  that  extent  was  to 
be  the  iuclosure  for  the  navy-yard  1 — A.  The  navy-yard  covers  the  whrle  island.  They  pro- 
pose to  run  a  sea-wall  out,  and  within  that  sea-wall  the  area  covers  a  thousand  acres. 

By  the  Cif  airman  : 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  the  bottom  there  T  Is  it  muddy  t — A.  After  going  down  to  a 
certain  depth,  they  find  clay  and  gravel. 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  the  ground  on  the  river-banks  ? — A.  It  is  soft — mnddy. 

Q.  Is  the  place  in  a  malarious  neighborhood,  or  otherwise  T — A.  I  have  no  means  of  as- 
certaining that.  Very  few  people  live  down  at  the  island.  I  reside  nearly  two  miles  from 
the  island.  * 

Q.  How  long  does  it  take  to  reach  tLe  island  from  the  city  f — A.  It  is  two  miles  and  a 
half  from  the  Baltimore  depot. 

Q.  How  do  von  reach  it  from  the  city  T — A.  The  government  has  an  omnibus  running 
down  to  carry  the  officers.    The  men  provide  their  own  means  of  conveyance. 

Q.  How  do  you  reach  the  island  aher  you  leave  the  omnibus,  by  boat  f — A.  There  is  a 
bridge  built  across.    It  is  only  a  short  space. 

Q.  League  Island  is  connected  with  the  shore  by  a  bridge  t — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  is  just  an 
island,  that  is  all. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  stream  that  is  spanned  by  the  bridge  t — A.  We  call  it  the 
back  channel.     It  is  almost  artificial. 

Q.  Can  you  send  to  the  committee  a  map  of  League  Island  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Please  do  so  upon  your  return  to  your  station. — A.  I  will  do  so. 

Q.  During  the  time  for  which  you  were  in  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard,  did  Mr.  Dialogue 
do  any  work  for  the  Navy  Department  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  it  T — ^A.  He  had  a  contract  to  complete  the  Constitution. 

Q.  I  desire  to  call  your  attention  simply  to  one  particular  branch  of  the  work  that  be 
did  ;  that  is,  the  extra  work.    Do  you  kuow  anything  about  thatf — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Sp&te  what  was  the  nature  ot  that  extra  work,  and  whether  it  was  authorized  to  be 
done  by  any  officer  of  the  Navy  Department. — A.  I  think  all  of  the  work  was  authorized  by 
some  officer  of  the  Navy  Department ;  I  do  not  know  who. 

Q.  htate  now  what  work  it  was. — A.  Building  a  house  on  deck,  recalking  the  ship, 
making  extra  blocks.    Those  are  the  principal  jobs  that  occur  to  me. 

Q.  Did  he  prepare  any  timber  that  ought  to  have  been  prepared  by  the  government  accord- 
ing to  the  contract  f  State  the  whole  transaction  in  your  own  way. — A.  Mr.  Dialogue  had 
a  contract  to  complete  the  United  States  ship  Constitution  according  to  specifications  fur- 
nished by  the  department.    The  government  was  to  furnish  the  material.    At  that  time,  on 
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League  Island,  we  had  a  verj  small  namber  of  men — were  redaced  to  ship-keepers  some 
times — the  men  who  generally  took  care  of  the  vessels.  It  devolved  on  me  to  furuish  him 
•with  the  material.  We  had  to  carry  it  from  the  navy-yard  to  Camden,  N.  J.,  to  ferry  ic  on 
a  steamboat,  and  deliver  it  to  him  on  the  wharf ;  and  we  were  often  subjected  to  delnvs  for 
the  want  of  men  to  handle  this  material.  Many  a  time  I  handled  the  material  myuelf  per- 
sonally, as  the  government  was  called  upon,  and  the  government's  duty  was  to  furnish  him 
this  material  in  proper  shape.  The  most  pointed  case  that  I  can  cite  where  the  govern- 
ment failed  to  comply  with  the  requirement  in  this  respect  was  the  case  of  a  requisition 
which  Mr.  Dialogue  made  upon  me  to  furnish  him  wito  deck-plank.  That  would  be  the 
material  about  four  by  eight  inches  in  size,  of  proper  shape.  I  had  none  of  that  on  the  yiird. 
nor  had  the  government  any  money  available  with  which  to  buy  it,  or  at  least  would  not 
buy  it,  but  authorised  me  to  give  him  whatever  I  did  have.  Wbat  I  had  was  large  sticks 
of  timber  in  the  water,  which  had  been  there  probably  for  two  years.  I  made  a  raU  of  that 
timber,  towed  it  up  to  Camden  alongside  the  wharf,  and  made  it  fast,  and  gave  that  to  Mr. 
Dialogue  for  deck -plank.  He  was  compelled  to  haul  that  out,  haul  it  to  a  saw-mill,  saw 
it,  handle  it,  put  it  in  proper  shape,  ana  then  make  it  into  deck-plank  himself,  [t  was  the 
same  way  in  regard  to  paint.  We  were  authorieed  to  furnish  him  paint.  I  had  no  paint- 
mills  with  which  to  grind  the  paint,  and  furnished  him  the  raw  material,  and  he  had  to  make 
the  paint  out  of  it. 

Q.  Was  he  ordered  to  make  the  paint  out  of  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  because  we  could  not 
give  him  anything  better.  We  had  ary  white-lead  and  he  had  to  grind  it  and  make  it  into 
paint 

Q.  He  was  told  to  go  ahead  with  it,  I  presume? — A.  Yes,  sir.  lu  other  words,  we  gave 
biui  what  we  had  without  regard  to  bis  furnishing  it. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  About  what  quantity  of  timber  did  you  furnish  him  with  in  the  raft  spoken  of,  to  be 
sawed  into  deck-plank? — A.  Well,  just  as  to  that  particular  raft,  I  do  not  recollect.  We 
furnished  it  not  only  for  deck-plank  but  for  rails  and  everything  of  that  kind. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Mr.  Carlisle's  object  is  to  get  at  the  amount  of  work  done  by  Mr.  Dialogue  by  ascer- 
taining first  the  amount  of  material  delivered  to  him. — A.  He  had  about  40,000  cubic  feet 
in  timber — which  I  furnished  him  in  logs,  which  should  have  been  deck-plank,  beams,  dec. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  value  of  the  extra  work  that  was  done  by  Mr.  Dia- 
logue T — A.  I  know  all  about  it,  sir. 

Q.  State,  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge,  what  was  the  amount  of  such  value. — A.  I 
have  made  one  report  in  regard  to  it,  and  would  have  to  refer  to  that  in  order  to  make  my 
answer  accurate. 

Q.  Have  you  the  report  at  hand  f — A.  I  could  procure  it  in  a  few  minutes.  It  is  in  the 
Bareau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

[Note. — At  a  subsequent  point  of  the  testimony  of  witness,  the  report  is  produced.] 

Q.  How  did  you  acquire  a  knowledge  of  thi%  extra  work  ? — A.  There  was  a  board  ap- 
pointed by  the  commandant  of  the  yard  to  examine  into  the  details. 

Q.  Who  was  the  commandant  of  the  yard? — A.  Capt.  C.  H.  Wells.  , 

Q.  Who,  beside  yourself,  were  appointed  to  constitute  such  board  f — A.  Captain  Adams 
and  Carpenter  Carter. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  unusual  in  the  constitution  of  that  board  f — A.  It  was  not  In 
keeping  with  what  was  the  usual  custom  in  the  appointment  of  boards  to  examine  claims  of 
that  kind. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle: 

Q.  In  what  respect  was  the  constitution  of  this  board  different  from  the  usual  custom  ? — 
A.  It  should  have  been  a  board  of  mechanics.  I  was  principal  mechanic  on  the  board. 
There  should  have  been  at  least  three  mechanics  on  the  board. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Of  how  many  members  was  the  board  composed  f — A.  Three. 

Q.  1  hey  should  all  have  been  mechanics  ?~A.  They  should  all  have  been  mechanics. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  there  was  any  ill-will  existing  between  the  officers  of  the  yard  and 
the  contractor  T — A.  I  do  not  think  the  commandant  of  the  yard  had  a  very  favorable 
opinion  of  Mr.  Dialogue. 

Q.  Did  yun  hear  any  expressions  of  feeling  on  his  part  toward  the  contractor  ? — A.  None 
specially  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  Did  he  give  any  directions  to  the  board— any  instructions  f — A.  Only  by  order  to  ex- 
amine into  the  claims. 

Q.  Did  be  intimate  the  kind  of  report  that  was  wanted  f — A.  Not  to  me ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  a  difference  of  opinion  between  the  members  of  the  board  respecting  the 
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valae  of  tho  work  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  disagreed  with  the  other  members  of  the  board.  I 
could  not  make  the  report  coDsistent  with  the  evidence. 

Q.  Had  the  valae  of  this  work  been  ascertained  by  any  officer  of  the  Navy  Department 
previously,  and  approved  bills  given  therefor? — A.  Tho  superintending  officer,  Naval  Con- 
structor Hart,  haa  pronounced  upon  it  ss  being  just  and  proper. 

Q.  What  were  your  mean»  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  the  work,  so  far  as  your  own  state* 
ment  was  concerned  f — A.  My  practical  knowledge  and  experience  as  a  navlil  constructor 
as  to  how  long  it  would  take  to  do'  work,  the  expense  of  doing  work  on  any  particular 
part  of  the  ship,  the  examination  of  bills  also,  particularly  as  to  the  hours  of  labor,  presented 
by  the  contractor. 

[NoTK. — At  this  point  the  report  made  by  witness  as  a  member  of  the  board  appointed  to 
pass  upon  the  extra  work  done  by  Mr.  Uialogue  is  produced,  as  contained  among  other 
papers  in  one  of  the  letter-books  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  and  his  atten- 
tion is  directed  to  che  same.] 

Q.  State  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge  what  was  the  value  of  the  extra  work  that  was 
done  by  Mr.  Dialogue. — A.  [Referring  to  letter-book  and  quoting  from  report  of  the  ma- 
jority of  board.]  The  amount  claimed  was  |1'{,^J47  67;  **  allowed, $6,277.29;  not  allowed, 
|7,5T0.38." 

Now,  let  me  give  you  a  little  explanation.  There  was  a  majority  report  and  a  minority 
report  from  the  board.  The  figures  I  have  read  are  from  the  majority  report.  Turning  now 
to  the  minority  report  made  by  myself,  I  will  state  that  I  agreed  with  the  majority  with  this 
exception,  [reading:]  *' Claim  A,  which,  in  my  opinion,  snould  be  allowed ;  the  material 
having  been  furnished  in  the  log  and  not  in  accordance  with  the  usual  custom.*' 

Q.  State  the  title  of  the  book  from  which  you  have  quoted  the  statement  just  given,  in 
order  that  it  may  be  had  for  reference  if  necessary. :— A  The  title  of  the  book  is  "Letters 
from  League  Island  Navy  Yard  fur  the  year  1877,  volume  Jl,  Bureau  of  Construction  and 
Repair.*' 

William  H.  Shock  recalled. 

[Mr.  Page  states  that  the  witness  has  been  recalled  by  him,  with  the  consent  of  the 
chairman,  in  order  to  rebut  certain  testimony  given  by  John  H,  Dialogue.] 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  According  to  my  recollection  of  his  testimony,  given  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  com- 
mittee, the  witness,  John  H  Dialogue,  testified  that  previous  to  the  contracts  being  awarded 
for  machinery  for  the  iron-clads  Monadnock,  Terror,  Amphitrite,  and  Puritan,  he  was  re- 
lused  by  the  Navy  Department,  and  by  yourself  acting  in  its  behalf,  the  right  to  bid  for  the 
same  ;  that  the  contracts  were  given  without  advertisement;  and  that  be  was  here  in  this 
city,  and  had  p  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  yourself  on  the  subject, 
from  neither  of  whom  he  received  any  satisfaction.  I  ask  you  to  state  what  is  your  recol- 
lection on  the  subject  Djd  you  refuse  to  let  a  contract  to  Mr.  Dialogue  f — A.  1  know 
nothing  whatever  of  any  conversation  with  the  Secretary  by  Mr.  Dialogue,  if  any  was  had, 
as  he  states ;  nor  do  I  remember  any  had  with  me  by  him  on  the  subject.  In  fact,  I  adopted 
the  rule  from  the  first,  on  taking  charge  of  the  bureau,  that  all  communications  had  with 
myself  on  matters  pertaining  to  contracts,  orders,  &c.,  must  be  put  in  writing,  so  as  to  be 
made  matters  of  record.  It  never  was  either  my  wish,  Aght,  or  power  to  decline  to  receive 
and  consider  any  official  communication  pertaining  to  the  business  of  the  bureau.  There 
is  Dot  upon  the  files  of  the  bureau,  nor  has  there  been  at  any  time,  any  communication  or 
offer  from  Wood,  Dialogue  <&  Co.  proposing  to  do  any  work  under  cognizance  of  the  Bureau 
of  Steam-Engineering  since  I  took  charge  thereof. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Dialogue  ever  do  any  work  for  the  Navy  Department  that  yon  know  of  per- 
sonally T — A.  Yes,  sir;  work  which  came  within  my  cogniaance  upon  my  taking  charge  of 
the  bureau.     He  built  some  boilers. 

Q.  In  what  year  was  this  f — A.  I  do  not  remember.  The  contracts  were  made  before  I 
came  into  the  department.  I  only  know  of  the  work  from  the  official  reports  thereon  and 
specimens  sent  to  the  bureau  from  the  Washington  navy-yard.  I  accidentally  learned  that 
these  boilers  were  at  Mr.  Dialogue's  place,  and  I  ordered  them,  for  safe  keeping,  to  the  navy- 
yard,  Norfolk. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  the  work  done  upon  those  boilers  7  ~ A.  The  worst  of  the 
kind  I  have  ever  seen. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  What  work  was  thatT — A.  Work  on  some  boilers  that  Messrs.  Wood  &.  Dialogue  built 
for  the  government. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Do  you  know  in  what  year  this  was  T — A.  I  do  not  know  in  what  year  Messrs.  Wood 
&  Dialogue  made  the  contract,  but  I  ordered  the  boilers  after  I  came  into  the  bureau  to  he 
sent  to  the  navy -yard. 

Q.  Was  the  work  which  bad  been  done  upon  them  of  a  character  such  as  would  have  a 
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tendeDcy  to  prevent  the  department  from  entering  a  second  time  into  a  contract  for  similar 
work  with  the  same  firm  T — A.  So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  would  never  eive  Mr. 
Wood  nor  Mr.  Dialogue  nor  any  other  person  a  contract,  if  I  could  prevent  it,  after  their 
doing  such  work  as  was  shown  to  have  been  done  on  thoite  boilers. 

Q.  Did  the  result  of  that  work  involve  the  department  in  additional  expense  in  order  to 
perfect  and  make  reliable  the  work  which  had  been  done  T— A.  It  did,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  a  board  of  examiners  appointed  to  examine  this  work  7 — A.  There  was,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  make  a  report? — A.  They  did. 

Q.  In  writing  t — A.  In  writing. 

Q.  If  you  have  such  report  here,  please  present  it  at  this  time  f — A.  I  have  it  here  and  will 
submit  it  as  a  part  of  the  testimony.  I  accordinglv  now  submit  two  papers.  The  first  is  a 
copy  of  the  report  of  the  board  of  survey  that  I  ordered  on  the  boiler  of  the  Triana  after  cer- 
tain developments  had  taken  place  in  the  boileis  built  by  them  and  placed  in  the  Mayflower. 
The  other  ib  an  exhibit  of  the  cost  of  putting  the  boilers  of  the  Triana  and  Mayflower  in  a 
safe  and  efficient  condition  for  service.    You  will  see  that  the  total  cost  aggregates  $8,070.31. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  By  whom  is  that  statement  made? — A.  That  statement  is  made  by  the  engineer  of  the 
yard. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Confining  yourself  now  to  the  first  paper,  state  what  that  is. — A.  It  is  the  report  of 
a  board  of  chief  engineers  who  were  constituted  as  such  by  Commodore  Febiger,  in  obe- 
dience to  the  order  of  the  bureau,  dated  September  29,  1877. 

Q.  By  whom  was  it  signed  f — A.  It  was  signed  by  Chief  Engineers  Moore  and  Lackey, 
and  Passed  Assistant  Engineer  White.  This  board  of  survey  concluded  their  report  by  say- 
ing :  **  We  consider  that  these  boilers  were  dangerous  and  that  the  work  upon  them  was  the 
poorest  we  have  ever  seen  ;  iu  fact,  we  do  not  consider  the  word  **  criminal  '*  too  strong  to 
use  in  connection  with  this  work." 

Q.  State  now  the  purport  of  the  second  paper  which  you  present — A.  This  is  a  report 
made  in  obedience  to  my  order  that  the  bureau  be  furnished  with  the  cost  of  putting  the  boilers 
«if  the  Triana  and  Mayflower  in  a  safe  and  efficient  condition  for  service.  The  boilers  were 
from  Messrs.  Wood  &  Dialogue. 

The  expenditure  required  to  be  made  by  the  government  to  make  the  boilers  safe  and  effi- 
cient was  as  follows.  On  the  Triana,  for  labor,  $2,645.57  ;  for  material,  $1,410.31  :  making 
HU  aggregate  of  $4,055.88.  On  the  Mayflower,  the  expenditure  was  for  labor,  $1,909  90; 
for  material,  $2,104.53;  making  a  total  of  $4,014.43.    The  entire  aggregate  was  $8,070.31. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  For  both  vessels? — A.  For  both  vessels.  Then  this  report  proceeds  :  **I  respectfully' 
refer  to  the  report  of  board  ordered  29th  September,  1877,  to  earemlly  survey  the  boilers  in- 
tended for  the  Triana,'*  from  which  I  have  just  read  the  concluding  portion,  *'and  further 
report  regarding  the  boilers  of  the  Mayflower,'*  and  then  follow,  descriptions  of  the  defects 
in  the  work.  They  conclude  their  report  by  saying  :  **In  one  boiler  there  was  not  a  sin- 
gle bolt  larger  than  seven-eighths  in  diameter.  Many  of  the  holes  in  the  angle-irons  to  re- 
ceive brace-bolts  were  from  one-fourth  to  five-eighths  out  of  line."  Which  I  will  explain 
by  the  model  I  have  here  in  a  few  ijpoments. 

**  In  conclusion,  I  renew  the  opinion  expressed  hy^  the.  board  in  the  last  paragraph  of  its 
report  of  October  6,  1877,"  which  paragraph  I  have  just  read  to  you. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Please  submit  to  the  committee  the  copies  in  full  of  the  several  reports  from  which 
you  have  just  quoted. 

[The  witness  accordingly  submits  the  papers  referred  to,  which  are  ordered  to  be  here  in* 
sorted.    They  are  as  follows :  ] 

Chief  Engineer's  Office,  United  States  Navy- Yard, 

Waikington,  D,  C,  October  Q,  1877. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  order  of  29th  September,  we  have  held  a  strict  and  care- 
ful survey  on  the  boilers  intended  for  the  Triana,  and  respectfully  report  as  follows : 

The  horizontal  braces  are  of  one  and  five-eighth  inch  round  iron,  in  two  parts,  connected 
together  in  center  of  boiler  with  turn-buckles ;  the  extreme  ends  fitted  with  T-shaped 
beads,  one  and  one-eighth  incli  thick,  each  head  containing  two  one  and  one-eighth  inch 
holes,  five  and  three-tourths  inches  apart:  these  braces  are  secured  to  angle-irons  riveted 
to  heads  of  boilers  by  bolts.  Over  one-third  of  the  bolt-holes  in  these  angle-irons  were 
from  one-fourth  to  five-eighths  inches  out  of  line.  •  So  that  without  reaming  or  otherwise 
enlarging  the  holes,  the  full-siaed  bolt  could  not  be  inserted.  There  were  one  hundred  and 
nine  bolts  of  one  inch  diameter,  thirty-five  of  seven-eighths  inch,  twenty  of  three-quarter  inch, 
and  two  of  five-eighths  inch  diameter,  used  in  connecting  the  braces  with  T  iron,  and  two 
holes  in  braces  were  without  any  bolts  at  all.    The  brace-bolts  in  bridge-braces  of  middle* 
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tube  boxes  wera  very  loose,  and,  evidently  had  never  been  set  up.     The  tube-sheets  are  not 
parallel  with  each  other,  and  vary  from  4'  4i"  to  4'  &f  apart. 

Most  of  the  tubes  projected  beyond  the  tube-sheets  from  one-half  to  one  inch ;  they  had 
evidently  not  been  annealed,  before  being  put  in  the  boilers,  and  were  hard  and  brittle, 
breaking  in  many  cases  when  being  cut.  Fifteen  of  the  tubes  were  one-eighth  of  an  inch 
too  short  to  pass  through  and  project  beyond  the  tube-sheets ;  these  had  been  stretched  con- 
siderably, the  ends  reamed  out,  and  ferrules  or  thimbles,  carefully  turned  and  fitted  in 
them,  so  as  to  give  the  appearance  of  the  original  thickness  of  tube,  projecting  sufficiently  « 
beyond  the  tube-sheet.  These  deceptions,  which  could  not  have  been  other  than  inten- 
tional, were  so  neatly  effected  that  it  was  impossible  to  discover  them  by  single  inspection, 
and  were  only  brought  to  light  by  the  use  of  the  Prosser  tool. 

We  consider  that  these  boilers  were  dangerous,  and  that  the  work  upon  them  was  the  poor- 
est we  have  ever  seen;  in  fact,  we  do  not  consider  the  word  ** criminal"  too  strong  to  use 
in  connection  with  this  work. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants. 

JOHN  W.  MOORE, 
-  Chief  Engineer,  United  States  Navu, 
O.  H.  LACKEY, 
Chief  Engineer^  United  States  Navy, 
GEO.  H.  WHITE, 
Past  Aaaisiant  Engineer,  United  States  Navy. 
Approved.  . 

J.  C.  FEBIGER,  U.  8.  N.. 
Commodore  and  Commandant, 


Chiff  Engineer's  Office, 
Navy- Yard,  Washington,  D,  C,  February  2Q,  1878. 

8iR  :  In  obedience  to  order  of  25th,  I  respectfully  report  that  the  amount  of  labor  and 
material  we  have  been  obliged  to  expend  to  date  upon  the  boilers  of  the  Triana  and  May* 
flower,  in  order  to  make  them  safe  and  ^cient,  has  been :  « 


Triana 

Mayflower  . 

Total 


Labor. 


|2, 645  57 
1,909  90 


14,555  47 


Material. 


$1,410  31 
2, 104  53 


$3,514  84 


Total. 


$4,055  88 
4,014  43 


$d,  070  31 


I  respectfully  refer  to  the  report  of  board  ordered  29th  September,  1877,  to  carefully  sur* 
vey  the  boilers  intended  for  tne  Triana,  said  report  being  made  October  6,  1877,  and  fur- 
ther report  regarding  the  boilers  of  the  Mayflower  that,  of  912  tubes,  791  were  obliged  to 
be  removed,  leaving  but  121  of  the  original  tubes  as  promising  to  be  faithfully  inserted  and 
reliable,  and  of  these  I  will  not  be  at  all  surprised  if  we  are  obliged  to  remove  a  portion. 

Of  the  main-braces,  two  were  without  bolts  b^  one  end  to  secure  them  to  the  heaa  of  the 
boiler,  and  showed  conclusively  that  no  bolts  ever  had  been  or  could  be  inserted,  as  they 
were  not  in  line  with  the  holes  in  the  angle-irons  to  which  they  should  have  been  bolted. 
One  main-brace  had  but  one  1-inch  bolt  and  one  had  but  one  f-inch  bolt  in  one  end,  when 
in  each  case  two  1-inch  bolts  should  have  been  carefully  fitted.     Of  163  bolts  which  should 
have  been  4  inches  long  and  1  inch  in  diameter,  carefully  fitted,  71  were  of  1-inch  diame- 
ter, 61  of  |-inch  diameter,  24  of  f-inch  diameter,  and  8  of  f-inch  diameter,  ranging  from 
3  inches  to  3^  inches  long,  none  of  which  were  properly  fitteid,  and  6  bolts  had  never  been 
inserted  at  all.    Many  of  those  placed  in  the  boiler  were  bent  from  ^  inch  to  ^  inch  out  of 
straight,  either  in  order  to  get  them  in  place  or  from  strain  of  steam-pressure  in  the  boilers. 
Many  of  these  bolts  passed  through  one  angle-iron  and  the  brace,  the  holes  in  the  other  an- 
gle-iron not  opening  sufficiently  lo  allow  them  to  enter,  and  many  were  without  nuts,  some 
not  projecting  sufficiently  beyond  the  angle-irons,  and  others  having  their  threads  stripped 
by  being  driven  into  place.  • 

In  one  boiler  there  was  not  a  single  bolt  larger  than  J-inch  diameter.  Many  of  the  holes 
in  the  angle-irons  to  receive  brace-bolts  were  from  ^  inch  to  |  inch  out  of  line. 

In  conclusion.  I  renew  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  bureau  in  the  last  paragraph  of  its 
report  of  October  6,  lb77. 

Very  respectfully,  jour  obedient  servant, 

JNO.  W.  MOORE, 
Chief  Engineer,  U,  S,  N. 

Commodore  John  C.  Febiger,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant, 

7n 
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By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Have  you  any  specimens  of  the  workmaoship  on  those  boilers  :  and  if  so,  plei 
sent  them  t — A.  I  have  some  specimens  here. 

[The  witness  produces  and  explains  a  model  in  wood,  showing  the  end  of  a  boilsi 
as  intended  in  the  original  design  for  said  boilers  ;  ftlso  a  model  in  wood  in  connecti« 
the  former,  showing  the  manner  of  attaching  the  angle-iron  to  the  heads  of  boilers. 
'Witness  also  presented  and  explained  a  defective  brace  taken  from  the  boiler  of  Um 
•  flower,  together  with  several  defective  bolts  from  the  Mayflower's  and  Triana's  i 
showing  the  character  of  the  workmanship  in  said  boilers.  ] 

The  witness  [exhibiting  model  of  angle-iron  and  section  of  boiler-head  J :  This 
sheet  represents  what  we  call  the  head  of  the  boiler.  These  two  angle-irons  are  secu 
the  inner  side  of  the  ends  of  the  boilers.  rPhis  outside  shows  a  section  of  the  end 
boiler  and,  corresponding  to  that,  at  the  other  end  of  the  boiler,  there  are  like  aof^e 
This  is  one  end  of  one  brace.  This  brace  continues  for  the  length  of  the  boiler,  aad 
corresponding  end,  one  like  this,  on  the  opposite  end  [indicating  by  models], 
braces  hold  the  boiler  together.  This  is  a  vital  part  of  the  boiler.  Without  these 
not  only  would  the  boiler  be  in  danger  of  disruption  but  the  lives  of  the  offio^rs  an 
would  be  in  constant  danger  from  an  explosion.  Therefore  the  original  drawing 
that  these  bolts  shall  be  oi  one  inch  diameter. 

Q.  You  refer  to  the  original  drawings  accompanying  the  contract  7 — A.  Yes,  sir.  Th 
called  for  in  the  original  drawings.  [Exhibiting  the  methods  of  inserting  the  bolt8.] 
specimens  show  the  character  of  the  bolts.  The  nut  should  be  secured  on  the  end 
bolt  to  keep  the  angle-irons  from  spreading  apart  when  the  strain  of  eighty  pounds 
square  inch  comes.  Now,  if  you  can  imagine  the  pressure  that  is  upon  that  section 
boiler  where  there  is  no  extra  strength  to  hold  it,  you  can  well  appreciate  the  daogei 
vessel  and  to  the  lives  of  those  on  board.  Here  is  a  brace  that  was  taken  from  the 
of  the  Mayflower.  [Exhibiting  brace.]  You  will  perceive  that  there  never  kas 
bolt  in  these  holes  at  all.  The  whole  area  which  this  brace  was  intended  tosustai 
without  support  for  the  vrant  ot  proper  bolts.  The  evidence  of  that,  as  you  can  see. 
parent,  first,  upon  examination  of  the  hole  in  end  of  brace,  and  secondly,  by  the  fs 
the  braoe,  being  too  short,  the  holes  in  the  brace  did  not  correspond  to  the  holes 
angle-iron  to  which  it  was  intended  to  be  attached.  The  holes  stood  thus  [expUunin 
model],  and  you  see  that  the  deposit  of  the  boiler  corresponds  precisely  with  the  b 
the  angle-iron,  thus  showing  again  that  the  brace  never  had  a  bolt  in  it  at  all.  And 
extent  the  safety  of  the  vessel  and  of  the  lives  of  her  officers  and  crew  were  jeopa 

Now,  let  us  look  at  this  model  a  little  further  as  to  the  bolts  used.  In  some  ca 
holes  in  the  braces  did  not  agree  with  the  holes  in  the  angle-iron.    They  did  not  com 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  60  that  the  bolts  could  not  go  in  T — A.  So  that  bolts  of  proper  size  could  not 
and  in  lieu  of  them  they  dropped  that  little  thing  in.  [Exhibiting  a  bolt  without 
perhaps  less  than  three-fourths  of  an  inch  in  diameter.] 

By  Mr.  Pridbmore  : 

Q.  With  no  nut  on  the  other  end  ? — A.  With  no  nut  on  the  other  end.  The  sisi 
required,  and  which  should  have  gone  in  according  to  contract,  was  this:  [Exbib 
bolt  of  one  inch  in  diameUsr.] 

Q.  What  is  the  diff^erence  between  the  t^o  bolts  7 — A.  From  one-fourth  to  three-eig 
an  inch.  This  [indicating  the  one  that  should  have  beeu  used]  is  an  inch  bolt ;  this 
cati*jg  the  one  made  use  of]  is  hardly  throe- fourths  of  an  inch.  Now,  some  of  tbo8« 
wert  much  bent,  either  from  the  holes  not  corresponding  so  that  they  were  compelled  t 
the  bolt  in,  or  from  the  extraordinary  strain  coming  on  theui  from  pressure  in  the 
which  drew  it  to  the  shape  you  see  it ;  bent  it. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Curved  it  T — A.  Curved  it  in  that  way.  Here  is  another  bolt  [indicating  another 
men]  ;  one  that  would  withstand  a  shearing  strain  of  about  65,00U  pounds. 

Q.  Of  what  size  is  that  1 — A.  That  is  the  regular  sized  bolf.  You  perceive  that  the 
building  these  boilers  recognized  that  this  was  the  bolt  required,  bv  th^  fact  of  bis  p 
it  in  the  Triana  boilers  in  some  places  where  theholf^s  corresponded  and  would  easily 
of  i^.  So  far  they  conformed  fo  the  contract.  This  bolt  [indicating  anttther  sptcim 
five-eighths  of  an  inch  bolt,  came  out  of  the  Mayflower^s  boilers,  it  would  stand  s 
ing  strain  of  37,700  pounds,  just  about  one-half  that  of  the  regular  size. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  These  are  thf*  bolts  that  were  taken  from  the  boilers  of  the  Mayflower? — A.  Thi 
is  a  bolt  that  was  taken  from  the  boilers  of  the  Mayflower.     Here  is  one  that  was  t 
from  the  boilers  of  the  Triana.     Here  on  the  eud  of  the  brace  from  the  b  »iler  of  the 
dower  I  find  a  note  written  by  i\ie  engmew.    \\. \*  m  xV^ \«t\sv  q>1  «k\v«Xi  \. 
Q.  Read  what  appears  there  \q  wi'amg.— K.  V^^^va^\^^\V  ''"^^-xv  vA  Q.\i^^\>i 


EXPENDITURES  IN  THE  NAVY  DEPARTMENT.        99 

loved  from  tbe  Mayflower*s  boiler,  built  bj  Wood,  Dialofi^ne  &  Co.,  Camden,  N.  J.  This 
I  of  the  stajr  bad  no  bolt  securinfjf  it  to  the  shell  of  tbe  boiler,  nor  could  one  have  been  in- 
ted,  as  the  scale  on  the  brace  plainly  shows  that  the  holes  of  the  angle*iron  were  not  in 
»  with  those." 

fhat  is  to  say,  they  did  not  correspond. 

*'Tbe  other  brace  had  one  bolt  where  two  should  have  b€en  inserted.'*  "Many  had  {,  }, 
^•ad  even  ^inrh  bolts,  where  there  should  have  been  1-inob  bolts." 
.Q.  Throuftboat  T — A.  Throughout.  Now  as  to  the  tubes  in  these  boilers,  they  were  even 
PMse  than  the  braces.  I  will  go  on  to  explain  about  these  tubes.  The  length  of  the  tub<A 
|,i  boiler  should  be  the  distance  between  the  fire-surfaces  of  tbe  tube-sheet  heads,  plus, 
i?,  three-eighths  of  an  inch,  thus  making  an  allowance  on  each  end  for  expanding  over, 
ttis  expanding  is  to  give  the  tnbe  a  small  flange,  to  help  take  some  of  the  strain  that  is  on 
mtwo  tobe-aheets.  These  tubes,  in  the  work  here  now  inquired  into,  were  put  in  in  suoh 
kmj,  that  whila  one  end  projected  from  a  half  to  five-eighths  of  an  inch  beyond  the  tube- 
|Be(,  the  other  end  fiiiled  to  come  through  the  opposite  tube-sheet. 

[A  piece  of  tube  from  one  of  the  boilers  is  here  exhibited.]  This  tube  abonld  have  gone 
po|fh,  eqoidiatant  on  eitb«r  end  beyond  the  outer  surface  of  the  tuba-sheet ;  and  then, 
m  It  had  been  set  out  in  its  place,  to  give  it  the  necessary  contact  with  the  tube-sheet,  it 
nkl  have  been  flanged  a  little,  ao  that  it  would  have  acquired  additional'strength  to  keep 
ft  tobe-abeets  from  spreading  apart  The  opposite  end  uf  this  tube  was  as  yoo  see  it  here 
tbibitiog  the  piece  of  tnbe  taken  from  one  of  the  boilers),  and  this  end  of  the  tube  did 
(  eonae  through  the  tube-sheet  by  perhaps  an  eighth  of  an  inch ;  at  any  rate,  it  never 
He  through.  Therefore,  they  knew  it  was  wroqg,  and  in  ordor  to  mask  the  defects  they 
to  woik  and  turn  up  a  piece  of  tube  like  tha^  (showing  specimen),  and  insert  it  and 
kke  the  usual  flange  to  it  so  ingenioi;aly  that  caAiml  inspection  of  tbe  job  could  not  deteet 
I  imposition. 

Cbaae  tubes  not  only  perform  the  function  of  hea^ipg-«urf(»ce,  but  npoo  the  efficient  man- 
r  in  which  they  are  secured  in  the  tube-sheets  dependa  almost  eptire^  the  safety  of  the 
ler. 

)•  What  would  have  been  the  effect  upon  that  vessel  if  the  tubes  had  given  out  f — A.  If 
^  of  them  had  given  out,  the  additional  strain  Would  have  been  put  on  the  remaining 
beB,aDd  if  these,  too,  had  given  out,  the  ooBsequfnce  iwould  hf^ye  been  an  i^scideut  which 
wdd  probably  bave  deatroyed  eveEybody  in  the  fire-JToom. 

By  Mr.  Pridbmore  : 

Q.  VlsA  there  probable  danger  of  leakage  from  that  cause  t— ^A.  There  was  danger  from 
kkage,  but  there  was  not  as  much  danger  from  the  leakage  as  th^e  was  from  the  giving 
rv,  saddenly,  of  the  tube-sheets. 
Q.  Of  their  pressing  apart  t^A.  Yq^i  of  their  prassipg  apart. 

Bj  Mr.  Carlislb: 

Q.  I  understand  yoi^  to  say  that  there  was  a  danger  of  the  spreading  apart,  because  this 
ece  that  had  been  inserted  here  (indicating  the  specimen  of  the  tune  end)  would  draw 
It? — A.  Tbe  drawing  out  of  the  inserted  ferrule  or  piece  of  tube  would  not  necessarily  bave 
salted  in  damage.  This  inserted  piece  merely  masked  the  imperfect  workmanship.  The 
uger  lay  in  the  fact  that  the  tubeitself  did  not  project  beyond  the  tube-sheet  for  maximum 
iGtion  in  tube-sheet,  and  for  flanging,  thus  being  improperly  secured  at  that  end,  and  the 
uerted  piece  covering  the  imperfection. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  It  onght  to  be  a  part  of  tbe  tnbe  itself  f—A.  It  should  not  have  been  there  at  all,  for 
tke  tube  itself  should  have  been  of  one  piece  from  outside  of  tube-sheet  to  outside  of  oppo- 
liie  tabe-sbeet,  and  properly  expaqded  at  each  end,  making  the  small  flange. 

By  Mr.  Pridbmorb  : 

Q.  By  reason  of  this  bracing  being  defective,  and  that  tube  being  defective,  the  boiler  waa 
nulcred  doubly  dangerous  f~ A.  Doubly  dangerous.  If  I  may  be  allowed  to  send  for  a 
drawiDg  I  shall  be  enabled  to  explain  tliis  matter  more  satisfactorily.  [Note. — The  witness, 
iBibeoall  of  the  committee,  produces  the  original  drawings  fur  the  boilers.  In  response  to 
nqoiriesbe  further  states:]  The  total  length  of  the  brace  was  about  10  feet.  Tbe  tubes 
ici«  4  feet  2  inches. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  From  what  are  the  figures  as  to  these  lengths  taken  f — A.  From  the  original  dra>vingB 
for  the  boilers  of  the  Mayflower,  Triana,  Palos,  and  other  vessels  of  that  class  for  which 
boilen  were  built,  the  same  being  on  file  in  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering. 

Adjourned. 
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Washington,  March  2,  1878. 
William  H.  Shock  (Chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam-EDgiaeeriDg)  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  ResumiDg  your  cxamiDation  at  the  point  at  which  the  committee  left  off  at  the  last 
meeting^,  viz,  with  reference  to  the  defective  character  of  the  work  done  by  Wood,  Dialogrue 
&r  Co.  on  the  boilers  of  the  Mayflower  and  Triana,  please  state  whether  you  had  known  Mr. 
Dialog^ne  before  you  took  possession  of  your  present  office.— A.  I  did  not  I  did  not  know 
that  there  was  such  a  gentleman  in  existence. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  receive  your  commission  as  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-En- 
gineering 7— A.  On  the  3d  of  March,  1877. 

Q.  You  bad  not  known  Mr.  Dialogue  prior  to  that  time  ?~A.  I  had  never  seen  him  nor 
known  of  him. 

Q.  At  what  time  were  you  ordered  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  the  contracts 
for  the  engines  of  the  Amphitrite  and  Terror,  of  which  you  have  spoken  7— A.  It  may  have 
been  about  two  o'clock  on  the  afternoon  of  the  3d  of  March. 

Q.  On  the  first  day  of  your  official  service f — A.  On  the  first  day,  a  few  hours  after  I  re- 
ceived my  comoraisson. 

Q.  Do  you  rAcoUect  of  having  seen  Mr.  Dialogue  on  that  day  7 — A.  I  cannot  say  posi- 
tively about  that.  I  would  like  to  explain.  I  have  stated,  as  you  will  find  by  reference  to 
my  testimony  already  given,  that  upon  entering  upon  the  duties  of  my  position  I  determined, 
as  a  rule,  to  avoid  private  conversations  upon  any  public  matter.  It  is  barely  possible, 
however,  that  Mr.  Dialogue  may  have  come  into  the  office  and  have  asked  me  some  ques- 
tions in  regard  to  the  work,  but  I  am  sure  there  was  no  conversation  between  us  of  any  ex- 
tended character,  because,  if  any  such  had  occurred,  I  would  have  been  impressed  with  the 
fact,  and  would  have  recollected  it. 

Q.  In  the  course  of  his  examination,  Mr.  Dialogue  testified  that  he  had  made  application 
to  bid  for  certain  work,  for  which  contracts  were  subsequently  given  to  firms  other  than  his 
own,  and,  upon  being  asked  to  state  for  what  particular  work,  he  answered,  *'  I  called  on 
Mr.  Shock,  after  he  was  appointed,  and  requested  to  bid  for  those  monitor-engines  which 
were  given  out  to  Cramp,  Harlan  &  Burgess.*'  He  was  asked  whether  his  application  was 
made  previous  to  the  3d  of  March,  and  oe  replied  :  *'  I  made  an  application  to  bid  to  Mr. 
Shock  personally.'*  The  next  question  was,  **  What  did  he  tell  you  f"  and  the  reply  was, 
**  He  told  me  he  would  not  receive  any  bids  from  me."  Did  any  conversation  such  as  that 
occur  between  you  f — A.  No,  sir.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  conversation  having 
been  had  with  me.  And  I  beg  to  sav  that,  to  my  mind,  it  doe  s  not  seem  reasonable  that 
any  such  complaint  should  be  made,  for  the  reason  that  my  office!  is  a  public  office,  and  any 
^ntleman  may  send  or  leave  there  any  communication  that  he  chooses  to  leave.  The  gen- 
tleman might,  with  the  same  propriety,  have  complained  to  Congress  that  he  was.requir^  to 
have  a  personal  interview  with  a  postmaster  before  he  felt  authorised  to  drop  a  letter  in  any 
of  our  post-offices. 

Q.  \ou  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  at  that  time  such  a  conversation  did  occur? — A. 
Not  the  slightest.  And  permit  me  to  say,  in  continuation,  that  the  orders  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  were  then  in  my  possession  to  make  the  contracts  for  that  particular 
work,  that  is,  the  engine^  for  the  Monadnock,  the  Amphitrite,  the  Puritan,  and  tnose  ves- 
sels. 

Q.  Upon  finding  out  that  there  was  something  wrong  in  connection  with  the  boilers  of 
the  Mayflower  and  Triana,  what  did  you  do  ? — A.  I  ordered  a  survey  to  be  hud  immedi- 
ately. 

Q.  And  an  examination  ? — A.  A  thorough  examination  of  the  whole  work. 

Q.  In  what  year  was  that  7 — A.  In  October,  1877. 

Q.  So  that  on  the  3d  of  March —the  time  of  which  Mr.  Dialogue  speaks  as  the  time  of 
his  speaking  to  you  and  of  your  refusing  to  allow  him  to  bid — you  had  no  idea  of  any 
trouble  arismg  from  work  already  done  by  Wood,  Dialogue  &  Co.  f — A.  Not  at  all ;  my 
attention  had  not  been  called  to  it. 

Q.  The  order  which  you  had  made  directing  this  survey  of  the  boilers  which  was  made 
was  purely  in  the  interest  of  the  government  f — ^A.  Entirely  so,  sir. 

Q.  With  reference  to  the  work  on  the  Mayflower,  state  how  many  braces  there  were. — 
A.  I  could  tell  you  bv  looking  at  the  drawing.    I  cannot  tell  from  recollection. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  number  approximately  T — A.  There  may  have  been,  I  suppose,  fif- 
teen or  sixteen  in  the  upper  part. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  many  of  those  were  defective  7— A.  I  cannot  tell  you.  The  en- 
gineer who  took  them  out  and  the  men  at  the  yard  who  did  the  work  could  tell  you.  They 
did  the  work,  and  know  personally  all  about  it. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  of  how  much  it  will  cost  the  government  to  repair  these  portions  of 
the  work  that  were  defective  7 — A.  The  amount  of  the  cost  has  already  been  ascertained. 
I  have  prepared  a  statement  showing,  respectively,  the  amounts  of  the  total  cost  and  the 
additional  cost  of  the  boilers  of  the  Triana. 

Q.  Please  read  the  figures  showing  the  different  items  of  cost.— A.  [Reading:] 
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Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering. 
Exhibit  showing  cost  of  boilers  constructed  by  Wood^  Dialogue  4'  !^**"i  Camden^  N,  J. 

One  set  (two  boilers).  United  States  steamer  Triana : 
Weight  each  8^  of  boilers  (two  boilers),  70,128  pounds,  at  20  cents. 

'*      of  tubes  famished  by  the  bureau,  average  13,171  poundf,  at  30  cents. 
Cost  of  labor  at  Washington  navy-rard  to  make  the  boilers  safe  and  efficient  (one  set), 
$4,055.88. 

Boilers,  70,128  pounds,  at  20  cents $14,026  60 

Tubes,   13,171  pounds,  at  SOcents 3.951  30 

Making  original  cost  per  pound  about  25f  cents. 
Additional  work  at  tlTto  Washington  navy-yard  ...: 4, 055  88 

Total  cost  one  set .' .$22,032  78 

Making  a  total  co8t  per  pound  about  31  ^  cents. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  j 

Q.  The  paper  from  which  yon  have  road,  I  understand,  relates  only  to  the  cost  of  the 
boilers  for  one  of  the  two  vessels  ? — A.  To  the  boilers  on  the  Triana  only.  I  took  the  Tri- 
ana, because,  inasmuch  as  the  boilers  of  the  Mayflower  had  been  in  use,  I  did  not  think  it 
proper  to  give  any  estimate  as  to  that,  as  there  is  a  possibility  that  some  deterioration  might 
nave  occurred  even  in  the  small  amount  of  use  which  the  boilers  had  had.  So  I  confined 
myself  to  the  boilers  that  had  never  been  in  use. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Was  the  testipiony  given  by  you  at  the  last  meeting:  confined  to  the  boilers  that  had 
not  been  used  f— A.  It  was  as  to  both  of  them — both  the  used  and  those  not  used. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  . 

Q.  But  the  specimens  of  workmanship  which  you  exhibited  were  from  those  which  Iiad 
been  used  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  ; 

Q.  StaV9  the  precise  amount  of  additional  expenditure  which  the  government  has  been 
obli^red  to  make,  over  and  above  that  which  was  paid  to  the  contractors,  in  order  to  remedy 
the  defects  in  the  original  work  on  the  boilers  of  the  Triana. — A.  Four  thousand  and  fifty-five 
dollars  and  eighty-eight  cents  ia  the  excess  over  what  the  work  would  have  cost  if  the 
boilers  had  been  done  properly. 

Q  The  cost  is  that  much  greater  than  it  would  have  been  had  the  work  been  done  prop- 
erly in  the  first  place  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  an  officer  of  your  department  who  is  detailed  to  inspect  such  work  be  present  all 
the  time  during  the  process  of  the  work  f— A.  It  is  hardly  possible  that  he  could.  In  doing 
certain  parts  of  the  work,  much,  very  much,  is  to  be  left  to  the  integrity  and  the  honesty  of 
the  contractor. 

Q.  In  view  of  the  character  of  the  work  done  by  Messrs.  Wood  &,  Dialog^ue  upon  the 
Mayflower  and  Triana — the  defective  portions  of  which  and  the  result  that  would  have  fol- 
lowed had  it  not  been  detected  in  time  yon  explained  to  the  committee  at  the  last  meeting — 
would  you  as  an  officer  of  the  government  in  the  discharge  of  your  duty  enter  into  a  con- 
tract with  the  same  firm  for  similar  work  ?— A.  With  the  evidence  that  is  before  me  now,  I 
*  should  certainly  decline  to  give  Messrs.  Wood  &  Dialogue  work,  and  not  only  Messrs. 
W^mkI  &  Dialogue,  but  any  other  person  having  the  temerity  to  present  such  work  for  the 
government's  acceptance. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  contracts  that  were  entered  into  on  the  3d  of  March, 
1877,  for  the  engines  for  the  Amphitrite  and  Terror  ? — A.  I  know  all  about  them  in  a  gen- 
eral sense.    To  what  special  feature  of  them  do  you  allude  7 

Q.  I  allude  to  the  price  to  be  paid ;  whether  the  price  was  excessive  or  otherwise  T— A. 
No,  sir ;  I  do  not.  But,  as  I  have  already  explained,  a  board  of  officers  was  apppinted  to 
examine  the  Amphitrite  and  those  vessels  both  as  to  hull  and  machinery.  They  made  esti- 
mates and  reported  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  upon  that 
report  and  their  estimates,  gave  me  the  order  to  make  the  contracts  with  the  several  parties 
named  for  the  prices  recommended  by  the  board  ;  therefore  I  had  no  volition  in  the  matter 
whatever.  Subsequently,  at  my  suggestion,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  ordered  a  board  of 
engineers  to  make  a  thorough  investigation  of  the  engines  that  were  contracted  for  for  the 
Puritan,  and  they  reported  that  the  prices  of  the  contract  were  fair,  and  that  the  engines  and 
boilers  proposed  by  Mr.  Roach,  who  was  the  contractor  in  that  particular  case,  would  ex- 
ceed the  power  required  in  the  contract  by  some  400  horse-power ;  in  other  words,  that  the 
engines  would  develop  some  400  horse-power  more  than  that  which  was  required  to  be 
developed  by  his  contract. 


{ 
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Q.  In  bis  examination  the  othor  day,  Mr.  Dialogue  testified  that  if  he  had  been  permitted 
to  bid  or  make  a  proposal  he  would  have  offered  to  do  the  work  for  some  $20,000  less  on  each 
vessel  than  the  price  at  which  the  contracts  were  awarded — A.  I  presume  then,  sir,  that 
Mr.  Dialogue  must  have  known  the  prices  which  these  gentlemen  who  received  the  contracts 
were  going  to  bid,  and  yet  it  is  difficult  to  believe  that  he  did  know  the  prices  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  he  did  not  bid,  because  if  he  knew  them  it  is  only  reasonable  to  suppose  tba 
as  a  business  man  he  would  have  availed  himself  of  that  information  and  fiftnished  a  speci 
ficatiou  or  bid  for  the  work. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  in  the  rules  or  customs  of  your  department  that  would  have  pre- 
vented Mr.  Dialogue  from  submitting  a  proposition  to  your  office  in  writing  7 — A.  Nothing 
In  the  world.  There  was  no  more  reason  for  complaint  in  that  regard  than  there  would  be, 
as  I  before  stated,  because  a  man  put  a  letter  in  the  post  office>without  first  consulting  the 
postmaster.    I  am  there  to  receive  and  treat  respectfully  all  communications. 

Q.  And  all  your  communications  on  the  subject  of  contracts  were  In  writing  T — A.  I  in- 
sisted upon  that  from  the  beginning,  as  I  have,  already  testified.  I  declined  to  have  any 
private  communications  with  gentlemen  desiring  contracts,  and  insisted  that  gentlemen  want- 
ing to  make  bids  or  contracts  must  submit  theni  in  writing. 

Q.  Then  had  Mr.  Dialogue  spoken  to  you  on  the  day  of  which  he  speaks  in  his  testimony, 
in  reference  to  the  bidding  on  this  work,  you  would  have  informed  him  that  he  would  have 
to  submit  it  in  writing  f  —  A.  Most  undoubtedly.  If  there  was  any  conversation  with  that  gen- 
tleman on  that  day,  then  that  was  its  purport. 

Q.  That  be  would  have  to  submit  it  in  writing  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  if  he  had  submitted  it  in  writing,  it  would  have  been  considered  by  the  Depart- 
ment f — A.  As  a  matter  of  coarse,  it  would  have  been  referred  at  once  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  and  such  action  taken  as  he  would  have  directed. 

Q.  There  was  no  such  communication  f — A.  There  was  no  such  communication. 

Q.  At  that  time,  as  I  understand  you,  this  matter  of  the  defective  boilers  was  not  known  ?  — 
A.  It  was  not  known  at  that  time,  nor  until  October,  1877. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anv  way  in  which  the  expenses  of  the  Navy  can  be  reduced ;  and,  if 
so,  will  you  submit  (as  other  heads  of  bureaus  have  been  called  upon  to  submit)  your  views 
in  writing  ? — A.  I  will  do  so  with  pleasure.  I  think  there  is  very  great  room  for  economy 
in  tiie  administration  of  affairs  at  our  navy-yards. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  witness  to  one  portion  of  the  testimony  given  by  Mr.  Dia- 
logue. That  gentleman,  in  answer  to  a  question  put  by  Mr.  Carlisle^  testified  that  he  did 
not  inform  the  department,  or  any  officer  of  the  department,  as  to  what  he  could  do  the 
work  in  question  for,  but  simply  proposed  to  make  a  bid  for  the  work,  and  was  told  b^  Mr. 
Shock  that  he  would  not  entertain  or  receive  any  bids  for  those  engines.  The  witness 
here  (Mr.  Shock)  has  stated  that  he  might  have  had  Rome  conversation  with  the  witness, 
Dialogue.  1  9sk  him  whether  he  had  the  conversation  about  which  Mr.  Dialogue  testifies  f — 
A.  I  am  positive  that  I  never  declined  to  let  Mr.  Dialogue  present  a  paper  for  the  doing 
of  any  work,  either  he  or  any  person  else. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Were  drawings  and  specifications  made  showing  the  amount  and  character  of  the  work 
to  be  done  on  these  vessels? — A.  Mr.  John  Roach  did  subuiit  some  drawings  and  specifi- 
cations, and  be  is  the  only  person  of  whom  I  have  any  recollection  who  did. 

Q.  Did  the  department  cause  any  drawings  and  specifications  to  be  made,  showing  the 
amount  and  character  of  the  work? — A.  No,  sir  ;  not  during  my  administration. 

Q.  Then  if  the  department  had  no  drawings  or  specifications,  how  could  Mr.  Dialogue, 
or  anv  one  else,  other  than  the  persons  in  whose  possession  the  vessels  then  were,  know  of 
the  character  and  amount  of  the  work  to  be  done  so  as  to  make  propositions  to  do   it  ? — A. 
If  you  will  allow  me  to  produce  the  report  that  was  made  by  the  board  which  reported  on 
those  vessels  and  all  their  correspondence,  I  think  it  can  be  explained. 

Q  An  explanation  is  desirable. — A.  All  those  facts  are  a  matter  of  record,  and  may  be 
ascertiiiued  by  reference  to  the  record  in  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering. 

Q.  You  can  produce  them  at  your  convenience  at  any  time. — A.  I  will  do  so. 

Q.  Returning  now  to  that  branch  of  your  testimony  which  relates  to  the  defective  char- 
acter of  the  tubes  in  the  boilers  of  the  Mayfiower  and  Triana,  ple*ise  state  how  many  there 
were  of  tubes  in  each  of  the  boilers  similar  to  the  one  to  which  you  called  attention  at  the 
last  meeting. — A.  I  think  about  four  hundred. 

Q.  In  each  boiler? — A.  I  think  there  is  about  that  number.  But  I  could  answer  with 
accuracy  if  permitted  to  refer  to  the  official  drawing. 

Q.  Yon  are  understood  now,  of  course,  to  be  merely  approximating  the  number. — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  tubes  that  were  defective,  other  than  the  one  which  you  pro- 
duced here  when  testifying  at  the  last  meeting  If — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  several  here  to  pre- 
sent to  you  now  for  examination. 

Q.  Ilow  many  ? — A.  There  arc  two  here.     I  would  explain  that  I  got  the  engineer  to  send 
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me  all  that  he  could  find  of  those  thin^n  after  they  were  cnt  ont,  not  ezpectiDg  that  this  in- 
qniry  would  ever  come  np.  Some  were,  I  suppose,  melted  up  with  other  scrap.  If  you 
will  allow  me,  I  would  su^prest  that  the  officers  having  direct  personal  supervision  of  this 
matter  would  perhaps  be  able  to  (i^ive  you  positive  and  fuller  information  upon  it.  These  de« 
tails  came  under  the  personal  observation  of  Master  Boiler-Maker  Tollman,  Chief  Euf^neer 
Moore,  and  Superintendent  of  Machinery  Wilson.  So  far  as  concerns  myself,  as  to  all  this 
matter,  I  am  talking  from  the  record,  not  from  any  personal  inspection  or  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  the  contractors.  Wood  &  Dialogue,  make  these  tubes,  or  were  they  furnished  to 
them  by  the  department  ? — A.  They  were  furnished  to  them  by  the  government. 

Q.  Then  if,  as  furnished  bv  the  government,  they  were  too  short,  were  they  to  be  returned, 
or  were  they  to  be  remedied  m  the  best  way  they  could  be  remedied  by  the  contractor  t^-A. 
If  they  were  too  short,  it  was  his  business  not  to  use  them  at  all. 

Q.  Such  is  my  own  idea  of  what  it  would  be  his  duty  to  do.  They  must  be  returned  t — 
A.  They  must  be  returned  and  not  used. 

Q.  About  how  long  had  those  boilers  been  in  use  before  the  inspection  by  the  board  wafl 
made  ? — A.  Well,  sir,  one  set  of  boilers  was  never  in  use  at  all. 

Q.  I  speak,  now,  of  those  from  which  the  specimens  exhibited  here  were  produced  by 
you  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  committee.— A.  They  had  been  on  board  the.boat  about  two 
years. 

Q.  Two  years  prior  to  the  inspection?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  what  vessel  were  they  T — A.  The  Mayflower.  It  was  about  two  years  from  the 
time  they  were  put  in  the  ship.     How  long  they  were  used  during  that  time  1  cannot  say. 

Q.  Have  you  produced  any  specimens  from  any  vessel  other  than  the  Mayflower  7 — A.  I 
have ;  from  the  Triaua. 

Q  Of  what  parts  of  the  work  ? — A.  The  ends  of  the  tubes,  and  some  of  the  bolts  from  the 
braces. 

Q.  For  how  long  had  the  Triana  been  in  use  before  the  inspection  was  made  7 — A.  She 
was  never  in  use  at  all  with  the  new  boilers. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  were  any  braces  in  the  Triana  that  were  not  bolted  at 
all  ?— A    I  do  not. 

Q.  Is  it  customary,  occasionally,  to  open  these  boilers  and  send  men  into  them  to  exam- 
ine  them? — A.  That  frequently  is  done,  in  order  to  cleanse  and  examine  them. 

Q.  I  mean,  fur  the  purpose  of  cleansing  them  ? — A.  It  is  frequently  done.  • 

Q.  About  how  frequently  is  that  done  when  the  vessel  is  in  use?— A.  It  depends  upon 
how  constantly  you  use  her.  For  instance,  when  we  make  a  cruise  across  the  Atlantic 
Ocean,  an^l  the  vessel  arrives  at  Lisbon,  the  boilers  are  cleansed. 

Q.  Is  it  necessary,  in  order  to  facilitate  the  process  of  cleansing,  to  remove  these  braces 
by  taking  out  the  bolts — after  which,  when  the  boilers  have  been  cleansed,  the  bolts  are  put 
back  again  and  the  braces  replaced  ? — A.  In  some  cases  that  is  necessary ;  hence  the  use  of 
this  turn-buckle.     [Indicating  model  in  wood.] 

Q.  Please  explain  to  the  committee  how  that  is  done,  and  also  the  operation  of  the 
swivel  in  the  center  of  the  brace. — A.  This  [indicating  the  model]  is  placed  here  [indicat- 
ing the  turn-bpckle]  in  order  to  avoid  cutting  this  brace  in  two  when  they  want  to  take  it  out. 
Now,  suppose  that  this  [indicating  brace  model]  is  properly  fitted  in  and  the  bolts  screwed 
firmly  to  angle-iron,  then  the  tension  is  brought  evenly  by  this  turn-buckle.  If  it  is  desired 
to  cleanse  the  boiler,  this  is  slackened  back  a  little  so  as  to  take  the  strain  off  the  bolt  end 
of  this  brace,  and  then  the  outer  end  of  the  brace  is  dropped  down,  so  that  a  man  can  get 
into  the  boiler  and  go  around  anywhere  on  the  inside.  You  will  perceive  that  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  take  the  brace  out ;  all  that  the  man  has  to  do  is  to  take  the  bolt  out,  drop  it  down, 
and  get  in. 

Q.  Then  it  might  happen  that  after  having  finished  cleaning  the  boiler  the  man  would  fail 
to  put  back  the  bolt  ? — A.  It  is  quite  possible,  but  not  at  all  probable.  It  is  very  possible 
that  if  these  braces  were  ever  removed,  the  bolt  might  not  have  been  put  back  again.  A 
man  who  goes  into  a  boiler  to  clean  it  is  just  as  liable  to  be  neglectful  in  that  particular  as 
would  be  the  man  who  built  it. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Could  that  have  been  the  case  in  this  instance  ? — A.  It  is  evident  from  an  iuspection 
of  the  brace  that  I  presented  to  the  committee  at  the  last  meeting  that  the  brace  was  too 
short,  and  that  no  bolts  were  ever  in  it. 

Q.  That  it  did  not  fit  the  holes?— A.  That  it  did  not  come  fair  with  the  holes  in  angle- 
iron,  and  th«t  small  bolts  were  put  in  where  it  was  possible  to  put  them  in. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle: 

Q.  Did  the  contractors.  Wood  &  Dialogue,  make  the  braces  ? — A.  I  believe  so  ;  that  is, 
so  far  as  I  know,  they  made  the  whole  work. 

Q.  They  did  not  make  the  tubes  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  But  the  brace,  bolts,  and  all  that  part  of  the  apparatus,  it  was  their  business  to  con- 
struct under  the  contract  ?— A.  Certainly,  sir;  and  to  furnish  to  the  government  the  work 
complete. 
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Q.  Let  me  instance  »  supposable  case,  thonffh  it  does  not  occur  to  me  as  one  that  hap- 
pened in  the  present  instance.  Might  it  not  happen  that,  after  the  work  of  cleaning  the 
boiler  had  been  completed,  the  man  in  charge  of  that  work  would  turn  the  brace  end  for 
end,  BO  that  it  might  not  actually  fit  in  the  angle-irons  f — A.  Those  things  are  all  .possiblct 
sir,  but  not  at  all  probable.  If  a  brace  be  too  short  in  one  direction  it  cannot  be  otherwise 
if  reversed. 

Bj  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  [Indicating  the  model.]  Does  this  all  come  out  when  they  clean  the  boilers  ? — A.  Only 
one  of  them. 

Q.  Then  it  would  be  impossible  to  torn  the  brace  ?— A.  I  do  not  see  how  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  turn  it  end  for  end. 

[Note. — The  attention  of  the  witness  is  here  directed  to  several  specimens  of  boiler  work- 
manship  produced  by  himself  for  inspection  by  the  committee,  and  also  to  a  model  in  wood, 
of  which  an  explanation  is  subsequently  given.     He  proceeds :] 

The  specimens  which  I  have  here  are  ends  of  tubes  which  have  evidently  been  in  use. 
They  belonged  to  the  Mayflower. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Explain  the  defects  in  the  two  ends  of  tubes  which  you  have  produced,  supplementing 
the  explanation  with  any  statement  in  detail  that  you  desire  to  malce. — A.  When  before  the 
committee  at  its  last  meeting  1  produced  but  one  end  of  a  large  model,  showing  the  angle- 
iron  end  of  brace ;  and,  as  some  of  the  gentlemen  of  the  committee  did  not  seem  to  under- 
stand precisely  the  nature  of  it,  I  now  produce  the  model  in  a  complete  form,  showing  both 
ends  of  brace.  I  do  this  in  order  to  make  the  explanation,  which  I  desire  to  make  more  in- 
telligible. This  [indicating  a  full-sized  tube  in  iron  plates]  is  the  full-sized  tube.  This 
represents  the  tube-sheets  or  tube-heads.  This  brace  is  secured  on  the  inside  there.  It  is 
not  quite  long  enough  to  let  it  in.  It  is  above  the  upper  part  of  the  boiler,  in  what  we  call 
**  the  steam-space*'  of  the  boiler.  Now,  the  whole  strength  of  the  boiler  above  the  water* 
line  depends  upon  these  braces,  and  below  the  water  the  whole  strength  depends  upon  these 
tubes.  While  these  braces  perform  the  function  of  keeping  the  boiler  from  bursting  asunder 
up  in  the  steam-space,  we  depend  entirely  upon  the  integrity  of  the  workmanship  around 
these  several  tubes  to  keep  it  from  exploding  below  the  brace.  In  short,  these  tubes  form 
the  brace  in  the  water-space  of  the  boiler,  while  these  braces  form  it  in  the  steam-space  of 
the  boiler.  I  have  had  this  model  prepared  in  order  to  show  you  how  we  do  the  work  in 
the  navy-yard.  This  one  is  of  full  size.  First  of  all,  these  tubes  are  shoved  in  and  made 
to  fit  closely.  They  are  put  equidistant  about  fy  of  an  inch  on  either  end.  Then  we  have 
a  mandrel  that  presses  this  out  and  produces  a  perfect  metallic  contact  between  the  outer 
surface  of  the  tube  and  the  hole  through  which  the  tube  is  to  pass  in  the  tube-sheets.  To 
pull  that  out  would  require  a  strain  of  a  good  many  thousand  pounds.  That  is  the  way  in 
which  we  do  work  at  the  navy-yard,  and  the  way  in  which  we  exact  that  our  work  shall  be 
done  by  every  one.  Here  I  am  reminded  of  the  inquiry  that  was  made  by  one  of  the  gentle- 
men of  the  committee  as  to  the  length  of  the  tubes.  As  to  that  I  have  only  to  say  that  if 
the  tubes  were  too  long  or  too  short,  then  it  was  the  business  of  the  contractor  to  have  re- 
turned them  or  to  have  reported  the  fact  to  the  bureau. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Do  you  speak  now  of  these  particular  tubes? — A.  Yes,  sir;  if  they  were  two  short,  or 
so  short  as  not  to  allow  of  these  projections,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  contractor  at  once  to 
have  reported  that  fact  and  sent  them  back.  But  that  was  not  done,  and  instead  of  that 
the  work  was  done  in  such  a  manner  that  on  one  end  the  tube-sheet  projects  that  much. 
[Indicating  about  i  an  inch  on  the  end  of  a  tube  taken  from  the  Mayflower.]  This  little 
crack  corresponds  to  that  sharp  edge  [indicating  the  end  of  the  old  tube! ;  so  that  in  this 
instance  there  was  this  much  [about  |  an  inch]  projecting  on  that  end  of  the  tube,  while 
on  the  other  end  of  the  tube  it  ran  into  it  in  that  way.  xou  perceive  that  the  whole  effect 
of  this  flanging  and  this  being  beaded  over  is  lost  in  this  case,  as  it  is  too  short.  In  order 
to  mask  that  defect,  the  workmen  turned  a  piece  of  brass  like  that  [showing  a  specimen] 
and  drove  it  in.  When  that  is  neatly  done,  it  presents  to  a  casual  observer  an  appearance 
almost  prcKsisely  like  that  which  is  shown  here  [indicating  a  specimen  of  good  work],  and 
yet  the  efficiency  of  this  tube  as  a  brace  is  impaired  almost  fifty  per  cent. 

Q.  The  fact  that  it  does  not  project  over  as  does  this  [indicating  the  good  specimen]  de« 
strops  the  strength  of  it? — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  destroys  the  strength  of  it  to  an  extent  that  may 
be  fairly  represented  as  nearly  fifty  per  cent.  Another  fact  tnat  should  be  borne  in  mind  is 
that  in  drilling  these  holes  we  are  particularly  careful  to  ascertain  whether  the  tube  fits 
neatly.  In  the  work  in  question,  a  series  of  these  little  things  [indicating  a  specimen  of  a 
thin  composition  liner]  were  inserted  between  the  outer  side  of  tube-and  the  tube  sheet, 
and  the  tube  put  in.  These  are  the  liners,  and  were  put  in  there  to  fill  out  and  give  the 
appearance  of  what  should  have  been  there. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 
Q.  That  was  done  in  the  work  on  what  vessel  ? — A.  This  piece  has  the  appearance  of 
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bavine  come  from  the  Triaoa.  This  one  looks  as  if  it  had  been  used,  and  it  may  have  come 
from^  tlie  Mayflower.  Chief  Engineer  Moore  could  answer  definitely  as  to  that.  As  I  was 
saying,  the  orifice  was  too  large  and  these  were  put  in  to  fill  it  up.  In  regard  to  what  may 
be  said  by  way  of  excuse  about  the  tubes  being  too  short,  and  hence  the  defect,  I  will  add 
that  I  have  here  the  ends  of  two  of  the  tubes  that  came  out  of  the  Mayflower.  These  tubes 
stood  out,  as  yon  see,  perhaps  half  an  inch. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  There  is  no  excuse  for  these  having  been  put  in  even  though  they  were  too  short  ? — 
A.  There  is  no  excuse,  because  the  government  supplied  the  tubes  and  gave  directions  in 
regard  to  the  manner  of  putting  that  work  up. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  witness,  in  order  that  he  may  give  his  version  of  the  facts,  to 
several  questions  and  answers  iu  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dialogue.  That  gentleman  was  asked, 
"  Had  you  any  difficulty  with  the  department  before  that "  (the  time  at  which  he  said  he 
ofifered  to  bid  for  the  eugines)  *'in  regard  to  your  work  f  "  He  answered,  **  No,  sir;  Mr. 
Shock  had  not  been  in  position  a  week  at  that  time."  That  you  say,  I  think,  is  correct? — 
A.    I  bad  not  been  in  position  a  day — not  twenty-four  hours. 

Q.  Then  these  questions  were  asked  him,  **  But  with  the  department? — A.  No,  sir.  Q. 
Had  your  work  always  been  accepted  iu  the  Navy  Department  as  satisfactory? — A.  I  never 
had  difficulty  with  the  Navy  Department  with  my  work.**  Now,  if  that  means  that  he  never 
had  any  difficulty  with  the  department  as  to  his  work,  is  it  correct  or  not? — A.  That  I  can- 
not say. 

Q.  Had  you,  at  any  time  before  giving  your  testimony  at  the  last  meeting,  notified  Wood 
Sl  Dialogue,  or  Mr.  Dialogue  aloue  (his  partner  Wood  being  now  dead,  I  believe),  in  regard 
to  the  defects  on  the  TJana  and  the  Mayflower? — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  had  any  correspond- 
ence with  those  gentlemen  on  that  subject,  or  any  other. 

Q.  Then,  so  far  as  you  know  personallv,  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dialogue,  to  which  I  have 
just  referred,  is  correct? — A.  So  far  as  I  know  personally. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  but  that  they  were  notified  T — A.  No,  sir ;  not  personally.  It  is  very 
possible  that  that  may  be  the  case.    1  cannot  say. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  the  government  indebted  to  the  firm  of  Wood  &  Dialogue,  or  to  Mr.  Dialogue,  in 
any  amount,  on  account  of  the  work  done  on  theTriana  and  Mayflower? — A.  Nothing,  sir. 

Q.  The  accounts  with  them  are  all  settled  accounts,  are  they  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.     ^ 

Q.  The  Navy  Department  entered  into  contracts  with  several  parties,  to  wit,  Harlan  &, 
Hollingsworth,  Cramp  &  Company,  John  Roach,  and  Mr.  Burgess,  on  the3dday  of  March, 
1877.  How  long  before  that  was  it  that  your  attention  was  first  called  to  these  proposed 
contracts  f — A.  How  long  before  what  date  ? 

Q.  Before  the  3d  day  of  March. — A.  I  never  heard  of  them  before  tlra  date  and  hour  at 
which  I  was  instructed  to  make  a  contract. 

Mr.  Page.  The  witness  didnot  come  into  office  before  that  day. 

The  Chairman.  My  recollection  is  that  in  his  previous  examination  he  testified  that  he 
did. 

The  WiTNES.s.  I  had  no  official  position  here  until  the  3d  of  March. 

Q.  Who  was  in  charge  of  the  bureau  from,  say,  the  16th  of  February  to  the  3d  of  March  T — 
A.  From  the  16th  to  the  27th  Mr.  Wood  was  in  charge ;  and  I  think  that  on  that  day  (the 
27th)  he  got  leave  of  absence.  I  do  not  remember  what  the  Secretary  said  to  him  about  it.  , 
But  I  sat  in  the  office,  as  any  other  person  would  have  done.  I  did  no  official  act  whatever, 
Bignod  no  papers,  but  employed  my  time  in  having  an  examination  of  the  books  and  papers 
of  the  bureau  made  to  find  out  how  it  stood. 

Q.  Then  you  were  not  acting  in  an  official  capacity  as  chief  of  the  bureau  until  the  3d  day 
of  March  f — A.  Not  until  the  3d  day  of  March,  at  about  two  oVlock  in  the  afternoon. 

Q.  Were  you  acting  in  puch  capacity  when  these  contracts  were  made? — A.  I  was  then, 
because  I  had  received  my  commission.  ^ 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  On  the  3d  of  March?— A.  On  the  3d  of  March. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  was  when  these  contracts  were  officially  closed  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  your  relations  to  the  department  at  that  time? — A.  I  was  Chief  of  Bureau 
of  Steam-Engineering,  and  obeyed  the  Secretary's  orders. 

Q.  You  mertly  obeyed  orders  f — A.  I  merely  obeyed  the  Secretary's  orders  to  make  a  con* 
tract  with  these  people  in  accordance  with  reports  and  recommendations  of  the  board. 

Q.  Was  not  the  work  upon  these  vessels  of  such  a  character  that  the  nature  of  it  could  be 
known  only  to  the  parties  in  whose  custody  the  vessels  were? — A.  The  board  who  examined 
them  and  made  report  had  access  to  all  the  facts  and  knowledge. 


106  TESTIMONY   TAKEN   BY   THE    COMMITTEE   ON 

Q.  I  refer  particularly  to  the  outside  contractoro,  to  the  contractors  other  than  those  to 
whom  the  work  was  j^iven.  In  the  nature  of  the  case,  would  not  the  fact  be  as  I  have  inti- 
mated f — A.  That  would  seem  to  be  the  fact. 

Q.  Do  you  knoWf  as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  any  contractor!*,  aside  from  those  with  whom 
the  contracts  were  made,  ever  applied  for  permission  to  make  bids  for  this  work  ? — A.  I  do 
not. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  any  contractors,  other  than  those  with  whom  the  contracts  were 
made,  were  ever  invited  to  make  bids  for  this  work  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Was  the  amhunt  of  work  to  be  done  upon  these  several  vessels  (the  Amphltrite,  Terror, 
Monadoock,  and  Puritan)  known  in  the  department  until  the  report  of  that  board  of  survey 
was  made  T — A.  That  I  cannot  tell  you.  * 

Q.  Was  there  §licb  a  record  in  the  department  as  would  give  information  to  any  one  mak- 
ing an  examination  there  to  find  out  the  amount  of  work  to  be  done  f — A.  I  should  think 
there  was.  I  should  think  that  the  bills  that  have  been  approved  for  the  work  and  the  re- 
ports of  the  various  officers,  or  the  report  of  the  constructing  engineer,  would  have  indicated 
about  what  the  work  was  as  it  was  in  progress. 

Q.  Was  the  information  as  to  the  character  of  the  work,  so  far  as  the  same  was  indicated 
In  your  department,  available  to  any  person  other  than  an  officer  of  the  department? — A. 
There  was  ik)  information  of  any  kind  up  to  that  time  that  I  know  of  upon  which  any  per- 
son could  ascertain  that. 

Q.  None  upon  which  any  person  could  ascertain  the  character  and  amount  of  work  to  be 
done  f — A.  Except  that  which  might  have  been  indicated  by  approved  bills  and  by  the  offi- 
cers who  had  charge  of  the  inspection  of  the  work. 

Q.  Were  the  papers  containing  such  information  open  to  the  inspection  of  the  outsiders  f — 
A.  I  suppose  they  were. 

Q.  Are  they  to-day  t— A.  With  the  permission  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  all  papers 
are  open  for  -examination. 

Q.  Has  the  Secretary  given  permission  to  persons  outside  of  the  department  to  examine 
the  approved  bills  and  other  papers  7 — A.  No,  sir ;  not  that  I  know  of.  He  has  given 
permission  for  the  examination  of  certain  papers  relating  to  the  routine  work  of  the  depart- 
ment. 

Q.  But  no  information  that  would  enable  the  outsiders  to  understand  the  character  of  the 
work  to  be  done  under  the  contracts  here  inq^uired  into  1 — A.  No,  sir ;  not  since  1  have  been 
here. 

Q.  Who  are  the  officials  under  whose  superintendence  the  work  on  the  boilers  of  the 
Triana  and  Mayflower  was  doneT — A.  I  wrote  to  ascertain  that  fact  the  other  day,  and  I 
found  that,  in  the  first  instance,  Chief  Engineer  Garvin  was  superintending  that  work,  and 
that  subsequently  it  was  superintended  by  Chief  Engineer  Newell :  and  I  am  informed  by 
Newell  that  when  he  took  charge  of  Mr.  Garvin's  work  the  boilers  forthe  Triana  and  May- 
flower were  completed.  I  infer  from  this  that  Mr.  Garvin  had  other  duties  at  the  time,  and 
that  when  he  was  relieved  by  Mr.  Newell  the  latter  took  charge  of  Mr.  Garvin's  work  gene- 
rally, and  that  whatever  was  to  be  dune  came  under  his  supervision. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  period  elapsed  between  the  awarding  of  the  contracts  and  the 
completion  of  the  work  called  for  by  themf — A.  The  contracts  were  made,  I  believe,  in  tlie 
early  part  of  1875,  and,  I  think,  were  finished  in  the  same  year.  That  is  my  recollection. 
The  facts,  however,  are  matters  of  record,  and  1  will  refer  to  the  record  for  them. 

[Note. — Subsequently,  after  reference  to  the  official  record,  the  witness  supplied  thedesired 
information,  as  follows:]  The  contracts  are  dated  October  17  and  November 7,  1874.  The 
work  was  reported  as  completed,  tested,  4&c.,  in  July  and  August,  1875. 

Q.  Assuming,  now,  that  this  work  was  subjected  to  proper  surveillance,  would  it  have  been 
possible  for  these  defects  and  imperfections  to  have  existed  without  knowledge  thereof  hav- 
ing been  brought  to  the  Navy  Department  ? — A.  It  may  have  occurred  in  this  case,  as  in 
many  others,  that  these  gentlemen,  having  other  duties  to  perform  in  coujnnction  with  that 
of  supervising  this  work,  could  not  always  be  present.  « 

Q.  That  is  not  the  point.  My  inquiry  is  as  to  whether,  if  proper  surveillance  was  em* 
ployed  in  the  work,  these  defects  and  imperfections  could  have  escaped  detection  ? — A.  If 
the  engineer  in  charge  of  it  had  no  duty  to  perform  other  than  to  inspect  that  work  particu- 
larly, then  it  is  not  possible  that  that  kind  of  work  could  have  passed  his  inspection. 

The  Chairman  (replying  to  an  observation  by  Mr.  Papre).  1  want  to  know  from  the  wit- 
ness, who  is  the  engineer-iu-chief,  whether,  if  this  work  had  been  subjected  to  that  kind  of 
surveillance  which  I  have  emphasized  as  **  proper  surveillance,"  the  alleged  imperfections 
in  it  would  have  existed  without  knowledge  of  them  having  been  brought  to  the  department 
at  the  time  ? 

The  Witness.  No,  sir ;  they  could  not.  If  there  had  been  a  proper,  thorough,  and  final 
examination  had  of  the  boiler,  these  defects  could  not  have  escaped  notice.      ^ 

The  Chairman.  Then,  if  the  work  had  been  subjected  to  proper  surveillance,  would  the 
imperfections  have  occurred  and  continued  to  exist  unknown  to  the  department. 

The  Witness.  My  answer  is,  that  if  the  superintending  engineer  could  continue  to  re^ 
main  at  his  post  and  watch  every  bolt  and  rivet  that  goes  into  the  construction  of  the  boiler, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  work  such  as  was  done  in  this  case  to  escape  detectiom 
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The  Chairman.  State  whether,  in  this  particular  case,  proper  surveillance  was  exercised, 
and,  if  80,  how  these  imperfectiuns  and  defects  could  exist  without  detection. 

The  Witness.  I  infer  from  the  facts  as  developed  in  this  case  that  there  was  not  proper 
surveillance  over  this  work,  else  the  defects  would  have  been  discovered.  But  will  you 
allow  me  a  word  in  explanation  t 

The  Chairman.  Anj  pertinent  fact  based  upon  your  own  knowledge,  not  hearsay,  you 
ten  at  liberty  to  state.' 

The  Witness.  The  part  which  I  desire  to  add,  by  way  of  completing  my  sentence,  is 
this ;  From  the  necessities  of  the  case  a  great  deal  of  reliance  must  be  placed  upon  the 
honesty  and  integrity  of  the  workman  and  his  employers.  Chief  Engineer  Garvin  can 
doubtless  explain  for  himself.    I  have  nothing  further  to  say  on  that  point. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  tests  to  which  this  work,  either  during  its  progress 
or  upon  its  completion,  was  subjected  T — A;  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  as  to  tests  made, 
bat  the  report  of  the  subject  and  records  in  the  office  will  show  precisely  what  was  done. 

Q.  State  whether  the  imperfections  and  defects  in  the  work  were  not  such  as  would  neces- 
sarily exist  from  time  to  time  at  different  stages  of  the  work,  and  such,  therefore,  as  would 
have  been  discovered  if  a  critical  inspection  had  only  occasionally  been  Aiade  t — A.  No, 
sir.  Allow  me  to  explain.  The  shells  are  constructed,  the  angle-irons  for  braces  riveted  on, 
^nd,  in  short,  the  boilers  almost  completed  before  the  lengths  of  the  braces  necessary  can 
be  established.  About  the  last  thing  aone  to  the  boiler  is  to  put  in  the  braces  and  adjust  them 
in  position.  The  boiler  is  nearly  completed  except  in  this  particular  part.  So  that  that 
part  of  the  work  in  which  the  defects  were  apparent,  excepting  the  tubes,  is  the  part  that 
is  done  almost  by  itself  in  the  finishing  up  of  the  whole  work. 

Q.  When  proper  inspection  of  the  work  is  had,  for  what  length  of  time  is  the  engineer  in 
charge  engaged  in  reviewing  it  f — A.  He  should  be  there  every  day. 

Q.  Did  the  work  of  making  the  holes  in  the  braces  to  which  you  previously  called  atten- 
tion occupy  a  series  of  days  T — A.  That  was  not  the  defective  part  of  the  work.  The  part 
of  the  work  that  was  defective,  besides  the  tubes,  wtts  where  the  braces  were  too  short  and 
the  holes  in  the  braces  and  angle-iron  would  not  come  in  line  so  as  to  admit  of  the  proper 
sized  bolt. 

Q.  Was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  engineer  to  have  overlooked  that  part  of  the  work? — A.  It 
wtis  his  duty  to  h^ve  seen  the  work  done. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  tubes  made  use  of,  you  have  testified  as  I  understood  you,  that  the 
tubes  were  furnished  by  the  Navy  Department,  and  that,  notwithstanding  that  fact,  thev 
had  defects,  and  that  their  defects  were  concealed  in  the  manner  which  you  have  indicated. 
Under  whose  inspection  were  those  tubes  furnished  P — A.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I  would 
explain  that  the  proposition  contained  in  the  question  is  not  exactly  correct.  The  tubes  in 
themselves  were  not  defective. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  they  were  defective,  not  so  far  as  material  and  size  was 
concerned,  but  m  their  adaptability  for  the  particular  work  to  which  they  were  assigned. 
Was  not  their  use,  therefore,  the  fault  of  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  work  ? — A.  If  they 
were  too  short  he  would  have  reported  the  fact,  but  they  were  not  too  short.  There  is  the 
tangible  evidence  of  the  fact  that  they  were  not  too  short.  |  Indicating  the  end  of  a  tube 
taken  from  the  Mayflower.  ] 

Q.  What  is  the  fact  as  to  the  one  which  you  exhibited  as  showing  a  defect  which  had 
been  concealed  by  the  contractor  t — A.  That  defect  was  in  consequence  of  his  not  having 
taken  pains  to  equalize  the  amount  projecting  beyond  the  tube  sheets. 

Q.  At  what  plaice  is  the  chief  engineer  who  was  in  charge  of  the  work  (Mr.  Garvin)  now 
on  duty  f — A.  At  Portsmouth,  N.  H. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  first  ascertain  the  defective  character  of  the  work  here  referred 
to  ? — A.  Last  October,  at  which  time  a  survey  was  ordered. 

Q.  Was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  engineer,  when  the  bolts  spoken  of  were  being  made,  to 
examine  them  and  ascertain  whether  they  were  of  the  right  size  f — A.  It  was  bis  duty  to 
oversee  the  whole  work.  There  is  no  one  part  which  you  can  say  it  was  his  special  duty 
to  oversee,  but  it  was  his  duty  to  supervise  the  whole. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  of  making  this  survey  in  October? — A.  The  development  of 
leaky  tubes  in  the  Mayflower's  boiler.  The  MayflA)wer  is  a  vessel  that  we  use  during  the 
summer  months  for  taking  the  cadets  of  the  Engineer  Corps  around  to  different  yards  in 
order  that  they  may  see  the  works.  She  is  only  in  service  for  a  very  brief  period  in  each 
year.  These  tubes  in  the  boiler  of  that  vessel  commenced  giving  way  very  suddenly  and, 
attention  being  called  to  the  fact,  an  examination  was  made.and  it  was  discovered  that  these 
ferrules  had  been  inserted  in  the  ends.  Feeling  some  anxiety  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
others,  I  ordered  a  survey  to  be  made  upon  all  these  boilers. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  For  what  length  of  time  were  these  boilers  in  use  previous  to  last  October? — A.  The 
time  covered  by  the  different  periods  during  which  they  were  in  service  would  aggregate,  I 
suppose,  a  few  months  only.     The  boilers  were  put  in  the  ship  in  1875,  and,  by  referring 
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to  the  records,  I  can  tell  you  exactly  bow  long  they  were  in  service.     I  will  furDish  the 
exact  time  they  were  in  nse. 

Q.  They  were  not  made  use  of  in  1875  ?— A.  No,  air. 

Q.  In  what  manner  was  the  examination  of  those  boilers  made?— A.  A  board  was  ap 
pointed  by  my  order. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of  that  board  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  the  specimens  of  defective  workmanship 
which  you  have  exhibited,  the  bolts,  &c.,  did  actually  come  from  the  Triana  and  May- 
flower?— A.  I  know  nothing  in  regard  to  them  of  my  own  knowledge.  'I  am  talking  from 
the  record.    They  were  brought  to  me. 

Q.  By  whom  ? — A.  By  Chief  Engineer  Moore. 

Q.  He  was  a  member  of  the  board  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  requested  that  specimens  of  that  particular  work  should  be  brought  to  you  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir.  I  wanted  to  get  all  the  specimens  here  that  I  could,  because  I  wanted  to  get  at 
the  facts. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  examine  into  the  contracts  that  were  made  subsequent  to  the  1st  of  No- 
vember, 1876,  vnth.  a  view  of  ascertaining  whether  the  prices  paid  for  boiler-iron  were  ex- 
cessive or  not? — A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  them. 

Q.  Can  you  ascertain  by  an  examination  into  the  current  or  market-prices  whether  the 
contract-prices  were  excessive  or  otherwise? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  can  procure  all  that  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  the  price  of  iron. 

Q.  Please  furnish  the  committee  with  such  information  at  your  earliest  convenience? — A. 
I  will  do  so  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  The  committee  will  bear  with  me  in  the  event 
of  any  little,  delay,  because  I  am  now  working  day  and  night  to  accomplish  an  immense 
amount  of  work  for  Mr.  Whitthorne,  of  the  Committee  ou  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Is  it  possible  or  probable  that  imperfections  in  work  for  the  government  which  is  pur- 
poselv  slighted  by  a  contractor  may  escape  detection,  notwithstanding  that  due  diligence  is 
used  by  the  officer  of  the  government  tsharged  with  the  inspection  of  such  work? — A.  It  is 
possible  that  a  man,  if  he  is  dishonest,  may  put  in  a  piece  of  bad  work  and  mask  it  in  such 
a  way  that  it  will  escape  immediate  notice. 

Q.  You  say  if  the  contractor  is  dishonest  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  if  he  is  dishonest.  He  may  nhask 
it  in  a  variety  of  ways. 

Q.  For  instance,  in  the  manner  in  which  the  defective  work  on  the  tube  which  yon  have 
exhibited  was  masked  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  may  be  done  in  that  way.  There  are  certain  things 
in  regard  to  which  no  one  expects  to  find  any  experienced  man  making  a  mistake  or  doing 
the  wrong  thing,  especially  in  bracing  a  boiler. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Please  submit  at  this  time  any  paper  which  you  have  prepared  in  response  to  the  call 
of  the  committee  for  certain  information. — A.  By  direction  of  the  committee,  I  have  prepared 
an  elaborate  paper  setting  forth  the  contracts  for  machinery,  boilers,  «&c.  (from  statement 
made  January  19, 1878,  by  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering),  showing  balances  in  Treasury 
when  contracts  were  made,  with  the  condition  of  the  work  at  the  date  at  which  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  paper  was  beguo,  January  28,  1878.  The  paper  shows  the  names  of  the  con- 
tractors, the  objects  for  which  the  contracts  were  made,  the  total  amount  of  the  contract- 
price,  the  dates  of  the  contracts,  the  balances  standing  dne  to  the  credit  of  the  Bureau  of 
Steam-Engineering  at  the  dates  of  these  contracts,  with  the  fiscal  years  indicated  in  each 
instance.  Lower  down  on  the  paper  come  the  contracts  made  on  March  3, 1877.  The 
amount  of  balance  in  the  Treasury  available  for  these  contracts  (for  the  fiscal  year  1876- 
77)  is  stated  at  $36,291.07.  On  the  same  day  an  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1877-78 
was  passed,  which  gave  us  $942,000  additional  on  that  day. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Is  the  last-mentioned  item  shown  in  the  paper?— A.  Yes, sir;  here  it  is.  It  reads: 
**Act  signed  March  3, 1877,  making  appropriation  for  steam- machinery  for  fiscal  year  1877- 
/c,  $94«,000. 

[Note. — The  paper  here  presented  is  marked  •*  Ex.  A,  March  2,  1878  ;  testimony  of  W. 
H.  Shock,"  and  will  be  found  in  the  appendix.] 

Daniel  Ammen,  (chief  of  Bureau  of  Navigation,)  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

[Note. — The  witne<is  is  requested  to  prepare  for  the  use  of  the  committee  a  statement  of 
the  retired-list  of  the  Navy,  with  a  statement  supplementary  thereto  showing  specifically 
the  cause  of  retirement  in  each  instance,  viz,  whetner  upon  the  request  of  the  officer  so  re- 
tired,' upon  Executive  orders,  in  pursuance  of  special  provibions  of  acts  of  Congress  (in 
which  case  the  same  are  to  be  specified),  or  for  any  other  cause.] 

Q.  Please  state  the  character  of  the  expenditures  which  are  made  by  your  bureau  ? — A. 
They  are  in  accordance  with  the  estimates. 
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Q.  My  inquiry  has  reference  to  the  specific  purposes  for  which  the  expenditures  are  made. 
— A.  They  are  for  instruments  for  navigation,  appliances  for  sounding,  chronometers,  and 
everything  of  that  kind,  bnnting,  flags,  and  pilotage.  The  latter  is  as  large  an  item  as  any 
we  have,  and  the  amount  that  we  are  authorized  to  pay  is  really  insufficient  when  we  have 
a  full  force  afloat.  The  hydrographic  office  and  the  Naval  Observatory  are  also  included  in 
the  estimates  of  the  Bureau  of  Navigation. 

Q.  Was  there  a  deficiency  in  the  Bureau  of  Navigation  in  the  year  1877  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  a  deficiency  in  the  bureau  in  the  year  1»76  ? — A.  No,  "sir ;  we  have  never 
had  a  deficiency.  Formerly  they  were  in  the  habit  of  charging  our  bureau  just  what  they 
chose.  The  Secretary  would  simply  direct  that  a  certain  amount,  for  instance,  should  be 
charged  to  my  bureau.  I  am  happy  to  see  now  that  when  a  charge  is  made  against  the  bu- 
reau a  statement  is  given  of  the  ground  upon  which  the  charge  is  made.  Bat  if  a  bureau 
officer  is  simply  informed  that  this  thing  or  that  thing  is  charged  to  his  bureau,  and  no  items 
are  furnished  him,  then,  unless  be  has  personal  knowledge  of  the  matter,  of  course  he  can 
have  no  control  of  the  funds.  In  the  month  of  February  last  I  wrote  an  official  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  stating  that,  owing  to  circamstances  over  which  I  had  no  control, 
there  would  be  apparently,  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year,  a  deficiency  of  not  less  than  $15,000, 
and  that  I  would  take  care  not  to  tnake  any  expenditure  that  it  was  possible  to  avoid.  So 
far  as  I  know  there  was  no  deficiency  on  the  1st  of  July  last :  I  have  not  been  informed  of 
any,  and  I  do  not  suppose  there  was  any. 

Q.  Are  appropriations  made  specifically  to  your  bureau  as  they  are  made  to  other  bureaus  7 
— A.  In  a  greater  degree.  We  are  obliged  to  supplv  the  instruments  required  for  naviga* 
tlon,  such  as  chronometers,  sextants,  &c.;  and  in  the  purchase  pf  such  instruments,  where 
the  quality  of  the  article  is  an  essential  consideration,  it  would  be  impossible  to  contract  for 
them  with  advantage.  That  we  could  not  do  because  by  so  doing  we  would  be  sure  to  in- 
jure the  quality.  In  making  purchases  such  as  those,  I  have  always  taken  care  to  put  my* 
self  into  communication  with  the  very  best  tradesmen  and  in  that  way  am  assured  of  the 
quality  of  the  article.  Another  item  of  expenditure,  one  that  I  forgot  to  mention,  is  th& 
lighting  of  the  ships,  which  includes  the  running  lights,  lights  for  the  cabin  and  for  the  offi' 
cers,  and  the  furnishing  of  oil.  As  to  the  oil,  I  always  get  that  upon  contract  and  adver- 
tisement. I  believe  that  the  interests  of  the  government  have  been  carried  out  in  every 
instance. 

Q.  What  is  your  ordinary  mode  of  purchase  for  the  specialties  of  which  you  have  spoken  7 
— A.  With  respect  to  chronometers,  I  always  ascertain  the  price  which  I  am  to  paj  and 
see  that  the  chronometers  are  tested  ;  and  if  the  price  does  not  suit  me,  of  course  I  oo  not 
take  them.  ^ 

Q.  Please  furnish  the  cx>mmittee  with  a  statement  in  the  abstract  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  Bureau  of  Navigation  for  the  last  fiscal  year  and  up  to  March  J  instant,  including 
therein  a  rigumS  of  the  different  articles  purchased  bv  advertisement  and  purchases  other- 
wise made,  and  what,  if  any,  disposition  was  made  of  the  surplus  at  the  end  of  anv  fiscal 
year.  Perhaps  you  can  answer  now  as  to  the  latter  branch  of  the  inquiry. — A.  The  fact 
is  that  our  estimates  have  been  comparatively  very  small  and  very  close.  We  spend  a  great 
deal  in  bunting  and  flags,  for  instance,  and  that  is  really  a  very  considerable  expenditure. 
1  suppose  it  exceeds  somewhat  the  actual  estimates. 

William  Grier,  (chief  of  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,)  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  your  position  in  the  Navy.-— A.  I  am  at  present  Surgeon-General  in  the  Navy  and 
chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery. 

Q,  About  how  long  have  you  been  acting  in  that  capacity? — A.  Since  February,  1877  ; 
a  little  over  a  year. 

Q.  Can  you  dispense  with  any  of  your  clerical  force  without  injury  to  your  bureau  7 — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  clerks  have  you  f — A.  We  have  two  clerks  and  want  another.  Instead  of 
cisponsing  with  any,  we  would  like  to  have  one  more. 

Q.  What  is  their  compensation  f — A.  I  think  that  one  gets  $1,800;  the  other  $1,600. 

Q.  What  is  your  mode  of  purchasing  supplies  for  your  bureau  7 — ^A.  The  purchases  are 
all  made  in  the  United  States  by  the  director  of  thd  laboratory  at  New  York ;  that  is,  all  the 
hospital  medicines  and  stores  required  for  ships.  Supplies  for  hospitals  are  procured  by  the 
medical  men  in  charge  of  the  several  hospitals. 

Q.  Is  there  any  special  provision  in  that  respect  in  the  statute  on  the  subject  7 — A.  Noth- 
ing, except  that  the  law  excepts  medicine  from  being  purchased  by  contract. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  deficiency  in  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  at  the  end  of  the 
last  fiscal  year 7— A.  Yes,  sir;  we  had  in  this  way:  that  the  appropriation  for  surgeons* 
accessaries  was  not  sufficient,  and  the  bills  were  paid  from  the  hospital  fund. 

Q.  Then  was  your  bureau  in  debt  7 — A.  It  was  not  exactly  in  debt. 

Q.  Is  there  any  warrant  of  law  for  taking  the  money  from  the  hospital  fund  to  pay  off  the 
other  indebtedness  ?— A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  warrant  of^  law  for  it,  out  it  has 
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been  the  cuBtom  for  years  past  to  make  those  ran  into  each  other  an4  the  one  to  supply  the 
deficiency  of  the  other. 

Q.  Is  yonr  bureau  indebted  in  any  amount  to  the  hospital  fond  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  we  owe 
to  the  hospital  fund,  for  he  last  three  years  about  $52,000. 

Q.  Please  furnish  the  committee  with  an  abstract  of  ail  expenditures  and  receipts  of  your 
bureau  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1877,  and  also  up  to  date,  including  therein  all 
transfers  of  funds  in  your  department,  whether  to  or  from  the  hoapital  fund  or  otherwise,  as 
the  case  may  be. — A.  I  will  prepare  the  paper  which  you  have  indicated.  The  expenditures 
in  our  bureau  are  not  very  lar^^e.  They  only  amount  to  some  one  or  twohutidred  thousand 
dollars,  or  between  those  fifj^ures.  There  are  also  purchases  made  from  time  to  time  by  sur- 
geons of  vessels  abroad,  and  sometimes  in  the  United  States — siipplies  that  are  purchased  to 
make  up  provisions.  The  usual  pUu  is  to  supply  them  half-yearly  with  what  it  is  supposed 
they  will  require  in  medicines,  sometimes  the  supplies  give  out  on  foreign  stations,  and 
purchases  are  made  by  the  paymasters. 

Q.  Then  you  sometimes  become  indebted  to  the  pay  of  the  Navy  account  T — A.  Yes,  air; 
but  now  I  believe  they  make  transfers  regularly,  as  the  returns  come  in.  In  former  years,  I 
understand,  that  was  not  done,  so  that  the  pny  of  the  Navy  had  to  sufier  on  account  of  that. 

Q.  They  had  to  wait  for  tiieir  pay  for  several  years  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  recommend  to  the  comniittee  any  mode  bv  whicJi  a  saving  may  be  effected  in 
the  administration  of  your  bureau f— A.  No,  sir;  I  think  not.  I  think  that  we  have  been 
running  upon  very  economical  principles  of  late ;  indeed,  we  have  been  obliged  to. 

Q.  Is  there  a  prospect  of  a  aefioiency  in  the  present  vear? — A.  I  think  that  that  was 
asked  for  in  the  estimate.  All  of  the  defictency  that  we  have  is  due  to  the  hospital  fund. 
Bills  for  medicines  were  paid  out  of  that  fund  whan  the  regular  appropriation  was  insuffi- 
cient. 

QBORtiE  F.  Cutter,  (chief  of  Bateau  of  Provisiona  and  Clothing,)  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

[NoT£.^The  witness  presents,  in  response  to  the  call  made  upon  him  when  prevlpqsl^ 
before  the  committee,  two  papers,  which  are  marked  and  entitled  as  follows : 

Statement  showing  the  clerical  force  of  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  Navj  De- 
partment, February  11,  1878,  showing  the  respective  r«teeof  pay  en  February  II,  1878. 
"Ex   B— Mar.2,  78." 

Statement  showing  the  baljuices  due  to  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clething  from  the 
other  bureaus  of  the  department,  and  from  said  bureaus  to  other  bureaus.  **  Ex.  C — Mar. 
2, 1678."  1 

The  Chairman  submits  a  communication  from  Mr.  Burgess,  containing  a  condensed 
statement  of  facts  concerning  the  contract  for  the  Monadnock.     **Ex.  D — Mar.  'Z,  187H.** 

[NaTE.-^All  of  the  foregoing  papers  will  be  found  in  the  appendix  to  the  testimony.] 
Adjourned. 


Washington,  March  4,  1878. 

Richard  W.  Thompson,  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  recalled. 

The  Witness.  In  answer  to  the  question  put  to  me  by  Mr.  Page  upon  the  occasion  of  my 
former  appearance  before  the  committee,  about  the  suspension  of  the  Providence  Steam  En- 
gine Company  contract  (made  on  the  8th  of  February,  1877),  for  theOiaaha  and  Richmond, 
I  would  say  that  my  reason  for  not  suspending  that  contract  wss  that  it  was  in  process  of 
execution,  and  at  the  time  it  was  made  there  was  an  excess  of  $70,000  in  the  Treasury  sub- 
ect  to  that  work. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Appropriated  for  that  work  f — A.  No  ;  there  was  that  much  in  the  Treasury  that  could 
be  used. 

By  the  Chairman  ; 

Q.  There  was  an  appropriation  to  the  credit  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  covering 
the  contract  ? — A.  Yes,  sir  Therw  was  an  appropriation  to  the  credit  of  the  bureau.  The 
work  was  in  process  of  execution,  and  tlie'mouey  was  in  the  Treasury.  That  was  the  reason, 
the  only  reason,  fur  not  suspending  the  contract. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q  By  way  of  directing  your  attention  to  another  point  upon  which  I  desire  to  make  an 
inquiry,  I  will  make  a  brief  statement  of  facts:  According  to  the  testimony  of  William  H. 
Shock,  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Hieam  Engineering  (by  whom,  at  the  last  meeting,  a  paper 
was  produced  showing  the  fact),  on  the  3d  day  ot  March,  1877,  the  day  on  which  the  con- 
tracts, which  were  subsequently  suspended,  were  entered  into,  there  was  in  the  Treasury  to 


EXPENDITURES  IN  THE  NAVY  DEPARTMENT.       Ill 

the  credit  of  that  burefta  (36/201.07,  and  on  the  same  day  an  act  of  Congress  '*  making  an 
appropriation  for  steam  machinery  for  the  fiscal  year  1877-78/'  amounting  to  f 942,000, 
was  si|fned  by  the  President.  Was  this  additional  appropriation  available  until  after  the 
expiration  of  the  then  fiscal  year,  June  'SO,  1877  T — A.  1  suppose  not 

Q.  Then  was  there  any  impropriety  in  making  a  contract  for  work  covering  a  period  ex- 
tending from  a  dav  prior  to  June  30,  1877,  to  a  day  subsequent,  the  payment  for  which  was 
to  be  made  out  of  that  additional  appropriation  f — A.  I  will  say  in  reference  to  that,  that 
where  it  was  for  continuing  work,  perhaps  not.  I  have  had  some  difficulty  in  my  mind  on 
that  subject  growing  out  of  the  fact  that  I  found  several  contracts,  made  upon  the  faith  of 
future  appropriations,  the  work  on  which  was  to  be  done  within  the  time  of  those  appropria- 
tions. One  of  those  contracts  for  timber,  of  which  I  have  spoken,  was  of  that  class.  It  is  a 
question  simply  of  law,  one  about  which  men  might  well  enough  differ  without  any  special 
cause  for  cavil. 

Q.  In  entering  into  a  contract,  such  as  I  have  stated,  fur  work  on  repairs,  could  not  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  with  entire  propriety,  have  considered  that  that  $94*2,000  (which  was 
an  amount  appropriated  to  the  funa  for  that  particular  purpose),  was  available  as  funds  on 
hand  for  carrying  on  such  work  ?~A.  That  would  involve,  just  as  I  was  stating,  an  inter- 
pretation of  law  about  which  men  might  difi'er.  The  policy  which  I  have  adopted  was  one 
that  I  deemed  necessary  as  a  means  of  ascertaining  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  just  what 
the  condition  of  the  department  was,  and  therefore  it  seemed  necessary  that  I  should  con- 
fine the  expenditures  for  1877  within  the  appropriations  for  that  year;  and  while  it  may  not 
be  improper  to  make  a  contract  to  operate  in  the  future  upon  au  appropijation  for  the  coming 
year,  when  the  work  is  to  be  done  within  that  year,  my  iaea  was,  and  is,  that  I  could  not  an- 
ticipate an  appropriation  for  the  nest  year  by  work  to  be  done  within  the  present  year. 

Mr.  Pa^E.  But  in  this  instance  you  did  not  anticipate  the  appropriation,  as  it  had  already 
been  made. 

Mr.  Williams.  I  understand  the  Secretary  to  say,  with  reference  to  the  appropriation  re- 
ferred 10,  that  if  made  in  March,  1877,  for  the  fiscal  year  1877-78,  he  could  not  use  it  for  work 
done  in  1876-77. 

Mr.  Page.  The  point  of  my  inqiury  was  simply  as  to  whetlier,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
witness,  there  was  any  impropriety  or  illegality  in  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in 
making  a  contract  on  March  3,  1H77,  for  work,  a  portion  of  which  would  necessarily  be  done 
within  the  ensuing  fiscal  year,  1877-78,  and  for  which  payment  could  be  made  out  of  the  ap- 
propriation made  for  that  year. 

A.  If  the  work  was  to  be  done  within  the  year  in  which  the  contract  was  made,  then  it 
would  seem  to  me  to  be  improper  to  pay  for  it  out  of  the  appropriation  made  for  the  next 
year.  If  the  work  was  to  be  done  in  the  next  year,  the  year  for  which  the  appropriation 
was  made,  then  it  is  a  legal  question  simply  as  to  whether  the  appropriation  was  made  for 
the  work  done  within  the  next  year.  But  my  view  of  the  law  was  that  I  had  no  right  to 
take  any  portion  of  the  money  appropriated  to  pay  for  the  work  to  be  done  in  1877-78  to 
pay  for  the  work  done  in  1876-77. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Your  view  of  the  law  is  this:  that  a  contract  made,  say  on  March  3,  1877,  to  go  im- 
mediately into  effect  and  providiug  for  work  to  be  done  before  the  first  day  of  the  ensuing 
fiscal  year,  would,  pro  lanto,  be  illegal  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  a  contract  entered  into  on  March  3,  1877,  providing  for  work  to  be  done  in 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  on  the  30th  of  June,  1877,  would,  in  sofaras  it  provided  for  moneys 
to  be  expended  during  that  fiscal  year,  be  legitimate? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  for  whatever  was 
done  alter  the  beginning  of  the  new  fiscal  year,  payment  might  be  made  out  of  the  current 
appropriation. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Please  state  what  proportion  of  the  appropriation  of  $91*2,000  and  the  balance  of  thirty- 
six  thousand  and  odd  dollars  was  in  the  Treasury  and  credited  to  the  Steam-Engineering  fund 
on  June  30,  1877. — A.  I  am  unable  to  state  the  amount  at  this  moment. 

Q.  Your  answer  may  be  submitted  at  any  subsequent  meeiiug  of  the  committee,  at  your 
convenience. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  before  the  committee  on  a  former  occasion  you  stated,  in  effect,  that  upon  coming 
into  office  you  found  a  certain  number  of  outstanding  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  timber, 
or  '*  timber  orders  *^  thatyuu  suspended  those  orders,  and  subsequently  modified  the  order 
of  suspension  to  the  extent  of  permitting  certain  parties  having  timber  actually  in  transit 
to  deliver  their  timber  at  its  several  points  of  destination. — A.  That  was  substantially  the 
statement  which  I  made. 

Q.  Will  you  now  favor  the  committee  with  a  suggestion,  by  way  of  aiding  them  in  coming 
to  a  just  conclusion,  as  to  the  most  profitable  disposition  to  be  made  of  that  timber  upon  con- 
siderations of  economy  in  the  public  service,  the  wants  of  the  service,  and  the  rights  of  the 
parties  concerned? — A.  Permit  me  to  say,  on  that  subject  (I  do  not  know  but  tnat  on  the 
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former  occasion  I  did  say  it) ;  that  it  is  important  we  should  always  have  timber  on  hand, 
and  pretty  well  seasoned  before  it  is  put  into  the  ship,  for  the  reason  that  if  you  put  in  un- 
seasoned timber  the  ship  does  not  last  at  all,  she  needs  repairs  immediately.  Therefore,  it 
is  a  measure  of  economy  to  have  a  pretty  good  supply  of  timber  on  hand,  and  well  seasoned, 
at  all  times.  We  need  timber,  and  perhaps  there  is  not  now  more  timber  bought  than  we 
shall  need,  unless  Congress  shall  stop  building  ships.  I  do  not  know  of  any  rc^ison  to  be- 
lieve,  or  suspect,  that  the  parties  engaged  in  these  timber  contracts  acted  otherwise  than  in 
good  faith,  nor  do  I  see  anything  but  good  faith  about  the  contracts  at  all.  The  timber,  I 
apprehend,  will  all  pass  inspection ;  and  it  seems  to  me  it  will  be  economy  for  Congress  to 
ratify  these  contracts,  pav  lor  this  timber,  and  have  it  stored  away  for  subsequent  use.  We 
are, compelled  to  buy  timber,  in  anj-  event,  and  I  do  not  see  anything  like  improvidence  in 
those  timber  contracts  at  all. 

Q.  Assuming,  now,  that  the  timber  contracts  are  to  be  ratified,  would  it  not,  in  yon 
judgment,  be  advisable,  if  Congress  shall  authorize  you  to  pay  for  that  timber,  that  pro- 
vision shall  also  be  made  for  paying  for  it  at  the  market  rates  current  at  the  time  of  the  par- 
chase,  so  that  the  government  may  be  protected  in  the  event  of  the  contract  price  having 
been  too  high  7 

[Note. — A  conversation  at  this  point  between  members  of  the  committee,  as  to  the 
respective  significations  of  the  terms  ** contract  price"  and '*  market  price/' precluded  a 
direct  reply  to  the  question.] 

The  WITNESS.  The  contract  price  was  almost  always  the  market  price. 

[Note.  It  is  explained  by  the  chairman  that  the  hypothesis  upon  which  the  question  is 
based  was  that,  though  nominally  the  contract  price  was  the  market  price,  yet,  through  the 
maladministration  of  subordinates,  prices  in  excess  of  market  rates  had  been  allowed.] 

The  Witness.  There  was  one  case  that  I  have  already  mentioned,  where  the  prices  were 
stipulated  in  the  contract  greatly  too  high,  and  so  high  as  to  be  prima  facie  evidence  of 
fraud  on  the  face  of  the  contract.  That  contract  I  canceled.  The  other  contracts  I  sus- 
pended. I  considered  fully  the  difference  between  suspension  and  cancellation.  Where  I 
found,  as  in  that  case,  clear  evidence  of  fraud,  I  cut  the  contract  up  by  the  roots.  In  the 
other  cases,  realizing  all  the  time  that  the  timber,  where  it  was  honestly  delivered  and  hon- 
estly contracted  for,  was  needed  by  the  government,  I  merely  '*  suspended,'*  so  as  to  leave 
the  whole  question  of  ratification  open  to  Congress,  and  leave  to  them  the  payment  of  these 
claims. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  You  now  recommend,  as  I  understand  you,  an  appropriation  to  pav  for  this  timber  T — 
A.  I  think  that  such  an  appropiiation  bhoulU  be  made,  because  we  need  the  timber. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  the  rate  cf  payment  to  be  at  the  then  market  rates? — A.  At  the  then  market 
rat.'F. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  The  contract  of  the  man  White  for  the  supply  of  pine  lumber  is  the  only  contract  that 
you  did  absolutely  cancel  f — A.  That  is  the  only  contract  that  I  did  positively  cancel.  The 
others  were  suspended  for  Congressional  action.  The  reason  was,  as  I  have  stated,  that  in 
that  contract  I  found  prima  fade  evidence  of  fraud,  which  was  afterwards  acknowledged  to 
me  by  White.    In  the  other  cases  I  had  no  reason  to  suspect  any  want  of  good  faith. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  have  stated  that,  in  your  judgment.  Congress  ought  to  ratify  the  contracts  for 
timber,  as  the  department  would  need  the  timber.  What  is  your  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of 
Congress  ratifying  the  contracts  for  the  completion  of  the  repairs  and  machinery  of  the  Terror, 
Amphitrite,  Monadnock,  Puritan,  &c.? — A.  That  inquiry  is  one,  I  think,  which  I  answered 
when  previously  before  the  committee,  when  I  stated  that  those  ships  are  all  first-class  of 
their  kind,  and  that  they  will  be  among  the  best  of  the  monitors  we  have.  1  think  it  would 
be  bad  policy  for  the  government  to  abandon  them,  because  we  have  already  expended  too 
much  money  upon  them  to  admit  of  their  abandonment.  I  think  they  ought  to  be  finished, 
and,  therefore,  I  think  Congress  ought  to  appropriate  the  money  to  finish  them.  As  I  said 
before,  I  know  notliing  about  the  prices  in  those  contracts  at  all. 

Q.  You  did  not  suspend  them  because  the  prices  were  objectionable  ? — A.  As  I  have  stated, 
my  only  reason  for  suspending  those  contracts  was  a  want  of  money. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Assuming  that  these  vessels  are  to  be  completed  in  the  manner  indicated  by  the  sev- 
eral contracts  which  have  been  made  for  work  upon  them,  state  which,  in  your  judgment, 
would  be  the  better  course  to  pursue,  viz,  to  ratity  the  contracts  entered  into  on  the  3d  of 
March,  or  to  begin  de  novo^  through  advertisements,  for  the  completion  of  the  work  7 — A.  It 
would  be  a  difficult  matter  for  me  to  give  an  opinion  upon  the  question  of  the  prices  em- 
braced in  those  contracts,  because  that  involves  a  good  deal.  If  I  were  to  make  those  con- 
tracts, I  should,  of  course,  Scrutinize  a  little  more  carefully  than  I  have  yet  the  prices  in 
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them.  Therefore,  I  cannot  say  that  the  prices  in  them  are  exactly  right,  or  whether  too  high 
or  too  low.  ^ 

Q.  My  object,  definitely  stated,  is  to  ascertain  the  proper  mode,  under  ill  the  circnm* 
stances,  of  completing  that  work.  Would  it  not  be  to  give  the  work  out  to  the  lowest  bid* 
der  t — A.  That  is  my  general  rule  in  all  such  cases. 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  your  rule  in  this  case  ? — A  Yes ;  it  would  be,  unless  there  was  some- 
thing in  the  prior  contracts  made  by  those  parties  that  gave  them  a  right  to  the  continuance 
of  them.  Tne  work  was  in  progress,  for  instance,  under  contracts  which  they  hid  made 
pGBvioualy. 

3j  Mr.  Page; 

Q.  It  appears  by  the  ieatimony  of  several  reliable  witnesses,  among  whom  is  Mr.  Easby, 
And  is  not  denied,  that  work  under  whit  are  known  as  *'  the  third  contracts  "  had  to  be 
completed  before  work  under  the  second  contracts  could  be  completed  f — A.  That,  I  am 
told,  is  true.  '^ 

Q.  Then  it  would  be  impossible  now  to  take  the  work  away  from  the  parties  to  these  con- 
tracts and  give  it  to  outsiders  f — A.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  made  use  of  the  quaUfication, 
''-unless  there  is  something  in  the  prior  contracts  to  entitle  them  to  do  the  work."  I  learn 
from  the  contractors  and  I  learn  from  the  bureaus  thit  there  were  certain  things  to  be  done 
under  these  last  contracts  which  would  necessarily  precede  what.had  been  done  under  the 
former. 

By  the  C  haieman  : 

Q.  Please  to  submit  any  papers  which  you  have  prepared  in  response  to  the  call  of  the 
committee  for  information. — A.  I  now  submit  a  paper  snowing  a  list  of  the  contracts  made 
by  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  for  boilers,  engines,  &c.,  for  the  monitors  Monad- 
nock,  Terror*  Amphitrite,  and  Puritan.  What  are  called  '*  the  first  contracts "  are  the 
original  contracts.  As  will  be. seen  by  the  paper,  the  first  contract  for  the  Monadnock  was 
maide  on  April  13,  1875,  and  was  for  $110,000.  The  first  contract  for  the  Terror  was  made 
OB  April  14, 1^75,  and  was  for  $110,000.  The  first  contract  for  the  Amphitrite  was  made  on 
May  12, 1^75,  and  was  for  $110,000.  The  first  contract  for  the  Puritan  was  made  on  Sep- 
tember 19, 1876,  and  was  for  $203,700.  The  second  (or  suspended)  contrict  for  the  Monaa- 
nock  was  dated  March  3,  J  877,  and  was  for  $385,000.  If  tnat  contract  had  been  executed, 
the  total  cost  for  the  Monadnock  under  both  contracts  would  have  been  $395,000.  The  sec- 
ond (or  suspended)  contract  for  the  Terror  was  made  on  March  3,  18'77,  and  was  for 
$230,000,  which  would  have  made  the  total  cost  for  that  vessel,  under  both  contracts, 
$340,000.  The  second  (or  suspended)  contract  for  the  Amphitrite  was  made  March  3, 1877, 
and  was  for  $230,000,  which  would  have  made  the  same  total  as  in  the  case  of  the  last- 
mentioned  vessel,  $340,000.  The  second  (or  suspended)  contract  for  the  Puritan  was  made 
on  March  3, 1877,  and  was  for $420,000,  which  would  have  made  the  cost  of  that  vessel,  un- 
der both  contracts,  $623,700.    You  have  now  the  totals  upon  all  of  those  contracts. 

[Note. — ^The  paper  here  submitted  is  marked  **  Ex.  A,  March  4, 1878,"  and  will  be  found 
in  the  appendix.  J 

Q.  State  the  title  and  contents  of  any  other  paper  prepared  under  your  direction  for  the 
use  of  the  committee. — A.  I  now  present  a  paper  containing  a  list  of  the  contracts  for  ma- 
chinery, boilers,  dec,  from  a  statement  made  January  19,  1878,  by  the  Bureau  of  Steam- 
Engineering,  showing  balances  in  Treasury  when  contracts  were  made,  with  the  condition  of 
the  work  at  the  date  of  the  making  of  the  paper,  January  28, 1878.  The  first  column  specifies 
the  name  of  the  contractor  in  each  instance ;  the  second,  the  object  of  the  contract ;  the  third, 
the  amount  of  the  contract ;  the  fourth,  the  date  of  the  contract ;  the  fifth,  the  balance  in  the 
Treasury  to  the  credit  of  *'  Steam  machinery,*'  available  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  bureau,  at 
the  date  there  set  forth ;  the  sixth,  the  date  of  the  fiscal  year  in  each  instance ;  and  the  sev- 
enth, "  Remarks  "  in  each  case.  That  paper  embraces  a  complete  statement  of  the  subject- 
matter  treated  of. 

[Note.— The  paper  here  submitted  is  marked  '*  Ex.  B,  March  4,  1878,*'  and  will  be  found 
in  the  appendix,  j) 

Q.  State  the  title  and  purport  of  any  additional  paper  prepared  ander  your  direction. — A. 
I  now  submit  a  paper  containing  a  report  from  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 
upon  the  four  double-turreted  monitors,  Amphitrite,  Monadnock,  Terror,  and  Puritan.  Its 
details  show,  first,  the  name  of  the  contractor  m  each  instance ;  then  the  name  of  the  vessel ; 
then  the  date  of  the  contracts  on  each  vessel;  then  the  amount  of  each  contract  in  dollars  and 
cents ;  then  the  total  amount  of  the  contracts  for  each  vessel ;  then  the  amount  of  the  sus- 
pended contracts ;  and,  lastly,  the  "Remarks." 

[Note.— The  paper  here  submitted  is  marked  **Ex.  C— March  4,  1878,**  and  will  be 
found  in  the  appendix.  ] 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  Monadnock,  it  has  been  explained  in  the  testimony  that  the  con- 
struction of  the  vessel  in  California,  and  the  shipment  of  material  across  the  continent  by 
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ndl,  was  pecaniarilj  an  advanta^i^e  to  the  ^yemment ;  the  cost  of  hnildiDg  the  vessel  id 
the  East  and  sending  her  ^'  around  the  Horn"  heinfif  more  than  counterbalanced  bj  the  sav- 
ing thus  effected.  — A.  I  suppose  there  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 
Q.  The  Secretary  concurs  in  that  opinion  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Please  make  any  explanation  that  may  be  necessary  in  regard  to  the  comparative  in- 
crease of  cost  in  the  work  on  the  Puritan,  the  total  oi  which  under  the  contracts  you  have 
stated  at  $62:)f700. — A.  She  was  an  older  and  a  larger  vessel,  and  the  amount  of  repairs  re- 
quired was  greater.  Without  going  into  details,  I  may  say  that  the  work  was  of  a  different 
character. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Please  submit  any  statement  you  have  prepared  in  response  to  the  call  of  the  com- 
mittee, showing  the  condition  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Navy* — A.  I  have  here  a  paper 
containing  a  statement  of  the  conting^ent  fund  for  last  year,  showing  in  detail  the  moneys 
expended  from  July  1,  1876,  to  July  1,  1877. 

Q.  What  is  the  total  amount  of  the  expenditures  for  the  year  f — A.  $30,122.48. 

[NoTE.^The  paper  here  submitted  is  marked  *^  Exhibit  D— March  4,  1878,"  and  will  be 
found  in  the  appendix.] 

Q.  The  contingent  fund  is  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir.  * 

Q.  State  the  general  objects  for  which  the  contingent  fund  is  expended. — A.  My  under- 
standing is  that  the  fund  is  for  expenditures  for  telegraphing,  publishing,  &c.;  for  services 
which  cannot  be  anticipated,  but  which  become  temporarily  absolutely  necessary.  For  ex- 
ample, if  Congress,  or  one  of  the  committees  of  Congress,  should  call  upon  me  /or  copies  of 
papers  which  could  not  be  prepared  by  the  ordinary  clerical  force  of  the  department  with- 
out subjecting  the  business  of  the  department  to  embarrassment,  I  would  employ  a  man  for 
one,  two,  three,  four,  or  five  days,  as  the  case  might  be,  to  do  the  work.  Toe  consequent 
expense  for  this  and  similar  work  that  we  cauuoi  anticipate  would  be  defrayed  from  the 
contingent  fund. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  It  is  for  necessities  of  the  departments  for  which  no  estimates  can  be  madef — A  Yes, 
sir ;  for  which  we  can  make  no  estimates.  I  will  explain  to  you  one  case  which  has  oc- 
curred under  my  administration.  Some  time  ago  we  ran  down  and  sunk  a  schooner  between 
here  and  the  ocean.  It  was  partly  through  accident  and  partly  through  carelessness.  The 
craft  belonged  to  a  man  who  was  trading  there,  and  was  pretty  much  all  that  the  poor  fel- 
low had  in  the  world.  It  was  one  of  those  things  which  cannot  be  anticipated,  but  which 
ought  to  be  paid  for.  By  my  direction  his  schooner  was  taken  into  the  navy-yara  at  Norfolk 
and  repaired,  and  he  was  paid  for  the  loss  of  his  property,  this  item  being  one,  of  course, 
which  I  was  obliged  to  pay  out  of  the  contingent  fund. 

Q.  Is  there  not  a  specific  appropriation  to  the  contingent  fund  t— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  statement  you  have  submitted  shows  for  what  it  was  expended  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it 
shows  for  what  it  was  expended  during  the  last  fiscal  year. 

Q.  I  notice  in  the  statement  an  item  under  the  date  of  1875. — A.  That  was  perhaps  a 
small  balance  that  happened  to  be  on  band.  It  seems  to  have  been  for  services  rendered  in 
1875,  which  were  not  paid  for  in  that  year.  The  amount  is  $250,  and  the  item  reads,  *'  For 
examining  title  to  hospital."  One  other  item  credited  to  1875  reads,  '*For  examining  title 
to  naval  hospital,  |50."  Those  are  small  items  that  were  left  over.  There  is  no  impro- 
priety about  them. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Would  it  be  lawful  to  pay  out  of  the  contingent  fund  any  claims  against  the  Navy 
Department? — A.  No,  I  should  think  not. 

Q.  How  would  such  claims  be  paid ;  for  instance,  a  claim  ap;ainst  the  Navy  Department 
for  a  seizure  of  property  f — A.  I  would  not  pay  that  out  of  the  mnd.  If  you  will  permit  me 
for  a  moment,  I  will  state  another  instance  of  an  exceptional  character  in  which  a  small  por- 
tion of  the  contingent  fund  for  the  present  year  was  used.  It  is  customary  among  nations 
to  allow  foreign  snips  to  go  into  the  docks.  They  allow  our  ships  to  go  into  their  docks 
abroad,  and  we,  of  course,  allow  their  ships  to  come  into  our  docks.  I  permitted  a  French 
ship  to  go  into  the  dock  at  Mare  Island,  and  she  broke  the  dock.  It  is  not  customary  among 
nations  such  as  France  and  Great  Britain  to  ask  that  a  little  thing  of  that  kind  shall  be 
paid  for,  as  the  use  of  the  dock  is  extended  in  the  nature  of  courtesy. 

Q.  Under  whose  charge  are  the  moneys  which  have  been  appropriated  for  the  Marine 
Corps  expended  f — A.  The  quartermaster  of  the  Marine  Corps  makes  all  the  contracts,  and 
the  expenditure  is  made  by  my  warrant  from  the  Treasury,  just  as  the  other  disbursements 
are  made.  The  fund  for  the  Marine  Corps  is  kept  separately,  and  is  disbursed  just  as  any 
other  fund  for  the  Navy  is  disbursed. 
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Q.  Is  a  separate  account  kept  with  the  Marine  Corps  in  the  Fourth  Auditor's  Office  t — A 
Yes,  sir;  the  accounts  have  been  separate.  After  I  came  here,  I  found  that  the  idea  had 
prevailed  almost  universally  that  the  appropriation  for  the  pav  of  the  Navy  was  a  continu- 
ing appropriation,  and,  therefore,  all  the  money  that  went  tot  that  purpose  was  put  into 
the  a|ffgregate  and  went  over  from  year  to  year  without  any  balance  being  struck.  I  thought 
that  I  could  inaugurate  a  mode  by  which  I  could  strike  a  balance  at  the  end  of  the  year  in 
the  pay  of  the  Navy  fund  just  as  readily  as  it  could  be  done  in  any  other  account ;  and 
when  Congress,  at  the  extra  sessicm,  appropriated  what  I  asked  for,  the  deficiency,  instead 
of  having  that  passed  into  the  general  fund,  to  run  over  into  the  appropriations  without  my 
being  able  to  tell  how  much  of  a  deficiency  there  was  and  bow  much  there  was  not,  I 
asked  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  make  separate  accounts  for  that  disbursement  of  the 
deficiency  appropriation,  which  was  done.  So  that  I  mfUce  no  requisition  upon  that  now 
except  for  that  special  jltirpose.  I  keep  an  account  in  this  department,  and  tbey  keep  one 
down  there,  so  toat  when  we  g^et  through  with  disbursing  that  deficiency,  instead  of  its 
going  into  the  general  fund,  we  will  have  the  means  of  knowing  whether  the  amount  is 
right  or  not.  If  too  much  has  been  appropriated,  the  surplus  will  go  over  into  the  extra 
fund  and  be  covered  ;  if  the  contrary  prove  to  be  the  case,  the  amount  due  will  be  known. 

Q.  The  difficulty  which  has  arisen  heretofore  with  respect  to  the  Navy  accounts  has 

Sown  out  of  the  long  delay  in  settling  paymasters*  accounts  abroad. — A.  It  is  a  difficulty 
at  has  grown  out  of  a  condition  of  things  caused  by  the  war.  The  paymasters  abroad 
have  been  so  long  away  from  the  Navy  Department  that  sometimes  their  accounts  did  not 
get  in  within  three  or  four  months  of  the  appointed  time,  and  then  the  pressure  of  business 
prevented  the  settling  of  them  for  a  time. 

Q.  What  is  the  system  which  yon  have  instituted  f — A.  At  present  I  require  the  paymas- 
ters to  report  monthly  to  the  Fourth  Auditor. 

Q.  Then  what  period  elapses  before  settlement  is  made  f— A.  Probably  within  a  few 
weeks.  They  do  it  pretty  rapidly  there.  I  was  surprised  to  find  how  expeditiously  they 
did  it.  But  they  have  a  good  set  of  men  there,  and  they  work  well.  So  tnat  now,  on  the 
30th  of  June,  by  having  the  report  made  at  that  time  from  all  the  pavmasters,  we  shall  be 
able,  within  a  very  short  time  after  the  Ist  of  July,  to  ascertain  what  the  expenditure  of  the 
past  year  is. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Have  you  sufficient  money  available,  under  the  appropriation  heretofore  made,  to 
meet  actual  requirements  in  the  payment  of  the  necessary  clerical  force  of  your  department 
up  to  the  close  of  the  present  fiscal  year,  June  30  ? — A.  At  the  last  session  of  Congress  a 
mistake  occurred  in  the  appropriation  bill — an  error,  perhaps,  in  the  printing,  I  think  it 
was — in  regard  to  two  clerks  that  were  provided  for,  or  that  were  manifestly  intended  to  be 
provided  for,  by  Congress.  The  error  was  such  that  the  appropriation,  or  rather  the  appli- 
cation of  the  money  appropriated,  could  not  be  made.  The  Auditors  decided  that  they  could 
not  make  it.  That  error  being  corrected,  and  the  money  supplied,  of  course  I  will  run 
through  the  year  with  Uie  clerical  force  that  I  have.  But  I  have  asked  Congress  in  my  re- 
port to  give  me  a  little  additional  clerical  force,  because  the  clerks  in  this  office  are  very 
nard  run.  I  will  not  say  positively,  for  I  do  not  know  it,  but  my  impression  is  they  are 
harder  run  than  in  any  other  department  of  the  government  All  the  clerks  I  have  in  the 
Navy  Department  number  less  than  sixty.  In  the  Navy  Department  proper,  that  is,  the  de- 
partment as  it  is  supervised  immediately  by  myself,  what  are  called  **  the  clerks  of  the  Navy 
Department  *'  number  only  about  twelve.    The  others  are  the  bureau  clerks. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  amount  of  appropriation  would  be  required  for  the  two  clerks  in  regard  to 
whom  the  mistake  occurred  t— A.  Twelve  hundred  dollars  each.  That  matter  is  before  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  now. 

Let  me  explain  further.  There  is  a  deficiency  in  the  appropriation  for  what  we  call  '*  the 
civil  establishment ;  *'  that  is,  the  clerical  force  at  the  varas,  the  men  who  keep  the  ac- 
counts, or  who  keep  a  list  of  men  and  a  list  of  materials,  and  all  such  matters.  The  an- 
nual appropriations  neretofore  made  for  that  purpose  have  been  from  $150,000  to  $160,000, 
I  cannot  remember  precisely  the  amount,  say  $155,000.  It  takes  about  that  to  pay  for 
that  clerical  force,  what  we  call  **  the  civil  establishment,**  at  the  different  yards.  At  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  only  $85,000  were  appropriated. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  For  all  f— A.  For  all.  I  made  the  thing  as  economical  as  I  could.  I  employed  only 
such  clerks  as  were  absolutely  necessary  for  keeping  the  accounts,  for  I  cannot  disburse 
money  unless  I  have  some  one  to  watch  it  or  somebody  to  keep  it  The  money  appro- 
priated  is  gone,  so  that  the  civil  establishment  at  the  navy-yards  has  not  had  any  pay  since 
the  1st  of  January. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  How  much  woidd  be  required  to  make  up  the  necessary  amount? — A.  I  made  an  69- 
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timate  and  sent  it  in  to  tbe  Committee  on  Appi'6priati6D8.  I  think  it  takeii  eighty-one  or 
•eighty-two  thousand  dollais. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 
Q.  Do  yon  mean  a  deficiency  f — A.  Yes,  sir.    The  committee  have  the  precise Hgvires. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  yon  made  an  estimate  of  the  amonnt  of  the  deficiency  in  the  pay  apprdpHation 
for  the  present  fiscal  year  t  and,  if  so,  state  the  amonnt  shown  by  yonr  eiMimate. — A.  I 
have.  The  amonnt  of  the  deficiencv  for  the  pay  of  the  Navy  for  the  present  year  is 
$765,592  12.  I  have  asked  for  one  million  dollars  in  order  to  cover  possible  contfngencies, 
which  consist  in  traveling  expenses,  defalcations  of  clerks,  and  matters  sneh  as  those  i^hlch 
I'annot  be  foreseen.  " 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Explain  what  the  pay  appropriation  if.-^A.  It  is  the  pay  of  the  Navy— for  the  pay  of 
officers  and  men  of  the  Mavy. 

Q.  For  those  in  actual  service  at  seat — A.  And  those  on  land.  It  is  for  all ;  it  embraces 
the  whole  pay  of  the  Navy.  The  fund  is  called  *'  Pay  of  tbe  Navy  fund.**  The  amonnt 
necessary  for  pavof  the  Navy  for  the  year  1677  was  stated  in  my  annual  report  at  |7, 350,000. 
In  a  table  which  I  laid  before  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  making  a  more  accorate 
estimate,  it  was  shown  to  be  17,343,475,  a  little  less.  As  my  estimate  was  made  before  the 
Re^ster  for  the  present  calendar  vear  had  been  completed,  it  was  placed  at  |7,350,000,  ex- 
ceeding the  sum  shown  by  the  table  by  only  $6,525,  a  pretty  close  estimate.  I  have  directed, 
therefore,  Uiat  another  table  be  made  which  shall  come  up  to  January  1, 1878,  and  that  table 
shows  the  amount  to  be  very  nearly  the  same. 

By  the  Cuairmak  : 

Q.  In  the  event  of  Congress  authorizing  you  to  purchase  the  timber  provided  for  in  those 
timber  orders  or  to  ratify  those  contracts,  would  you  thereby  be  enabled  to  avoid  expendi- 
tures that  would  otherwise  be  necessitated  f — A.  I  would  certainly  be  enabled  to  do  with 
less  timber. 

Q.  It  would  decrease  the  estimates  which  you  have  submitted  f — A.  I  have  already  stated 
to  you,  gentlemen — whether  in  my  testimony  or  in  a  conversational  way  I  do  not  know,  but 
I  have  stated  it^that  I  had  an  impression  it  would  be  better  for  Congress,  if  they  adopted 
anythfng  like  a  system  for  the  improvement  of  tbe  Navy,  to  make  a  specific  timber  appro- 
priation. For  example,  yon  provide  now  that  three  millions  of  dollars  shall  be  appropriated 
in  Across  for  construction  and  repairs.  That  leaves  to  me  arbitrarily  a  discretionary  power 
to  decide  as  to  how  much  timber  I  shall  buy. 

By  Mr.  Wiluams  : 

^Q.  Ought  it  not  to  be  discretionary  t — A.  It  ought  to  be  discretionary  to  a  certain  extent, 
subject  to  some  governing  power,  it  seems  to  me.  If  I  am  obliged  to  say  to  Congress  in 
my  annual  report  that  I  have  so  much  of  timber  on  hand,  or  that  I  want  so  much  timber, 
Opngress  will  be  enabled  to  know  more  accurately  than  they  otherwise  would 'know  just 
how  much  timber  there  is  on  hand,  and  what  has  been  done  with  the  money  previously  ap- 
propriated for  timber  purchases.  In  other  words,  it  would  necessitate  a  greater  degree  of 
accountability  in  that  specific  direction. 

Q.  And  more  watchfulness  f — A.  And  more  watchfulness. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  whether  your  estimates  for  the  next  fiscal  year  are  predicated  upon  a  purpose  on 
your  part  to  complete  the  four  monitors. — A.  I  have  made  the  estimates  conditionally,  leav- 
ing it  to  Congress  to  decide. 

Q.  In  other  words,  if  they  decide  to  complete'the  vessels,  you  will  want,  as  shown  in  your 
estimates,  so  much  f — A.  Yes.  If  they  do  not  so  decide  I  will  want  so  much  less.  I  have 
put  my  estimates  for  the  coming  year  in  such  a  condition  that  I  do  not  propose  to  have  a 
deficiency. 

Q.  What  disposition,  in  your  judgment,  should  be  made  of  the  excess  of  clothing  that  the 
Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing  has  on  hand  7 — A.  I  only  know  that  I  have  so  much  cloth- 
ing on  hand  that  I  hardly  know  what  to  do  with  it.  I  am  very  mtich  afraid  that  a  good 
deal  of  it  will  be  lost  by  moths.  That  clothing  is  a  source  of  no  little  trouble  to  roe.  Not 
only  am  I  apprehensive  that  a  great  deal  of  it  will  be  injured  by  being  kept  on  hand ;  but 
I  am  unable  to  form  any  estimate  of  its  character  for  the  reason  that  it  is  all  packed  up  in 
different  warehouses  at  the  yards. 

Q.  Do  economical  considerations  seem  to  demand  its  sale,  or  that  it  should  be  kept  f — A. 
That  is  a  difficult  question  to  answer.  If  it  is  not  likely  to  be  injured  by  moths,  perhaps 
economy  would  dictate  that  it  should  be  kept.  If  it  is  likely  to  be  injured  by  moths,  econ- 
omy would  require  that  it  should  be  sold ;  but  as  a  general  proposition  I  consider  it  no 
economy  to  sell  sailors*  clothing,  for  the  reason  that  nobody  wants  to  buy  it. 
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Q.  YoQ  woald  be  comDelled  to  diipose  of  it  At  a  sacrifice  f — A..  It  would  sell  for  a  mere 
song.  Nobody  but  a  sailor  wants  sailor's  clothes,  and  conseouently  vou  could  realize  com- 
paratively nothing  for  it.  We  are  forced  sometimes  to  sell  a  few  articles  of  clothing  belong- 
ing to  the  bureau,  but  it  is  only  where  the  sale  is  an  absolute  necessity:  and  somebody 
buys  them  for  a  sonr. 

Q»  Have  you  made  an  examination  as  to  the  prices  paid  for  the  boilers  by  the  co  ntracts 
made  in  February  with  the  Providence  Steam  Company  f — A.  Yes.  sir ;  I  looked  into  those 
contracts.  They  seemed  to  me  to  be  fair  enough.  Let  me  say  there  is  great  difficultv  in 
getting  good  iron.  We  are  suffering  now  for  the  want  of  good  iron.  I  have  asked 
Congress  to  give  me  authority  to  buy  iron  wherever  I  could  get  it,  and  I  have  published  a 
circcHar  on  the  subject,  which  I  am  trying  to  circulate. 

Ad)ourned.  • 


Washington,  March  6,  187P. 
Maxwell  K.  Moorhbad  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  your  place  of  residence  and  business. — Answer.  Pittsburgh ;  iron  manu- 
facturer. 

Q.  For  what  length  of  time  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  business  f — A.  Since  18.56. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  done  any  work  for  the  government  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wbat  was  the  character  of  such  work  1 — A.  At  the  breaking  out  of  the  war  we  made 
some  inch-thick  plates ;  that  was  in  the  second  year  of  the  war.  In  1864  we  made  three- 
inch-thick  plates. 

Q.  Go  right  on  and  tell  what  you  did. — A.  We  built  a  mill  in  1864.  The  circumstances 
under  which  |it  was  built  were  these :  After  we  had  made  the  one-inch  plate,  I  went  on  to 
New  York  to  the  navy-yard  and  met  Mr.  Delano  (who  was  a  naval  constructor),  and  he 
told  me  the  government  wanted  some  three  inch  thick  and  may  be  thicker,  and  asked  me  if 
I  could  not  get  up  the  maohinerv,  and  I  told  him  I  could.  He  told  me  he  thougUl  there 
would  be  some  wanted.  The  chances  were  that  there  would  be  a  good  deal  of  that  kind  ot 
work  wanted  not  only  for  this  government  but  perhaps  for  some  other,  and  accordingly  we 
went  to  work  and  put  up  this  mill.  Well,  we  received  proposals  for  that  three-inch  plate 
early  in  1864  or  late  in  1863.  We  got  the  contract  for  the  three-inch-thick  armor.  One 
other  party  got  part  of  the  deck-plate — that  was  an  inch  and  a  half. 

Q.  Was  that  all  the  work  that  you  did  for  the  Navy  Department  7 — A.  That  was  all  the 
work  that  we  did  for  the  Navy  Department.  Then,  some  time  after  that,  the  engineers  ap- 
pointed us  to  make  target-plates  for  them  with  a  view  to  giving  us  a  contract  for  some  of  the 
iron  for  forts.  We  m^e  some  target-plates  for  them  of  twelve  inches  thick — the  heaviest  of 
them  weighing  about  seventeen  tons — and  kept  our  mill  standing  for  two  or  three  years,  ex- 
pecting that  they  would  get  an  appropriation,  but  they  did  not.  We  wrote  to  General  Barnard, 
stating  that  we  wanted  to  make  some  alteration  in  our  mill,  and  wanted  to  know  if  there  was 
any  chance  of  our  getting  any  more  plates.  He  wrote  to  us  there  was  no  chance  of  our 
getting  any,  and  we  took  out  the  small  mill. 

Q.  You  retained  your  heavy  machinery  for  that  purpose  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  we  had  it  on 
hand. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  work  to  be  done  for  the  Navy  Department  for  which  contracts 
were  eiven  on  March  3,  1877  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  which  of  the  bureaus  was  the  work  of  which  you  had  knowledge  to  be  done  t — 
A.  By  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  efforts  to  obtain  contracts  for  that  work  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  were  your  efforts  addressed  Y— A.  Soon  after  we  bad  heard  that  they  were 

foing  to  call  for  armor  for  the  boats,  I  came  on  here  to  see  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and 
saw  Secretary  of  War  Cameron,  whom  I  knew  very  well,  and  asked  him  to  introduce  me 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  He  walked  over  with  me  to  the  Department.  I  had  with 
me  an  application  written,  asking  the  privilege  of  bidding  for  this  heavy  armor,  and  stating 
that  we  bad  the  only  mill  in  the  country  to  do  it.     I  had  also  a  letter  from  General  Wright. 

Q.  Do  you  refer  to  General  Wright  of  the  Enjeineers  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  General  Wright  of 
the  Engineers.  And  also  letters  from  General  Gillmore  and  General  Barnard,  the  parties 
for  whom  we  had  made  this  heavy  plating,  stating  the  fact  of  our  having  made  this  heavy 
plating.  Mr.  Secretary  Robeson,  in  one  of  his  reports,  had  stated  he  could  not  get  the  iron 
in  this  country. 

Q.  That  he  could  not  get  the  iron  or  that  he  could  not  get  the  plating  ? — A.  That  he  could 
not  get  the  plating.  And  I  put  these  letters  in  with  our  application  for  the  privilege  of  bid- 
ding. Secretary  Robeson  said  he  would  not  do  anything  with  those  contracts ;  that  they 
haabeen  pressing  him  to  make  those  contracts,  but  his  term  was  prettv  near  out  and  he 
would  leave  it  to  the  next  Secretary.  I  told  Secretary  Cameron  of  thi8,and  th6n  I  asked  Secre- 
tarv  Cameron  to  look  at  our  letters,  written  from  the  engineers,  in  order  to  set  Mr.  Robeson 
right,  that  they  could  be  made  in  this  country.    I  asked  Secretary  Cameron  to  read  them, 
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and  he  read  them.    He  [Robeson]  said,  **  I  will  put  jonr  papers  on  file,  and,  if  we  do  any 
thing',  you  will  hear  from  me,  bat  we  do  not  propose  to  do  anything  during  this  administra- 
tion." 

Q.  Do  yon  recollect  the  date  of  that  interview  T— A.  I  do  not  recollect  it  exactly.  Those 
papers,  if  on  file  in  the  department,  would  show  the  date. 

Q.  About  when  did  it  occur — within  two  weeks  or  a  month  prior  to  the  awarding^  of  the 
contracts  f — A.  It  was  within  two  months,  I  think.  It  may  have  been  three  months.  I 
think  it  was  about  January. 

(^.  That  conversation  took  place  in  the  presence  of  Senator  Cameron,  then  Secretary  of 
Warf — ^A.  Yes,  sir  ^  and  the  oecretary  told  him  [Robeson]  that  he  knew  us  very  well,  and 
would  indorse  us. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  other  interviews  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  regard  to  the 
same  subject-matter  f — A.  Yes,  sir.    After  that 

By  Mr.  Page:  ' 

Q.  Please  fix  the  dates  as  you  proceed.— -A.  I  think  it  was  between  three  and  four  weeks 
before  the  work  was  g^ven  out,  before  the  3d  of  March,  when  I  was  here  again. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  the  substance  of  the  interview  which  yon  then  had. — A.  I  then  understood  that 
there  was  some  chance  of  this  work  being  ordered,  and  I  came  on  here  and  got  Allan  Wood 
(who  was  a  member  from  the  Chester  district,  of  Pennsylvania)  to  go  with  me  to  the  Secre- 
tary and  ask  the  same  question,  whether  this  work  was  not  going  to  be  given  out  now ;  and 
he  assured  us  that  it  would  not  be,  and  I  left  for  home. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Allan  Wood  present  when  the  Secretary  said  the  work  would  not  be  done  t — 
A.  Yes,  sir.  Just  before  the  3d  of  March  I  came  on  here  to  attend  the  inauguration.  On 
the  occasion  of  the  former  interview,  Allan  Wood  was  on  here  to  see  the  Secretary,  but  could 
not  get  to  him.  He  was  very  friendly,  and  staid  with  me  until  I  got  the  interview.  What 
I  have  stated  was  what  passed.  The  Secretary  said  he  would  not  give  out  those  contracts ; 
that  he  would  leave  it  to  his  successor.  Then,  a  very  short  time  before  the  3d  of  March,  a 
few  d^ys  before,  I  came  on,  and  understood  that  thoy  were  going  to  be  given  out. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  learn  that? — A.  It  was  hearsay. 

Q.  Did  any  particular  party  give  you  the  information  f — A.  The  party  who  first  spoke  to  us 
about  the  boats.  It  was  not  a  government  officer  at  all ;  it  was  an  outside  party  not  con- 
nected at  all  with  the  government.  Then  I  made  out  a  bid.  I  went  to  Mr.  Uanscom  on 
Saturday  morning.  I  had  seen  him  en  Friday,  and  he  said  they  were  not  going  to  do  any- 
thing. 

Q.  Saturday  was  of  what  date  ? — A.  Saturday,  the  2d  of  March. 

Q.  Saturday  was  not  the  2d  but  the  3d  of  March. — A.  It  was  on  the  2d — then  it  would 
have  been  on  Friday — it  was  on  Friday.  I  tried  to  get  to  see  the  Secretary,  but  I  could  not 
see  him.  Then  I  went  to  Mr.  Hanscom  and  had  a  little  talk  with  him  about  that  large  boat, 
the  Puritan. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  On  what  day  did  you  see  Hanscom  f — A.  On  Fiiday.  And  he  said,  **0,  the  Puritan's 
flanges  are  not  ready,  and  that  boat  won't  be  given  out.'*  *' Well,"  I  said,  *'I  will  mak^ 
you  a  bid  to-morrow,"  and  I  asked  him  at  what  time  I  could  give  it  in  to  him.  He  said, 
*' Before  four  o'clock." 

Q.  By  which  was  meant,  before  four  o'clock  on  Saturday  t— A.  Before  four  o'clock  on 
Saturday.  On  that  day  I  made  out  the  bid  and  waited  around  here  until  half  past  two 
o'clock  and  could  not  see  Mr.  Hanscom.  The  time  wont  on ;  it  was  getting  pretty  close  to 
four  o'clock — I  was  feeling  anxious  for  fear  that  we  would  be  lefl  out — and  I  went  around 
and  looked  into  the  different  rooms.  I  had  been  sitting  in  Mr.  Hauscom's  office  about  two 
hours  then. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  else  was  in  the  office  when  you  were  sitting  there? — A.  Nobody  scarcely  that  I 
can  remember  particularly. 

Q.  Nobody  except  the  clerks  ? — A.  Nobody  except  the  clerks.  They  only  came  in  and 
out.  And  I  then  went  and  opened  the  door  of  the  room  opposite,  and  I  found  Mr.  Hanscom 
in  there  writing. 

Q.  You  mean  the  door  of  the  room  on  the  other  side  of  the  hallt — A.  In  the  room  on  the 
other  side  of  the  hall.  I  handed  him  my  bid,  and  told  him  there  was  my  bid  that  we  had 
agreed  might  be  brought  in  before  four  o'clock.  It  was  then  about  five  minutes  of  four 
o'clock. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  to  you  t — A.  He  took  the  bid,  and  said  it  was  all  right. 

Q.  Did  he  open  itt— A.  No  ;  he  did  not  open  it.  It  was  directed  to  him  as  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Construction. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  the  character  of  the  work  that  was  required  to  be  done  ?— A.  The 
plans  were  here.    I  asked  for  specifications,  and  they  said  they  had  not  any  specifications. 
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By  Mr.  Carusle  : 

Q.  Upon  what  vessel  or  vessels  was  your  bid  made  ?— A.  I  bid  npon  the  Terror,  Monad- 
nock,  Amphitrite,  and  the  boat  that  had  already  been  allotted  (as  I  understood  afterwards) 
in  Septemoer,  the  Miantonomoh.    I  bid  on  the  four  boats. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  bid  on  the  Puritan  7 — A.  They  told  me  the  plans  were  not  ready,  and 
that  they  had  not  decided  npon  the  thickness  of  the  iron  and  the  way  in  which  the  irons 
were  to  come  together. 

Q.  For  what  particular  part  of  the  work  did  you  bid  7 — A.  For  the  iron. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle: 
Q.  When  you  say  **we  bid,'*  whom  do  you  mean  7— A.  Moorhead  &,  Co.,  of  Pittsburg^. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  other  bid  for  this  or  any  other  work  for  the  department  7 — A.  I  have 
bid  since  that. 

Q.  State  at  what  dates. — A.  That  was  under  the  new  Secretary. 

Q.  Have  you  obtained  any  work  since  then  t — A.  No,  sir ;  there  was  no  work  given  out. 

Q.  Was  your  bid  made  in  response  to  advertisements  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  for  turrets  for 
the  Miantonomoh.   It  was  advertised  in  the  papers. 

Q.  Yon  sent  in  your  bids  for  that  work  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  I  was  here  when  the  bids 
were  opened.  They  did  not  then  declare  the  contract.  I  believe  they  had  not  the  neces- 
sary money  or  that  the  sum  required  was  more  than  the  money  they  had. 

Q.  Was  this  previous  to  the  beginning  of  the  present  fiscal  year,  July  1,  1877? — A.  It 
was  a  few  months  ago. 

Q.  Then  no  contracts  have  been  given  out 7 — A.  No,  sir;  no  contracts  have  been  given 
out,  I  understand. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  was  the  lowest  bidder  t — A.  Mr.  Roach  was  the  lowest  bidder 
then.    There  was  very  little  difference  in  the  bids. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  with  Mr.  Hanscom, 
subseouent  to  the  3d  day  of  March,  1877,  in  relation  to  the  bid  which  you  had  made 
or  to  the  contracts  that  had  been  given  out  on  that  day  f — A.  I  wanted  to  see  the  Secretary 
before  I  started  to  go  home,  and  I  cf^Ued  but  could  not  get  to  see  him.  On  the  day  after 
inauguration  day — the  inauguration  was  on  Monday,  I  believe,  and  this  department  was 
closM  up  on  that  day— on  Tuesday  I  called  on  the  Secretary  and  could  not  get  to  see  him, 
and  I  then  called  on  Mr.  Hanscom.  But  I  had  heard  on  Sunday  that  the  other  parties  had 
the  boats ;  that  the  work  had  been  given  out  to  Mr.  Roach  and  Mr.  Cramp  and  others,  tho 
same  parties  who  had  bid  on  the  boats.  I  thought  I  would  call  npon  Mr.  Hanscom  and  did 
so.  I  said  to  Mr.  Hanscom,  *'  I  did  not  make  the  landing,**  or  something  of  that  kind.  He 
said,  '*  Well,  you  will  get  the  iron ;  you  have  the  only  mill  in  the  country  that  can  make  it.** 
Said  he,  **  I  wanted  the  Secretary  to  make  the  iron  separate,  but  he  would  not  do  that ;  and 
it  was  made  on  your  bid."  Said  I,  **  What  do  you  mean  by  that!'*  Said  he,  *'  The  iron  was 
based  on  your  bid,  put  down  on  your  bid-'*  Said  I,  '*  If  you  did  that;  you  have  saved  thtt 
government  a  good  deal  of  money.'*  Said  he,  **Ye8,  over  a  hundred  thousand  dollars.^* 
"  Well,**  I  replied,  *'  that  is  rather  bad  for  me,  if  I  have  saved  the  government  over  a  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  and  have  got  to  go  home  without  any  work ;  it  is  bad  for  me.**  Said 
he,  *'  O,  it  is  all  right ;  you  will  get  the  work.'*  I  told  him  that  the  boat -builders  wanted 
me  to  give  them  a  price  when  they  bid,  and  I  refused  to  do  that  because  I  wanted  to  bid 
direct  to  the  government.  I  told  him  I  was  very  sorry,  but  thought  it  was  a  very  queer 
proceeding.  I  bid  him  good-by,  and  that  was  the  last  I  saw  of  him.  There  is  one  little 
matter  which  I  have  not  stated,  but  which  probably  I  had  better  state.  At  one  time  they 
said  they  would  have  to  have  a  bid  for  putting  on  the  iron;  that  my  bid  being  only  for  the 
iron,  they  would  want  somebody  to  put  it  on.  I  had  a  correspondence  then  with  the  firm  of 
Neafie  &,  Levy,  boat-builders  in  Philadelphia,  and  I  gave  that  firm  a  price  for  the  iron,  and 
they  made  a  price  for  putting  on  the  iron  and  made  a  bid.  At  the  same  time  at  which  I 
made  my  bid,  on  the  3a,  they  made  a  bid  for  putting  the  iron  on ;  so  that  if  my  bid  had 
been  accepted  for  the  iron,  their  bid  would  have  been  for  completing  the  thing.  And  then 
they  bid  for  putting  on  the  iron  and  for  furnishing  the  iron  botn. 

Q.  Did  you  state  in  your  bid  that  it  was  made  in  conjunction  with  any  work  by  others  t — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  stated  by  Neafie  &  Levy,  in  the  bid  made  by  them, 
that  their  bid  was  made  in  conjunction  with  a  bid  for  other  work  f— A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Was  their  bid  a  distinct  bid  7 — A.  Their  bid  was  a  distinct  bid.  It  was  put  on  file,  I 
think.  I  think  my  bid  was  dated  on  the  2d,  and  was  put  in  on  the  3d.  I  know  it  was 
handed  in  on  the  3d,  and  was  dated  the  day  before. 

Q.  What  was  the  character  of  the  iron  or  plating  that  you  were  to  furnish  7 — A.  It  was 
the  armor-plate. 

Q.  Of  what  quality  t — A.  It  was  to  be  equal  to  English  armor. 

Q.  What  would  be  the  character  of  such  armor  f — A.  There  is  a  certain  test,  the  Englith 
admiralty  test,  I  think  it  is.    I  do  not  remember  what  its  title  is  exactly. 
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Q.  Of  what  class  was  the  iron  to  be— first-class  f — A.  It  was  to  be  the  best  of  iron. 

Q.  Rolled  iron  ?— A.  Rolled  iron ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  what  thickness  7 — A.  Some  of  the  plates  were  nine  Inches  thick ;  of  diifevent 
tludinesses. 

Q.  Were  they  according  to  the  plans  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  yon  get  an  opportunity  of  inspecting  the  plans  prior  to  the  3d  of  March  t — 
A.  O,  they  were  open. 

Q.  What  do  yon  mean  by  **  open  '*  f  Were  theyon  exhibition  in  the  bareaa  f — A.  I  saw 
them  dowA-stairs.  I  saw  them  in  January.  Mr.  Hanscom  took  me  in  and  showed  me  the 
plans.  I  had  a  good  deal  of  talk  with  him.  He  knew  of  our  mill,  and  he  was  very  kind 
to  us,  and  showed  us  all  the  work. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  object  to  your  bidding,  on  the  gpround  that  your  mill  did  not  comprehend 
all  the  work  that  was  to  be  done  ? — A.  He  did  not  object  except  in  this,  that  it  did  not  com- 
prehend the  putting  on.  But  I  gave  Neafie  &.  Levy  a  price,  and  they  bid  separately.  So 
that  I  bid  for  the  iron,  and  they  bid  for  putting  it  on. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  that  they  made  a  bid  for  furnishing  it  as  well  as  for 
putting  it  on  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  They  made  a  bid,  then,  io  both  forms  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chaikman  : 
Q.  For  the  3d  of  March  contracts  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Did  you  see  their  bid  ? — A.  I  saw  Neafie  &,  Levy's  bid  on  the  2d,  if  they  put  it  in. 
I  do  not  know  that  they  put  it  in  on  the  2d. 
Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  they  did  or  did  nott — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  t 

Q.  Did  you  see  itt — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hanscom  show  you  the  bid  of  another  party  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  the  chief  of  the  bureau  acting  irregularly  in  exhibiting  to  you,  ore  of  the 
bidders,  a  bid  made  by  another  party  7  Would  you  not  thereby  acquire  an  undue  advant- 
age over  the  party  whose  proposition  was  thus  exposed  t — A.  Neafie  &  Levy  and  ourselves 
were  bidding  together.  He  [Levy]  predicated  the  bid  of  his  firm  upon  the  price  of  the  iron. 
I  do  not  know  what  price  he  fixed  for  putting  on  the  iron,  but  he  agreed  to  bid  in  that  way. 

Q.  He  made  a  bid  for  the  precise  work  for  which  you  bid  f  Did  you  see  that  particular 
bid  f — A.  Yes ;  I  saw  that  bid. 

Q.  On  the  2d  of  March  t^A.  I  saw  it  on  the  2d. 

Q.  Were  you  not  thereby  afforded  an  opportunity  of  underbidding  that  firm  ? — A.  Yes,  I 
put  a  bid  under  them.  But  in  any  e^ent  Levy  would  have  got  the  putting  on  of  the  iron. 
Ilis  underst^ding  with  me  was  that  if  either  of  us  got  the  contract  he  would  have  the  put- 
ting on  of  the  iron. 

Q.  Had  Neafie  &  Levy  made  a  bid  prior  to  your  making  your  bid  f— A.  We  were  here 
together  at  the  hotel  and  talked  the  matter  over,  and  on  the  2d  of  March  we  concluded  to 
make  out  our  bids.  He  made  his  bid,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  saw  the  bid  which  he  put 
in;  he  may  have  changed  his  bid  afterwards;  I  did  not  see  him  put  his  bid  in.  He  asKed 
me  for  the  figures  showing  the  price  I  would  charge  him  for  the  iron,  and  I  gave  him  the 
fibres.  Then  I  said  to  him,  '*  Now,  i  want  you  to  put  in  a  bid  for  putting  on  this  iron,  a 
distinct  bid  ;"  and  he  said  he  would  do  it.  I  saw  him  that  afternoon  and  he  said  he  had  put 
in  his  bid.    That  is  all  I  know.    He  was  not  here  on  Saturday. 

Q.  It  is  not  the  bid  of  which  you  speak,  but  the  other  one  about  which  I  am  inquiring  7 — 
A.  I  rather  think  they  were  all  included  in  one  bid. 

Q.  Then,  as  I  now  understand  you,  he  made  one  bid  which  was  not  only  for  supplying- 
the  iron  or  plating,  but  was  also  fur  putting  it  on  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  made  one  bid  wbich  included  both  propositions? — A.  Yes,  sir;  my  understanding 
with  him  was  that  he  would  bid  so  much  for  that  work,  including  the  iron  and  the  putting 
St  on.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  put  it  at  so  much  a  pound  or  in  dollars  and  cents.  I  un- 
derstood him  to  say  he  was  going  to  make  it  in  dollars  and  cents.  So  that  as  to  putting  it' 
on,  it  really  did  not  make  so  much  difference,  so  far  as  we  were  concerned,  whether  he  got 
the  bid  or  not 

Q.  You  also  bid  for  the  iron  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  and  he  were  rival  bidders  ? — A.  I  did  not  consider  we  were  rival  bidden, 
because  the  understanding  was.  on  the  one  side,  that  he  was  to  have  the  work,  and,  on  the 
other,  that  I  was  to  have  the  iron. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  made  a  certain  bid;  for  what  was  that  bid  madet — A«  I 
made  a  bid  for  the  iron  for  all  the  boats. 

Q.  Did  not  that  Philadelphia  firm  make  a  bid  for  precisely  the  same  thing,  to  supply  the 
iron  for  those  boats  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  got  a  price  from  me  for  that  iron. 

Q.  After  they  had  put  in  a  bid  for  the  same  work  for  which  you  were  bidding,  did  you 
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inspect  their  bid  t — A.  No,  I  did  not  Inspect  it.  Of  conrse,  I  knew  what  the  iron  would  be. 
I  did  not  know  what  the  patting  it  on  would  be.  I  gave  him  the  price  for  the  iron  at  so 
much  a  pound. 

Q.  Did  you  iee  the  bid  of  Mr.  Levy  on  file  in  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  f — 
A.  N04  I  saw  his  bid  in  Mr.  Hanscom's  room,  lying  on  the  table,  but  I  did  not  read  it  or 
see  it.  It  was  on  one  of  their  letter-sheets — had  the  letter  head — I  saw  "Neafie  &.  Levy  ;*' 
the  balance  I  did  not  read.    It  may  not  hare  been  his  bid. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  Were  the  figures  that  you  furnished  to  the  Philadelphia  firm  the  same  that  you  fur- 
nished to  the  government  in  your  bid  for  the  work  t — A.  I  do  not  think  they  were.  I  do 
not  remember  exactly  what  the  figures  were.  I  am  not  certain  about  it.  I  am  not  certain 
whether  I  gave  the  same  or  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you,  in  company  with  the  member  of  the  Philadelphia  firm,  call  on  Mr.  Hans- 
com  7 — A.  Yes,  sir  *,  we  were  there  together. 

Q.  What  was  the  conversation  that  took  place  when  you  three  were  together  t — A.  I  do 
not  remember  exactly.  I  remember  that  Mr.  Levy  was  very  angry,  and  siud  some  pretty 
rough  things.    I  was  in  the  room. 

Q.  To  wDom  did  he  say  these  things  ?-^A.  To  Mr.  Hanscom.  I  do  not  remember  what 
it  was.    I  was  standing  at  the  door. 

Q.  What  reason,  if  any,  did  Mr.  Hanscom  give  for  not  having  considered  your  bidsf — A. 
Mr.  Hanscom  did  not  say  anything.     He  shook  his  head. 

Q.  Did  you  on  any  other  occasion,  under  Mr.  Robeson's  administration,  make  bids  for 
work  in  the  Navy  Department  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  the  price  contained  in  your  bid  corresponded  with  the  prices 

Srovided  to  be  paid  in  these  contracts  of  March  3f^-A.  I  have  not  seen  the  contracts  of 
larch  3. 

By  Mr.  W1LLIAM6 : 

Q.  Did  the  Navy  Department,  at  the  time  at  which  your  bids  were  submitted,  know  any- 
thing about  the  arrangement  between  you  and  this  rhiladelphia  firm  T — A.  No,  sir ;  they 
did  not  know  anything  about  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  whether  it  was  not  contemplated  by  you  and  the  firm  of  Neafie  &  Levy  that,  in 
the  event  of  Mr.  Levy's  bid  being  accepted,  the  iron-work  was  to  be  done  by  you. — A.  O, 
yes. 

Q.  Then  the  arrangement  was  a  concerted  one  as  far  as  your  bid  and  their  bid  was  con- 
cerned 7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  gave  them  the  figures  for  their  iron. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  your  bid  was  under  or  above  the  price  which  was  provided  to 
be  paid  in  the  contracts  of  March  3, 1877  f — A.  All  I  know  is  what  Mr.  Hanscom  told  me 
in  the  room. 

Q.  That  you  had  saved  the  government  $1 00,000  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  it  was  some- 
thing like  $120,000. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  occasion  in  which  bids  have  been  refused  by  the  Navy  De- 
partment?— A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Dialogfue,  of  the  late  firm  of  Wood  &  Dialogue  t — A.  I  saw  him 
during  the  time  of  this  lettmg.     I  was  not  acauainted  with  him  before. 

Q.  At  what  time  and  place  did  you  see  him  T — A.  I  saw  him  in  the  hall  below  and  in  the 
constructor's  room. 

Q.  At  what  time  f  ~A.  I  am  not  certain*  I  think  I  saw  him  nearly  every  time  I  was  on 
here. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  at  Washington  when  you  were  here  on  the  2d  or  3d  of  March  f — A.  I 
am  not  certain  whether  I  saw  him  then  or  not.     He  was  pointed  out  to  me. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  have  any  interview  with  Mr.  Hanscom  7 — A.  I  saw  him  in  Hanscom *s 
room.  He  was  pointed  out  to  me  as  a  ship-builder  by  some  of  those  parties.  I  did  not 
know  him,  and  1  could  not  put  any  date  down  when  I  saw  him.  He  was  just  pointed  out 
to  me  one  day  down  in  the  hall  here. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  the  drawings  and  specifications  for  those  vessels  since  the  time 
you  were  here  kt  tlie  letting  of  the  contracts  T — A.  No,  sir. 

(^.  Have  you  seen  your  bid  since  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  looked  for  it  7 — ^A.  That  morning  that  I  called  back  to  see  Mr.  Hans- 
com, when  the  Neafie  &  Levy  bid  was  on  the  table  there — I  suppose  it  was  their  bid;  it  bad 
their  heading — I  asked  about  my  bid,  and  a  young' man  (I  think  he  was  a  clerk)  standing  by 
there  said,  "You  took  that  up-stairs." 

Q.  To  whom  did  he  address  that  remark  7 — A.  To  Mr.  Hanscom.  Hanscom  was  looking 
around. 
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Q.  What  reply  did  Hanscom  make  ? — A.  He  did  not  make  any.  The  clerk  said  Uiat  that 
paper  was  taken  up-stairs.  * 

Q.  Have  you  seen  the  paper  prepared  by  Neafie  &,  Levy,  containing  their  bid,  since  the 
day  on  which  it  was  prepared f — A.  1  was  in  the  department  yesterday  and  I  saw  it  was 
there.    I  did  not  read  it. 

Q.  Yon  saw  the  paper  in  the  department  yesterday  t — A.  Yes.    It  had  the  heading  on. 

[Note. — Mr.  Carlisle  explains  that  his  inqnir  y  has  relation  to  the  whereabouts  of  the 
papers,  preparatory  to  a  call  for  their  production^  ] 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  have  testified  concerning  certain  papers  that  you  placed  on  file  with  the  Secretary 
about  three  months  prior  to  March  3.  What  papers  were  those  7 — A.  That  was  an  appli- 
cation for  the  privilege  of  bidding  on  this  work  and  stating  what  we  could  do :  and  we 
bad  inclosed  a  letter  from  Oeneral  Wright,  Oeneral  Gillmore,  and  General  Barnard,  stating 
we  had  made  for  the  government  these  three  inch,  nine,  and  twelve  inch  plates. 

Q.  A  letter  showing  what  you  had  formerly  done  for  the  government,  in  order  to  show 
your  capacity  for  doing  this  work,  was  it  t-rk.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Tnere  was  no  proposition  to  the  Secretary  to  bid  t — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  Secretary,  you  say,  at  that  time  told  you  he  woald  not  make  any  contract,  but 
would  leave  it  to  his  successor  ? — A.  Yes ;  he  said  that  when  I  called  with  Mr.  Cameron. 

Q.  That  was  within  about  three  months  of  the  3d  of  March  ? — A.  I  think  it  was  in  Janu- 
ary ;  I  am  not  certain. 

Q.  Then  yon  say  you  saw  the  Secretary  about  three  weeks  prior  to  the  3d  of  March, 
and  he  told  you  the  same  thing  again  t — A.  About  three  weeks  prior  to  the  3d  of  March. 

Q.  And  he  then  Informed  you  he  did  not  think  he  would  make  the  contracts,  but  would 
leave  them  to  his  successor f — A.  Yes;  the  same  thing  he  siiid  before. 

Q.  You  did  not  then  go  any  further,  and  afterwards  you  came  on  again  f — ^A.  Yes ;  I  came 
on  again.    I  rather  think  it  was  about  the  1st  of  March. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  about  that  time  f — A.  I  called  again  on  him, 
and  he  said  they  would  not  give  them  out. 

Q.  That  was  when  you  came  on  to  attend  the  inauguration  ? — A.  Yes ;  that  was  when  I 
came  on  to  the  inauguration.  And  I  then  concluded — his  telling  me  this  so  often — that  they 
would  not  be  given  out. 

Q.  Did  he  not  tell  you  there  were  no  appropriations  for  them,  and  that  whoever  took  them 
would  be  compelled  to  await  the  action  or  Congress  for  their  pay  t — A.  No ;  he  told  me  there 
was  no  money,  and  he  did  not  have  money  enough  to  pay  for  work  he  had  done. 

Q.  He  assigned  that  as  a  reason  for  not  giving  them  out? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  told  you  there  was  no  money  t — A.  He  told  me  there  was  no  money. 

Q.  You  say  that  your  bid  which  you  submitted  or  which  you  j^ave  to  Mr.  Hanscora  at 
about  five  minutes  before  four  o'clock  on  the  afternoon  of  the  3d  of  March  was  for  the  iron 
alone,  and  not  for  furnishing  itt — A.  Yes ;  it  was  for  the  iron  alone. 

Q.  It  was  just  to  furnish  the  iron  for  the  four  steamboats,  the  Amphi trite,  Terror,  Monad- 
nock,  and  Miantonomoh  T — A.  I  am  not  certain  whether  it  was  the  two  bids  or  not.  It 
may  have  all  been  included  in  the  same  bid.  But  there  was  a  difference  as  to  the  California 
boat. 

Q.  Did  yon  make  a  bid  to  furnish  the  iron  for  all  th^^se  boats  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  gave  the  price  for  which  you  would  furnish  the  iron  ? — A.  I  think  the  three  east- 
ern boats  were  the  same  price,  and  the  California  boat  was  a  different  price. 

Q.  And  that  bid  was  simply  for  the  iron  and  nothing  was  in  the  bid  for  putting  it  on  7 — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  sav  you  saw  Neafie  &  Levy  and  told  them  what  you  would  furnish  the  iron  for. 
They  would  have  been  compelled  to  get  the  iron  elsewhere ;  they  had  no  capacity  for  manu- 
facturing it  t — A.  They  said  if  I  would  give  them  the  price — (I  had  refused  to  give  anybody 
a  price,  because  I  wanted  to  bid  directly  to  the  government) — he  said,  *'  If  you  g^ve  me  a 
price,  I  will  put  in  a  bid  for  the  iron  and  the  putting  on  together,  and  I  will  put  in  another 
Did  for  the  putting  on. 

Q.  You  told  them  that  you  would  furnish  the  iron  at  a  certain  amount  t — A.  Yes ;  I  gave 
them  the  price  per  pound. 

Q.  And  then,  when  yon  came  on  here,  you  saw  the  price  they  were  going  to  bid  f — A.  I 
saw  it  on  Tuesday.     He  did  not  read  it,  but  told  me  wtiat  it  was. 

Q.  You  told  them,  when  vou  came  on  here  on  the  3d  of  March,  what  you  would  furnish 
the  iron  for,  and  you  saw  wnat  they  were  g^ine  to  bid  for  the  work  7 — A.  I  did  not  say  I  read 
their  bid  ;  I  said  I  saw  their  bid,  and  they  tola  me  what  it  was  they  bid  for  the  iron. 

Q.  Did  they  tell  you  what  they  bid  for  the  iron  ? — A.  I  gave  them  the  price  for  the  iron  ; 
they  were  to  take  my  bid. 

Q.  You  told  them  what  you  would  supply  the  iron  for,  and,  when  they  came  on,  they  put 
in  a  bid  to  supplv  the  iron? — A.  Yes  ;  they  did  not  tell  what  it  wa^  for. 

Q.  State  wnetner  the  figures  which  vou  submitted  in  your  proposal  to  the  government  to 
furnish  this  iron  were  lower  than  the  hguros  of  the  price  for  which  you  told  Neafie  &  Levy 
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you  would  furnish  it  to  them. — A.  Mj  price  for  the  irou  to  the  f^yemment,  I  thiok,  waa 
lower. 

Q.  You  haye  stated,  in  reply  to  a  question  put  hy  Mr.  Williams,  that  the  Nayy  Depart- 
ment did  not  know  of  any  arranirement  that  you  had  with  Neafie  A,  Leyy  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that  Hanscom  told  you  they  bad  sayed  the  goyernment  a  hundred  thousand 
dollars  7 — ^A.  Oyer  a  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

Q.  By  not  taking  your  bid  f — A.  No  ;  he  said  they  put  the  iron  to  the  others  at  the  price 
of  my  bid,  based  the  iron  in  the  other  bids  on  my  bid. 

Q.  They  based  the  price  on  what  you  had  bid  for  iron  and  made  the  contract  with  the 
other  parties  who  had  bid  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Placing  the  iron  at  the  same  price  on  which  you  had  bid  for  a  contract  for  it  f — A. 
Tes. 

By  Mr.  Pridemore  : 

Q.  I  understand  from  the  witness  that  they  used  his  bid  as  a  leyer  upon  the  other  fel- 
lows. 
The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  f«— A.  Hanscom  told  me. 

Q.  Hanscom  told  you  they  bad  saved  the  goyernment  over  $100,000  T — A.  $120,000. 

Q.  But,  taking  your  bid  for  the  iron  in  connection  with  the  work  of  putting  on  the  iron, 
Tou  do  not  know  whether  your  bid  was  lower  than  the  other  bids  or  not  ? — A.  I  do  not 
Know  anything  about  it,  except  what  Mr.  Hanscom  told  me.     I  neyer  sa^r  the  other  bids. 

Q.  They  let  the  contracts  tor  supplying  the  iron  and  doing  the  work  to  the  same  per- 
son?— A.  I  am  informed  they  let  the  whole  thing  to  one  party. 

Q.  Did  you  not  understand  that  the  contracts  of  the  3d  of  March  for  doing  this  work 
(the  third  contracts)  would  haye  to  be  proceeded  with  before  the  other  work  that  had  been 
let  on  the  second  contracts  could  be  completed  ? — A.  No ;  I  did  not  know  anything  about 
that,  except  that  I  had  heard  they  wanted  the  irou  at  once — wanted  the  iron  for  one  boat. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Were  you  prepared  to  furnish  the  iron  at  oncet — A.  In  six  weeks,  I  think,  was  the 
time  we  named.  We  bad  had  the  mill  taken  out,  and  it  would  take  about  six  weeks  to  fit  it 
up  again. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  stated  that  Hanscom  told  you  you  were  the  only  parties  who  could  do  the  work. 
Do  you  not  know  there  were  other  parties  who  could  do  it  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  there 
were  on  this  side  of  the  water. 

Q.  None  f — A.  No  ;  not  that  haye  the  mills. 

Q.  Do  you  furnish  all  the  material  that  is  used  for  armor  plating t — A.  No;  we  haye  not 
furnished  any  armor  plating  since  we  furnished  for  the  Engineer  Corps  twelye-inch  plates. 
Then  we  took  out  this  mill,  stood  it  off  the  foundation,  and  sent  it  away. 

Q.  If  you  had  secured  this  contract  would  you  haye  bad  to  replace  it  with  a  larger  one  7 — 
A.  Yes  ;  we  stated  to  the  department  it  would  take  us  about  six  weeks  or  two  months. 

John  W.  Easby,  chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  recalled. 

By  the  Chairmak  : 

Question.  State  whether  you  haye  prepared,  as  requested,  certain  papers,  and,  if  so,  the 
contents  of  those  papers. — Answer.  I  have  had  prepared,  and  now  submit,  in  response  to  the 
call  of  the  committee,  two  papers.  The  paper  I  hold  in  my  hand  is  a  statement,  from  the 
bureau,  of  money  balances  on  hand  at  the  aates  named  respectiyely,  yiz,  September  24,  Sep- 
tember 26,  Octobers,  October  19,  December  3,  and  December  12,  1874;  April  3,  April  r>, 
April  7.  September  18,  and  October  2,  1875;  September  29,  1876,  and  March  3,  1877  ;  also, 
showing  the  outstanding  obligations  on  the  dates  specified. 

[Note. — The  paper  submitted  is  marked  **Ex.  A,  Mar.  6th,  *78,"  and  will  be  found  in 
the  appendix.] 

Also,  a  paper  showing  alleged  claims  by  men  not  on  pay-rolls,  but  asserted  to  haye  been 
employed  by  Nayal  Constructor  Pook  at  the  nayy-yaro,  New  York.  I  have  brought  that 
paper  up  to  date,  but  you  will  observe  there  are  some  claims  upon  it  that  are  not  yet 
complete. 

[Note. — Toe  paper  submitted  is  maiked  "Ex.  B,  Mar.  6,  78,"  and  will  be  found  in  the 
appendix.  ] 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  it  was  that  the  balance  on  hand,  as  shown  by  the  paper  here  sub- 
mitted [Ex.  A],  was  increased  from  $46,866.59  on  the  12th  of  Decemoer,  1874,  to 
^58,872.23  on  the  3d  of  April,  1875  ?  Was  there  any  appropriation  by  Congpress  between 
those  dates  that  was  available  for  that  fiscal  year.f — A.  I  can  only  now  state  my  impression 
about  that.    I  will  ascertain  as  to  the  fact  exactly,  and  submit  my  answer  hereafter. 
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William  Guibr*  chief  of  Bareaii  of  MedSeine  and  Sarg^j,  recalled. 

Witness  submits,  parsuant  to  request,  a  paper  containiDg  a  statement  of  all  expenditurpys 
and  receipta  of  said  onreau  for  the  fiscal  year  endin^i^  June  30,  1877,  and  also  up  to  date, 
including  therein  the  transfers  of  funds  in  said  bureau,  whether  to  or  from  the  hospital- 
fund,  or  otherwise. 

[The  paper  is  marked  **  Ex.  C,  Mar.  6,  76,'*  and  will  be  found  in  the  appendix.] 

William  H.  Shock,  chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering^,  recalled. 

The  Chairman  submits,  as  presented  by  witness,  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  witness  inclosing 
copy  of  letter  received  by  him  in  relation  to  the  non-removal  of  braces  from  the  boiler  of  the 
United  States  steamer  Mayflower. 

[The  same  are  marked  **  Ex.  D,  Mar.  6,  78,*'  and  will  be  found  in  the  appendix.] 

Also,  from  the  same  witness,  a  paper  showing  for  what  length  of  time  the  boilers  of  the 
Mayflower  were  in  actual  service. 

[The  paper  is  marked  **  Ex.  E,  Mar.  6,  78,"  and  will  be  found  in  the  appendix.] 

[Note. — Certain  testimony  taken  bv  the  Chairman  at  the  meeting  on  March  4,  upon  an 
inquiry  into  the  feasibility  or  ultimately  reducing  the  aggregate  expeudftnre  for  the  support 
of  the  retired  and  reserved  list,  was  here  ordered  by  vote  to  be  inserted,  a  quorum  being 
present.  The  testimony  had  been  given  in  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  and  its  acceptance 
was  conditional  upon  a  vote  of  the  committee.    It  is  as  follows :  ] 

William  Plume  Mohan,  fourth-dais  clerk  in  Secretary's  office^  recalled. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Pleabe  furnish  the  committee,  pursuant  to  the  call  made  upon  you,  with  a  list  of  the 
names  of  all  officers  of  the  Navy  now  on  the  retired  and  reserved  list,  with  the  amount  of  pay 
annually  received  bV  each. — ^Answer.  I  have  here,  and  now  submit  a  list  of  all  names  on  the 
retired  and  reserved  list  as  it  stands,  showing  as  to  each  *'  the  Sta^e  of  which  a  resident," 
the  date  when  retired,  and  the  rank  when  retired,  with  the  present  station  or  residence,  and 
the  amount  of  annual  pay  received.  The  figures  indicating  the  amounta  of  pay  have  been 
taken  from  the  Fourth  Auditor's  books,  and  are  accurately  ^iven. 

Q.  Explain  what  is  meant  by  the  note  **  special  law,"  which  has  been  affixed  to  the  first 
three  names  on  the  list  as  submitted  by  you. — A.  The  law  gives  the  retired  officer  the  pay 
attaching  to  the  rank  under  which  he  is  retired,  but  the  first  three  officers  named  on  the  list 
are  exceptions  to  this  general  rule.  Those  officers  were  retired  originally  as  captains,  but, 
on  account  of  important  services  performed  by  them  during  the  war.  Congress  passed  a 
special  law  enabling  them  to  be  retired  with  the  rank  of  rear-admirals.  I  refer  to  the  names 
of  Hiram  Paulding,  Cornelius  K.  Stribliog,  and  Joshua  R.  Sands. 

O.  One  of  the  names  on  the  list,  I  notice,  is  unaccompanied  with  the  date  when  retired, 
or  toe  rank  when  retired.  Are  those  omissions  due  to  any  exceptional  circumstances  t — 
A.  The  name  to  which  yon  allude  is  Wesley  W.  Bassett,  ana  appears  on  the  list  as 
"  appointed  on  retired-list"  without  other  caption  as  in  the  cases  of  toe  other  names.  His 
rank  is  put  down  as  that  of  lieutenant-commander.  He  was  retired  under  the  act  men- 
tioned tnere.  the  act  of  I*^Bbraary  28,  1855,  and  its  amendments,  I  think  is  the  statement 
there.  He  had  been  an  officer  of  the  Navy  in  former  years.  He  was  nominated  by  Mr. 
Robeson  as  a  master,  and  afterwards  was  nominated  as  lieutenant-commander,  which  rank 
he  holds  on  the  retired  list. 

Q.  Had  he  performed  any  service  during  the  period  preceding  his  nominations  by  Mr. 
Robeson  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  State  at  what  time  he  had  formerly  been  in  the  Navy. — A.  He  was  appointed  a  mid- 
shipman in  the  Navy  in  Ir^,  and  was  dismissed  from  the  service  as  a  master  in  1854.  He 
was  attached  to  the  receiving-ship  at  Norfolk.  Mr.  Dobbin,  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
dismissed  him  for  desertion,  or  absence  without  leave  and  drunkenness.  Then,  eight  years 
afterward,  during  the  war,  in  1862,  he  was  appointed  acting  assistant  paymaster,  and  ordered 
to  the  Potomac,  a  sort  of  store-ship.  In  1863  he  was  detached  and  ordered  to  the  North  to 
settle  accounts  on  some  vessel.  He  was  then  ordered  to  the  Patapsco,  but  did  not  g^  and 
resigned.    That  is  his  history  in  the  service. 

Q.  How,  then,  does  his  name  come  to  appear  upon  the  retired- list  ?  Proceed  with  your 
explanation. — A.  From  1863  to  1872  he  was  out  of  tl^  Navy,  he  was  a  citizen.  In  1872  he 
was  nominated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  be  an  acting  master  on  the  retired-list.  I 
think  it  was  in  June,  1872.  Shortly  afterward,  or  in  1875,  they  nominated  him  to  be 
lieutenant* commander,  and  the  nomination  dated  back  to  the  date  of  his  commission  as  a 
master  on  the  retired-list,  in  June,  1872.  He  receives  three-fourths  of  the  highest  pay  of  a 
lieutenant-commander,  his  pay  being  |2,]0U  per  year.  I  will  ascertain,  if  you  desire  it,  the 
exact  dates  of  the  appointments. 

Q.  Are  there  any  other  names  in  regard  to  which  explanations  occur  to  you  as  necessary 
to  be  made  t — ^A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  that  as  to  all  the  others  the  paper  shows  the  dates  and  the 
relative  rank  and  pay. 

[Note.— The  list  submitted  by  witness  is  marked  "Ex.  F,  Mar.  6,  1878,"  and  will  be 
found  in  the  appendix.] 
Adjourned. 
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Washington,  Mar€h  11,  ]  ^8. 
William  Wbitb  sworn  atad  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

OueBtion.  State  your  place  of  residence  and  business. — Answer.  Portsmouth;  Va. ;  I  atn  a 
timber  manufaotorer.  / 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  transactions  with  the  Navy  Department? — A.  Yes, sir. 

Q.  More  than  one  7 — A.  No ;  not  more  than  one  now.  I  have  had,  though,  since  the  pres- 
ent Secretary  came  into  office. 

Q.  You  have  had  under  Mr.  Secretary  Thompson  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  fulfilled  them,  two 
contracts. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  approved  bills  therefor  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Aviiat  was  the  nature  of  the  transactions  ? — A.  One  of  them  was  in  furnishing  shoers 
for  the  yard  at  Norfolk  ;  the  other  was  for  mast-timber  for  the  yard  at  Norfolk. 

Q.  Since  when  did  this  transaction  occur  t— A.  Since  October  last. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  yon  had  another  transaction  with  the  Navy  Department  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir ;  one  that  was  not  oompleted. 

Q.  What  particular  transaction. was  thatt—A.  That  was  a  transaction  in  which  I  made 
•an  offer  to  tne  government.  I  think  the  first  offer  I  made,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  was  some- 
where  in  October  or  September  of  the  year  before  last — that  is,  in  1876. 

Q.  Mr.  Robeson  was  then  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  f — A.  Mr«  Robeson  was  then  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy,  and  Mr.  Hanscom  was  chief  of  the  bureau.    I  thea  made  an  offer- 
By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Was  th^t  offer  in  writing  t— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  the  offer  accept^  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Go  on  and  state  what  next  occurred. — A.  The  offer  was  not  accepted.  The  next  thing 
that  occurred  was  this :  Mr.  Piatt  was  here,  and  I  received  a  message  from  him  through  a 
mutual  acquaintance  of  ours — I  am  not  acquainted  with  him  mvself — a  mutual  friend  and 
Acquaintance,  that  he  thought  he  could  dispose  of  my  timber  to  the  government 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  State  the  date  at  which  this  occurred. — A.  It  was  either  in  October  or  November,  1876. 
*'  Mr.  Pagr.  The  date  shows  that  at  that  time  the  gentleman  yon  have  named  was  not  a 
member  of  Congress,  and,  in  justice  to  Mr.  Platt,  the  fact  should  appear. 
The  Witness.  No,  sir ;  he  was  out  of  Congress  at  that  time. 

By  the  CHAIRMAN : 

Q.  Proceed  with  the  response  you  were  about  to  make  to  my  inquiry. — A.  Mr.  Platt  and 
I  entered  into  an  agreement. 

Q.  In  writing f — A.  Yes,  sir;  by  which  he  was  to  use  his  means  and  infloence  to  sell  my 
timber  and  was  to  receive  twenty  per  cent 

Q.  Twenty  percent  of  what — of  the  gross  receipts t— A.  Of  the  gross  receipts;  yes,  sir. 
The  freight  was  not  to  be  considered  among  the  gross  receipts.  The  freight  was  to  be  paid  ; 
and  he  was  to  receive  twenty  per  cent,  on  the  balance,  provided  the  timber  was  sold  to  any 
yard  in  the  United  States  except  that  at  Norfolk.  I  mean  that  the  freight  was  to  be  de- 
ducted and  then  he  was  to  receive  twenty  per  cent  for  the  other. 

Q.  State  what  next  occurred. — A.  I  heard  nothing  at  all  from  the  offer  I  made.  That  offer 
•embraced  a  very  large  amdunt  of  timber  that  I  had  on  hand  then,  including  yellow-pine 
plank-stocks;  yellow*pine  mast-timber ;  white-oak  timber  (coast  oak),  I  think  two  hundred 
knees ;  about  10,000  feet  of  white-oak  cnrb-timber,  and,  I  think,  10,000  feet  of  yellow-pine 
beams. 

Q.  Was  anything  done,  on  account  of  that  contract,  by  Mr.  Platt  f— A.  Nothing.  Mr. 
Platt,  from  time  to  time,  notified  me  that  the  thing  was  in  progress;  but  it  fell  through.  I 
beard  nothing  from  them.  I  daw  the  chief  of  the  bureau  and  asked  him  if  anything  had 
been  done  with  the  offer.  He  said  he  could  not  take  it  because  of  the  want  of  money ;  that 
he  would  like  to  have  the  timber,  but  that  there  was  no  monev  to  pay  for  it  I  then  applied 
to  my  friends  in  Congress,  and  I  have  here  a  paper  addressed  to  tne  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

[NcTTE. — A  p&per  is  handed  by  the  witness  to  the  chairman,  by  whom  it  is  read,  as  fol- 
lows : 

"  Sir  :  Dr.  Wm.  White,  of  Virginia,  has  cut  and  on  hand  what  is  represented  to  us  to  be 
a  remarkably  fine  lot  of  oak  and  pine  ship-timber,  which  he  asks  the  government  to  pur- 
chase at  the  lov^est  market  price.    We  respectfully  request  that  yon  will  consider  his  propo- 
.sitionand,  if  in  accordance  with  the  interest  of  the  government|  accept  it 
**  Very  respectfully,  yours. 
*To  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy."] 
The  Chairaian.  The  words  ** remarkably  fine  lot"  and  "lowest  market  price"  are  nn- 
•derlined. 


/ 


126  TESTIMONY   TAKEN   BY   THE   COliMITTEE   ON 

The  W1TMC88.  This  was  signed  by  Mr.  Gk>ode,  the  Representative  from  my  district ;  by 
(General  Hnnton,  Representative  from  another  district,  and  a  warm  personal  friend  of  mine ; 
by  Mr.  Cal>ell ;  I  think  by  one  other  member  of  Congress  whose  name  I  do  not  remember 
now;  and 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  It  was  probably  signed  by  yonr  entire  Virginia  delegation  T — A.  Yes  ;  that  is,  as  I 
was  abont  to  say,  they  probably  wonld  have  signed  it  but  for  the  fact  that  they  were  not 
all  present  when  the  paper  was  signed.  Neither  Mr.  Walker  nor  Senator  Withers  was  pres- 
ent This  I  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  I  transmitted  it  jast  prior  to  offer- 
ing  my  timber  the  second  time.  This  was  some  time  in  December.  Then,  in  January  fol- 
lowing, I  offered  to  modify  the  other  offer,  that  is,  the  one  I  made  to  Mr.  Piatt,  aod  offered 
a  mncn  less  quantity  of  timber,  leaving  out  the  masts,  the  knees,  the  curb-timber,  and  also 
the  beams,  to  that  extent  reducing  the  amoant,  as  that  timber  I  thought  I  could  probably 
dispose  of  better  than  I  could  dispose  of  the  other,  as  it  was  more  salable  in  open  market. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  the  offer  which  you  then  made,  or  a  copy  of  it  f — A.  No,  sir ;  that  I  have 
not  got. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  When  was  that  offer  made  ? — A.  I  think  somewbere  about  the  last  of  .January,  1877. 

Q.  State  what  it  was  that  you  then  made  an  offer  to  sell. — A.  What  I  then  offered  to  sell 
were  yellow-pine  plank-stocks  and  white-oak  (coast  oak)  plank-stock  logs  to  the  govern- 
ment, I  do  not  remember  whether  any  quantity  was  specified  or  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  you  made  the  offer  did  you  name  any  price  f — A.  I  did  not.  I  offered  them  at 
the  lowest  market  price. 

Q.  State  what  next  occurred  in  the  matter. — A.  The  next  thins:  that  occurred  in  regard 
to  it  was  that  I  got  a  communication  from  Mr.  Williams,  the  pt^  inspector.  United  States 
Navy,  asking  me  for'the  lowest  price  at  which  I  would  furnish  80,000  cubic  feet  of  yellow- 
pine  plank-stock  logs  and  50,000  cubic  feet  of  white-oak  plank-stock  logs.  I  am  not  posi- 
tive whether  that  quantity  was  specified  in  his  communication  or  not.  I  have  here  one 
communication  from  Pay  Inspector  Williams. 

Q.  Is  that  the  one  asking  for  your  offer,  of  which  ^ou  have  just  spoken  t — A.  No,  sir ; 
this  is  not  the  paper  from  him  asking  for  my  offer  ;  this  is  the  paper  which  I  received  from 
him  assigning  me  the  contract.   It  reads  as  follows :  « 

**  Navy-Pay  Office,  corner  New  York  Avenue  and  15th  St., 

** Washington,  D,  C,  February  15,  1877. 

**  Sir:  Will  you  please  furnish  and  deliver  at  any  navy*yard  the  bureau  may  name,  for 
immediate  use,  at  your  own  risk  and  expense,  subject  to  the  usaal  inspection  of  the  yard 
and  the  approval  of  the  commandant,  dO.OCJO  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  plank -stock  lo^s ; 
50«000  cubic  feet  white-oak  plank-stock  logs,  at  the  price  mentioned  in  your  bid,  you  being 
the  lowest  bidder ;  and  you  will  deliver  subject  to  the  conditions  named  in  the  inclosed 
letter. 

*'  Forward  this  order  and  your  bill,  indorsed  *Appr.  Con.  and  Rep./  to  this  office  for  ap- 
proval, before  delivery  of  article. 
**  Very  respectfully,  Ac, 

"W.  W.  WILLIAMS,       . 
*'Pay  hupectar.   United  States  Navjfr 
"William  Whitb,  Esq., 

'^Portsmouth,  Fa." 

The  Witness.  I  will  now  read  a  copy  of  the  inclosed  letter  referred  to.     [Reading :  J 

"Navy  Department, 
'\Bureau  Construction  and  Repair, 

*'Jaiiauify3],  1877. 

**  Sir  :  Mr.  William  White,  of  Portsmouth,  Va.,  has  offered  some  white-oak  and  yel- 
low-pine timber  of  superior  quality  to  the  government,  which  is  much  needed  to  cut  into 
plauK  for  seasoning.  Please  ascertain  the  lowest  market  prices  of  such  timber;  and  if  Mr. 
White  will  deliver  it  to  be  paid  for  after  an  appropriation  for  that  purpose  is  made,  you 
will  notify  him  he  can  do  so. 

**  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

**J.  HANSCOM, 
'* Chief  of  Bureau."^ 
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Th«  Witness.  I  will  state  that  a  communication  from  Pay -Inspector  Willianra  was  re- 
cetred  by  me  asking  me  what  I  would  deliver  it  for  to  any  navy-yard  that  might  be  desig- 
nated by  the  bureau. 

[Note. — A  paper  purporting  to  be  the  communication  just  referred  to  was  subsequently 
handed  to  the  reporter  by  the  witness  for  insertion  in  the  testimony.  It  is  here  inserted, 
and  is  as  follows :  ] 

•*  Navy  Paymaster's  Office, 
*' Washington,  D.  C,  January '6\,  1877. 

'^Please  inform  me  by  return  mail  at  what  price  you  will  furnish  and  deliver  at  any  navv- 
yard,  at  vour  own  risk  and  exjiense,  and  subject  to  the  usual  inspection  and  approval  of  the 
commandant,  the  following  articles,  viz  : 
**To  be  delivered  as  the  bureau  may  direct. 
*'  80,000  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  plank-stock  logs. 
♦•50,000     "      ••    white-oak        '*        "        *• 
**  Very  respectfully,  your  obt.  servant, 

•'W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 

**Pfly  Inspector,  U.  S.  N. 
"Wm  W.  White, 

^'Portsmouthy  Fa.'' 

By  the  Chairman  . 

Q.  Were  there  several  bidders  on  this  occasion  7 — A.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  understood  that 
there  were. 

Q.  At  what  rates  did  you  agree  to  make  the  deliveries  7 — A.  I  agreed  to  deliver  this  tim- 
ber at  75  cents  for  white-oak  (coast  oak)  timber,  at  any  yard  the  government  might  desig- 
nate ;  and  49  cefats  for  yellow  pine  at  any  yard  in  the  country  the  government  might  des- 
ignate. 

Q.  What  were  the  market-prices  at  that  time  f — A.  In  Eastern  yards,  white  oak  at  open 
purchase  was  from  eighty  to  eighty-five  cents.  I  wrote  there  and  got  a  letter  on  the  subject 
before  putting  in  my  prices. 

Q.  When  you  speak  of  Eastern  yards,  what  yards  do  you  mean  t— A.  The  Boston  and 
Eittery  yards. 

Q.  What  was  the  difference  in  freight  in  deliveries  at  the  New  York  yard  and  at  those 
other  yards  f — A.  To  deliver  at  New  York  yard,  the  difference  in  freight  would  have  been 
about  a  cent  or  two  per  foot 

Q.  What  was  the  fact  as  to  the  Norfolk  yard  t — A.  At  the  Norfolk  yard  it  is  very  difficult 
to  obtain  coast  oak  in  large  quantities  at  any  price. 

Q.  You  have  answered  as  to  the  oak  timber.  What  was  the  price  asked  by  you  for  the 
other? — A.  The  other  was  yellow  pine,  which  I  agreed  to  deliver  for  49  cents. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  that  was  a  fair  market-price  f —A.  I  do,  sir ;  for  that  class  of  timber. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  government  was  paying  as  much  as  that  f — A.  They  were 
payine  more  than  that.  I  have  received  48  cents  for  yellow-pine  timber  Inferior  to  that, 
since  the  war. 

Q.  Did  you  have  an  understanding  with  any  party  connected  with  the  government  as  to 
the  place  at  which  the  timber  was  to  be  delivered  f — A.  I  never  had  a  word  to  say  to  any 
party  connected  with  the  government  in  relation  to  anything  of  the  kind  in  my  life.  I  ao- 
dressed  my  communications  to  the  government,  and  all  of  Uiem  can  be  found  in  the  Navy 
Department,  or  ought  to  be. 

,  Q.  What  I  ask  is  this :  Did  yon  have  an  understanding  with  any  person  afler  the  order 
was  made,  afler  this  sale  was  effected,  in  regard  to  having  the  timbner  delivered  at  Norfolk 
instead  of  at  Kitterv  t — A.  No,  sir ;  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  expected  to  deliver  the  timber 
just  as  I  had  agreed  to  do.  I  did  expect,  uom  the  quantity  of  timber  then  at  the  Norfolk 
nav-yyard,  that  this  timber  would  be  required  to  be  delivered  somewhere  else. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  You  sold  this  timber  and  delivered  it  pursuant  to  the  arrangement  here  stated  7 — A 
Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  According  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Hanscom,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Re- 
pair, which  accompanies  the  communication  to  you  from  Pay-Inspector  Williams,  you  were 
to  deliver  the  timber  **  to  be  paid  for  after  an  appropriation  for  that  purpose  is  made'*? — A. 
Yes,  sir.  That  was  according  to  the  general  practice,  that  payment  was  to  be  made  after 
an  appropriation  had  been  made.  If  at  the  time  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  was  near,  the 
payment  would  generally  come  out  of  the  next  appropriation.  I  had  expected  to  be  paid 
or  this  material  last  July. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 
Q.  But  no  appropriation  was  made?— A.  No  appropriation  was  made. 
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By  the  CllAlRMAN : 

Q.  Yon  have  received  do  moDAv  oo  aocoant  of  this  timber  t — A*  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  anj  approved  bills  for  the  material  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  taej  approved  bills  on  aoooQDt  of  these  p4rticular  tnuMiactioos  t— A.  T^j  are 
approved  bills  on  acooant  of  these  particular  traosaotions. 

Q.  Please  famish  the  committee  with  those  approved  bills  T — A.  They  are  here. 

[A  paper  prodaced  by  witness  is  handed  to  tne  chairman,  by  whom  its  contents  are  read 
at  length.    They  are  as  follows  :] 

OPEN  PURCHASE. 

The  UnUed  StaUs  Natfp  Department  to  WiUiam  fFhiU,  Dr, 

Appropriation  Constmction  and  Bepair,  1876  and  1877 : 
Burean  of  Constmction  and  Repair,  25,290  feet  yellow-pine  plank-stocks>  at 

49  cents $12,392  10 

7,996  feet  white^^ak  plank^ttocks,  at  75  cents 5,997  00 

18^389  10 
Approved :  Bureau  order  March  19,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

W.  W,  WILLIAMS, 
Pap  lu$putoT  IL  S.  N. 

Having  folly  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify,  that  they  are  of  good  quality. 

JON.  E.  BOUSH, 

Timber  Insfteetar. 

Navy-Yaad,  Notfolk,  Va.,  March  24,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN,  Stare-CAerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Naval  ConUruUor,  U,  3,  N. 

Navy  Yard,  Natfolk,  March  27,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in  this 
bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  obtained  by 
open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eighteen  thousand  three  hundred 
and  eighty-nine  dollars  and  ten  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIOHTON, 

Commodore  and  CommandanU 

Q.  State  whether  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the  head  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and 
Repair  did  or  did  not  issue-any  order,  suspending  this  transaction. — A.  On  March  22,  I  re- 
ceived a  telegram  from  Washington,  dated  March  22.    I  have  it  here. 

Q.  Read  the  telegram.-*- A.  [Reading :] 

'' WA8UINOTOK,  D.  C,  March  22, 1877. 

•*  To  William  White: 

**By  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  yard  will  suspend  the  deliveries  of  timber 
referred  to  in  the  bureau  letter  to  you  of  the  twenty-fiflh  of  January  last 

"  I.  HANSCOM, 
"  Chief  of  Bureau." 

The  date  given  in  the  telegram  seems  to  have  been  a  mistake ;  it  ought  to  have  been  Feb- 
mary  5.  Two  days  afterward,  I  received  an  order  from  the  commandant  of  the  yard  stating 
that  orders  to  that  effect  had  been  received,  and  notifying  me  to  suspend  deliveries,  as  no 
more  timber  could  be  received. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  telegram  t— A.  March  22.  Two  days  afterwards  I  received 
official  noUce,  that  is,  on  March  24. 

0.  At  the  time  at  which  this  notice  was  given,  had  the  timber  been  actually  delivered, 
and  was  it  in  the  government's  possession  f — A.  Part  of  it  was.  The  part  that  this  bill 
covers  f  Oh,  jes,  they  had  that ;  the  govemment  had  possession  of  that.  I  lost  posses- 
sion of  it  at  once,  and  I  suppose  a  good  deaV  of  it  had  been  used  Of  the  oak  timber,  I 
had  a  considerable  quantity  at  the  yard,  and  the  balance  on  the  way.  That  at  the  yard  I 
had  removed  and  put  on  the  wharf  at  great  cest  and  inconvenience.  That  on  the  way,  I 
had  sunk  in  fresh  water  to  preserve  it,  but  the  pine  timber  I  could  not  sink,  and  had  to  leave 
exposed. 
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Q.  State  what  was  done  by  the  Navy  Department,  so  far  as  these  orders  were  concerned, 
after  that  date. — A.  After  that  date,  in  October,  1677,  I  do  not  remember  the  exact  day,  but 
it  was  some  time  between  the  25th  and  the  last  day  of  October,  I  had  an  interview  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Q.  In  the  presence  of  anybody  else? — A.  In  the  presence  of  Mr.  Goode.  I  think  that 
Governor  Walker  and  one  or  two  other  (gentlemen  were  present,  not  at  my  solicitation,  how- 
ever. Mr.  Goode  was  the  only  one  who  yvaa  present  at  my  solicitation.  I  told  the  Secre- 
tary that  I  wonld  like  to  have  the  orders  issued  to  renew  these  deliveries  of  mine,  that  I  was 
sufTering  ffreat  loss,  both  in  timber  and  money,  from  the  suspension  of  them.  Without 
hesitation, lie  remarked  that  he  had  given  orders  to  other  parties  that  they  could  deliver 
what  timber  they  had  already  at  the  yard  and  what  they  had  in  transitu,  and  that  the  same 
order  should  be  issued  to  me.  I  asked  him  when  it  would  be  done,  and  he  said  **  now.*' 
He  sent  for  Mr.  Easby  and  ordered  him  to  do  it.  The  order  was  issued  about  that  time  ; 
the  date  of  it  I  do  not  remember ;  it  was  some  time  between  the  25th  and  the  last  of  October, 
however. 

Q.  What  were  the  terms  of  the  order  f  Did  it  limit  the  amount  which  you  were  to  de- 
liver f — A.  Yes ;  it  limited  the  amount  to  the  amount  provided  for  by  the  cuntract.  An 
order  came,  subsequently,  limiting  it  to  the  amount  of  my  contract,  and  it  also  specified  not 
to  make  out  bills  until  further  orders  from  the  bureau  were  received. 

Q.  State  what  you  did  pursuant  to  those  further  orders. — A.  I  commenced  to  deliver  the 
timber  at  once. 

Q.  Where  to  ? — A.  To  the  same  yard,  to  Norfolk  yard.  I  continued  the  deliveries  until 
I  completed  them  some  time  ago,  but  they  had  not  then  inspected  all  the  timber  nor  hauled 
it  up. 

Q.  Have  they  inspected  any  of  the  timber  since  the  date  of  the  suspension  of  the  order 
for  delivery  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  have  inspected  a  great  deal  of  the  timber.  On  the  dav  before 
yesterday,  or  a  day  or  two  ago,  knowing  tnat  I  was  coming  before  this  committee,  I  addressed 
a  communication  to  the  commandant  of  the  yard  at  Norfolk,  asking  him  to  inform  me  as  to 
the  quantity  of  timber  that  I  had  delivered,  and  which  had  been  inspected,  and  if  the  quan- 
tity could  not  be  ascertained  positively,  to  approximate  it.  A  reply  to  my  inquiry  was  made 
by  order  of  the  commandant  and  was  received  by  me  in  an  envelope  marked  '*  Official  busi- 
ness.^'    This  is  the  reply  which  I  received.     [Reading:] 

•'  Constructor's  Ofph'e, 

**  Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va., 

*' March  9,  1878. 

**  Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  inquiry  relative  to  the  quantity  of  timber  deliverediby  you  at  this 
nav^-yard,  I  respectfully  inform  you  that  in  my  opinion  there  is  at  the  yard  about  55,000 
cubic  feet  of  yellow  pine  and  about  42,000  cubic  feet  of  white  oak  timber — a  large  portion 
of  which  has  been  inspected,  but  for  which  no  bills  have  been  made. 

**  About  four- fifths  of^the  yellow  pine  is  in  the  water  at  the  timber  landing,  but  has  not  been 
hauled  up  yet  for  inspection. 

'*  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

•*J.  FE ASTER, 
*As8istaHt  Naval  Constructor, 
*'Mr.WM.  White, 

''Portsmouth,  Va." 

Q.  Have  you  ever  received  an  order  or  notification  of  any  kind  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  or  from  any  other  source,  to  the  effect  that  this  contract  of  yours  had  been  can- 
celed f — A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  ever  verbally  state  to  you  that  your  contract  must  be 
canceled  ? — A.  No,  sir;  ho  never  did. 

Q.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  stated  here  that  you  would  have  been  willing  to  furn- 
ish this  timber  at  fifty  cents. — ^A.  I  might  have  been  willing  to  do  it — I  might  have  told  the 
Secretary  that — I  might  have  been  wining  to  furnish  it  at  fifty  cents  to  save  the  loss  to  fol- 
low from  having  it  on  hand. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  not,  say  that  you  would  be  willing  to  furnish  it  at  fif^y  cents  ?— A.  I  do 
not  remember.    Very  likely  I  did,  if  the  question  was  asked  me. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  are  at  liberty  to  explain  why  you  said  that.  You  may  state,  for  instance,  if  such 
are  the  fnets,  that  you  had  procured  this  timber  under  a  contract,  supposing  it  was  to  be  de- 
livered for  a  certain  purpose,  and  that  when  the  government  refused  to  take  it,  it  was  thrown 
back  upon  your  bands. — A.  No ;  that  was  not  it. 

Q.  Go  on  and  state  what  were  the  facts. — A.  I  had  reason  to  believe  that  this  timber 
wonld  be  desired  by  the  government,  and  I  cut  it  in  that  belief,  and  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
2ivering'it  to  the  government.  ^ 

By  the  CKairman  : 
Q.  At  what  place  did  you  cut  it  ?— A.  I  cut  it  within  sight  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  in 
9  N 
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North  Carolina,  ou  the  North  Carolina  coast,  and  hauled  it  seven  miles.  If  you  will  allow 
me,  I  will  here  state,  bv  way  of  explanation,  a  few  facts  bearinfj^  upon  this  matter.  The 
coast-oak  is  now  remarkably  scarce,  owin^i^  to  the  fact  that,  by  reason  of  the  superior  quality 
of  the  wood,  it  has  been  made  use  of  for  cutting^  into  staves,  and  on  this  account  is  much 
sought  for.  The  Norfolk  inspection  of  staves  in  the  West  India  Islands  has  been  very  far 
ahead  of  any  ottier  inspection  in  this  country,  owing  to  the  character  of  the  timber  from 
which  the  material  is  made ;  and  a  large  quantity  of  the  oak  forests  having  been  cut  for 
that  purpose,  what  remains  is  a  long  distance  from  water,  and  very  difficult  of  access.  The 
value  of  the  oak  timber  is  enhanced  not  only  on  that  account,  but  on  account  of  its  <^ality . 
Of  the  timber  that  has  been  furnished  at  our  yard,  there  was  a  good  deal  that  was  not  coast- 
oak  timber. 

Q.  Did  you,  upon  the  occasion  of  any  interview  wiih  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  say  to 
him  that  he  did  right  when  he  suspended  your  contract 7 — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  say  that  be 
did  right  when  he  suspended  my  contract.  The  Secretary  just  said  that  he  suspended  it  be- 
cause there  was  no  law  for  it. 

Q.  I  will  read  to  you  from  the  report  of  the  testimony  what  the  Secretary  testified  to 
here  as  the  conversation  which  took  place  between  you  and  him,  and  you  can  then  state 
whether  the  Secretary  misapprehended  your  remarks  or  not.  The  following  passage  refers 
to  yourself:  **  Mr.  Secretary,"  said  he,  ''you  have  suspended  my  contract."  ''  Yes,  sir,  I 
have."  *'  Well,"  said  he,  **you  did  right.  I  am  satisfied  of  that,  sir;  but  I  am  curious 
to  know  why  you  think  so." 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  remember  that  conversation,  sir. 

Q.  [Reading  further.]  *'Then,"  said  he  (meaning  you),  "my  contract  was  fraudu- 
lent."—A.  I  do  not  remember  any  such  remark. 

Q.  Then,  according  to  his  testimony,  the  Secretary  remarked  [reading  again],  *'Iam 
quite  satisfied  of  that  also,  but  I  am  still  more  curious  to  know  why  you  think  it  is  fraudu- 
lent.* He  then  stated  to  me  that  he  offered  to  furnish  that  timber  for  fifty  cents,  and  would 
have  done  it,  but  could  not  get  the  contract ;  that  some  man,  whose  name  he  did  not  give  me, 
came  tx>  him  and  told  him  that  he  could  get  that  contract  for  seventy-five  cents,  the  timber 
to  be  delivered  at  Kittery,  the  Chariestown  navy-yard — Portsmouth,  I  mean — but  that  they 
could  get  it  af(9rward  changed  so  as  to  deliver  it  at  Norfolk,  and  that  he  would  have  the 
contract  made  in  that  way,  provided  he  would  give  him  the  difference  in  the  two  prices, 
seventy-five  and  fifty  cents."  State  whether  that  account  of  the  conversation  at  that  inter- 
view is  correct!— A.  Well,  now,  I  will  give  you  my  recollection  of  the  conversation  with 
the  Secretary,  which  is  very  fresh.  I  was  here  on  other  business,  on  business  not  pertain- 
ing to  that.  I  thought  that  the  suspension  of  that  contract  wound  it  up,  so  far  as  that  year 
was  concerned.  I  had  heard  of  no  orders  to  deliver.  I  was  here  to  sell  mast-timber  to  the 
department.  It  was  very  desirable  that  I  should  have  an  interview  with  the  acting  chief 
of  the  bureau. 

Q.  Who  was  that — Mr.  Easby  ?— A.  It  was  Mr.  E^isby.  And  he  was  very  desirous 
that  the  government  should  purchase  the  timber,  or,  if  not  desirous,  he  thought  it  advisa- 
ble that  they  should.  I  was  negotiating  to  send  it  out  to  the  French  Government  at  the 
time.  H<^  asked  me  to  remain  in  his  office  until  he  went  up  to  see  the  Secretary.  He  went 
up,  and  after  a  short  time  he  returned,  and  said  the  Secretary  would  like  to  see  me.  I  went 
up,  and  we  commenced  a  conversation  about  the  mast-timber,  and  the  subject  of  suspen- 
sion was  brought  up  in  that  connection.  He  asked  me  how  the  price  was  ascertained.  I 
told  him  that  I  received  offers  to  know  what  I  would  furnish  the  material  for  at  any  yard 
in  the  United  States.  He  said,  *'Then  you  could  have  been  made  to  carry  this  to  Mare 
Island."  I  told  him  no  ;  that  there  was  no  such  understanding  as  that ;  that  when  speaking 
of  the  yards  of  the  United  States,  we  always  had  reference  to  the  Eastern  yards,  and  not 
to  the  Western  ;  that  I  would  not  have  considered  myself  under  any  obligation  to  have  de- 
livered it  there.  He  asked  me  the  difference  in  the  prices  of  timber  at  the  Norfolk  yard 
and  the  Eastern  yards,  Kittery  and  Boston — the  difference  in  the  prices  at  which  it  could 
be  delivered  at  the  different  yards.  I  told  him  the  difference  in  the  freight,  whatever  it 
was,  from  our  point,  and  that  that  varied ;  that  I  had  paid  as  high  as  twenty  two  cents, 
and  I  had  never  paid  less  than  fourteen  or  fifteen  cents.  He  asked  what  these  parties  were 
to  make  out  of  tnis  thing ;  how  they  were  to  get  anything  out  of  it ;  that  is,  the  third 
party.  I  told  him  I  supposed,  under  the  agreement,  they  would  get  the  difference  in  freight, 
and  that  the  commissions  would  reduce  the  price  of  my  timber  to  fifty  cents  alongside  the 
vessel ;  that  I  had  reason  to  believe  that  this  timber  would  be  shipped  to  Boston,  Kittery, 
or  New  York,  not  from  what  the  parties  said  at  all — they  did  not  say  anything  about  it — 
but  from  my  knowledge.  They  did  say  too  that  they  thought  it  likely  to  go  North  ;  that 
was  understood  ;  they  did  say  it. 

Q.  Who  do  you  mean  by  **  they  "  ? — A.  Piatt.  Because  in  the  contract  it  was  specified  there 
was  an  understanding  about  the  freight.  The  Secretary  asked  me  who  the  third  party  was, 
and  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  think  I  had  the  right,  under  the  circumstances,  to  name  him, 
as  it  was  a  confidential  matter. 

Q.  And  you  did  not  name  him  T — A.  I  did  ndl  name  him  ;  and  I  only  do  it  now  since 
Mr.  Piatt  himself  has  stated  that  he  had  no  agency  in  procuring  this  contract,  which  I  am 
led  to  believe  is  the  fact. 
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Q.  For  the  reasons,  I  presume,  which  you  stated  in  the  early  part  of  your  testimony  ? — 
A.  Yes:  in  the  early  part. 

The  Witness.  [Supplementini^a  conversation  between  members  of  the  committee.]  Now 
let  me  ^'ive  a  word  there,  without  ita  being*  taken  down,  in  regard  to  the  Secretary  talking 
about  anything  having  been  fraudulent.  I  remember  I  told  the  Secretary  this,  that  there 
was  nothing  in  regard  to  which  he  could  attribute  any  fraud  in  the  transaction,  except  in  the 
timber  being  delivered  to  Norfolk  instead  of  elsewhere,  and  that  with  that  I  had  nothing  to 
do.  So  floras  I  was  concerned,  I  knew  nothing  of  where  it  was  to  go.  Now  that  was  the 
coDverAtion  I  had  with  him. 

Q.  Have  you  always  held  vourself  in  readiness  to  deliver  this  timber  at  any  yard  desig- 
nated by  the  bureau  1 — A.  I  have,  sir,  always  held  myself  in  readiness  to  deliver  it  at  any 
yard. 

Q.  Are  you  now  prepared  so  to  deliver  it  ? — A.  Yes ;  if  they  would  deliver  the  timber  to 
me  alongside  the  vessel.    It  has  been  piled  up,  you  know. 

Q.  You  are  even  now  willing  to  deliver  it  at  any  yard  that  may  be  designated? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  I  am  willing  now  to  deliver  it  at  any  yard  they  may  designate,  if  they  deliver  it  to  me 
as  I  delivered  it  to  them. 

Q.  You  mean,  if  you  can  deliver  it  as  cheaply  as  you  could  have  delivered  it  in  the  first 
instance  T — A.  Yes ;  if  the  circumstances  are  the  same,  of  course. 

Q.  Then  the  contract  was  made  to  deliver  the  timber  at  no  particular  place  f — A.  At  no 
particular  place. 

Q.  But  just  according  to  the  designation  to  b'e  afterward  made  by  the  bureau  ? — A.  Yes ; 
by  the  bureau. 

Q.  State  whether  or  not  seventy-five  cents  was  too  high  a  price  for  that  timber,  to  bo  de- 
livered at  Norfolk  ? — A.  Well,  sir,  I  suppose  the  government  might  have  got  the  timber 
delivered  at  Norfolk  for  less  money,  if  in  small  quantities. 

Q.  For  how  much  less  ? — A.  From  five  to  ten  cents,  may  be,  for  that  kind  of  timber.  If 
thev  had  advertised  for  that  kind  of  timber  in  small  quantities,  they  might  have  got  it  at  ten 
or  nfteeu  centA  less. 

Q.  And  have  said  that  they  wanted  it  delivered  at  Norfolk — that  being  specially  under- 
stood T — A.  Yes ;  that  being  specially  understood.  But  it  is  doubtful  whether  any  party 
could  have  undertaken  to  deliver  that  amount  of  timber  at  Norfolk — fifty  thousand  cubic 
feet.  I  wonld  not  nndertake  the  contract  now  for  twice  the  amount ;  I  could  not  do  it ;  I 
could  not  accomplish  it.  I  mean  for  the  same  class  of  timber.  A  few  days  ago  the  govern- 
ment bDught  at  open  pnrchase,  for  the  navy-yard  in  this  place,  three  thousand  feet  of  white- 
oak  plank-stock  logs,  at  67  cents  per  cubic  foot. 

Q.  Supposing  that  the  government  should  absolutely  refuse  to  carry  out  this  contract 
with  vou,  in  what  position  would  you  be  placed  in  reference  to  that  timber? — A.  Why,  it 
would  ruin  me ;  that  is  all 

Q.  State,  frankly,  whether  yon  could  ntilize  the  timber. — A.  No ;  not  at  all.  I  could  not 
sell  it  at  any  advantage.    The  market  is  down  now  to  Jiothing  abroad. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  time  pending  this  transaction  at  which,  in  comparison  with  the 

frice  asked  the  government,  you  could  have  sold  the  timbertoequallygooa  advantage? — A. 
think  that  at  the  time,  if  I  could  have  secnred  freights,  -I  could  have  done  it.  I  think 
that  twelve  months  ago  last  fall,  if  I  could  have  secured  freights,  I  could  have  sold  it  at 
Liverpool  at  prices  equally  as  good. 

Q.  State  whether  the  price  of  timber  in  this  conntryhas  fallen  since  then?— A.  O,  very 
materially. 

Q.  To  what  extent  ? — A.  W^ell,  I  do  not  know.     It  has  fallen  fifty  per  cent. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  since  you  entered  into  this  contract? — A.  Yes,  sir;  nothing  like  it  ever 
before  known. 

Q.  And  that  is  the  fact,  although  there  is  a  very  great  demand  for  this  timber? — A.  Yes, 
sir.     This  timber  does  not  enter  into  commerce ;  you  cannot  get  it. 

Q.  Have  you  since  made  any  other  arrangement  in  reference  to  this  contract  to  aid  you  in 
getting  the  timber  delivered  at  any  place? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  only  in  the  conversation  which  you  had  about  the  time  at  which  yon  made  the 
first  proposition  spoken  of  that  that  matter  was  referred  to  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  that  matter 
was  referred  to. 

Q.  And  never  afterwards? — A.  And  never  afterwards;  and  the  only  evidence  of  frand 
that  could  have  been  taken  was  that  the  timber  went  to  Norfolk  yard  instead  of  elsewhere ; 
and  with  that  1  had  nothing  to  do  whatever. 

Q.  You  say  that  on  your  part  there  was  nothing  but  good  faith  7 — A.  Nothing  but  good 
faitb.    Never  have  I  entered  into  a  contract  with  more  good  faith. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  contracts  with  the  department  since  then? — A.  O,  yes,  sir ;  and  I 
have  never  been  in  default  at  any  time  in  fulfilling  my  contracts.  When  Mr.  Lenthall  was 
chief  of  the  bureau  I  had  business  transactions  with  him,  and  had  for  a  number  of  years. 
One  of  the  largest  contracts  I  ever  filled  was  one  like  this  one.  It  was  at  New  York  City, 
and  the  price  was  fixed  by  the  constructor  atttbat  yard. 

Q.  You  never  bad  any  difficulty  with  the  government? — A.  Never. 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  names  of  any  other  parties  who  have  timber  of  the  precise  character 
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of  this  timber  to  sell  ?— A.  I  cannot.  I  do  not  know  of  any  who  have  it.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  cut  or  any  on  band. 

Q.  Have  you  any  papers  connected  with  this  transaction? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Sigrned  by  whom  i — A.  Signed  by  Mr.  Piatt  and  myself. 

Q.  Have  you  those  papers  with  you? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not. 

Q.  Can  you  furnish  them  to  the  committee  ? — A.  I  can  in  a  day  or  two. 

Q.  Will  you  do  sot — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Secretary  Thompson  relative  to  this  trans- 
action since  the  one  you  have  already  stated  ? — A.  Not  at  all ;  not  since  the  one  #hich  1 
stated,  about  the  renewal  of  the  deliveries.  • 

Q.  Tliat  was  the  one  in  which  this  conversation  occurred  ? — A.  No ;  it  was  a  prior  one. 
Some  time  ago  that  conversation  occurred.  That  conversation  took  place  near  twelve 
months  ago. 

Q.  Then  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Navy  agreed  to  modify  the  order  of  suspension  sub- 
sequent to  the  conversation  to  which  1  have  referred  in  my  examination  ? — A.  Certainly. 
All  of  it  was  subsequent  to  that. 

Q.  What  did  he  state  to  you  in  regard  to  payment? — A.  He  said  that  he  would  transfer 
the  ownership  of  the  material,  and  I  must  look  to  Congress.  I  must  look  to  those  gentle- 
men who  were  standing  around — members  of  Congress— for  my  pay. 

Q.  Then  the  full  amount  provided  to  be  paid  by  this  contract  is  still  due  you? — A.  Y'es, 
sir. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

"Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  fraud  in  connection  with  your  contract,  either  originally  in  ob- 
taining it  or  subsequently  in  the  effort  to  secure  a  change  of  the  place  of  delivery  of  the  tim- 
ber to  anv  other  yard  than  Norfolk  ? — A.  None  at  all,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  say  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy^  in  the  interview  heretofore  spoken  of, 
that  your  contract  was  a  fraudulent  one  ? — A.  No ;  I  do  not  remember  any  such  term  being 
used.  Indeed  it  is  not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  any  such  admission  was  made  on  my 
part,  as  I  would  certainly  not  accuse  myself  of  being  accessory  to  a  fraud. 

Q.  It  was  not  fraudulent  f — A.  It  was  not  fraudulent.  I  stated  to  the  Secretary  the  whole 
circumstance  connected  with  it,  and  I  told  him  that,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned,  I  entered 
into  it  in  good  faitb,  and  I  had  intended  to  consummate  it  in  the  same  manner.  He  said 
to  me  then  that  he  had  no  fault  to  find  with  me  in  the  matter ;  that  the  government  was  to 
blame,  and  not  the  citizen,  in  this  case. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Goode  present  at  this  conversation? — A.  He  was  when  the  deliveries  were 
renewed. 

Q.  But  not  at  this  conversation  to  which  you  now  refer? — A.  Not  then. 

By  tho  Chairman  : 
Q.  Was  anybody  present  ? — A.  I  think  Mr.  Easby  was,present. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Now  you  had  a  written  contract  with  Mr.  Piatt,  had  you? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Piatt  was  an  attorney  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  not  a  Representative  in  Congress  at  that  time  ?— A.  No ;  he  had  not  been  for 
some  time. 

Q.  And  that  contract  was  simply  that  he  was  to  use  his  influence,  or  do  what  he  could, 
to  have  this  timber  accepted  by  the  Navy  Department  ? — A.  By  the  Navy  Department :  yes, 
sir. 

Q.  That  was  all  that  he  was  to  do  ? — A.  That  was  all  that  he  was  to  do,  nothing  else ;  and 
there  was  nothing  underhand  to  be  done,  or  anything  like  that. 

Q.  The  Secretary  has  testified  here  in  regard  to  this  timber  of  yours  that  it  was  of  su- 
perior qualitv — the  yellow  pine. — A.  The  white  oak  7 

Q.  No  ;  the  yellow  pine.  He  spoke  of  the  snperior  quality  of  that  timber.  That  is  true 
as  to  that,  is  it? — A.  Yes,  sir;  but  of  the  white-oak  timber  more  especially.  It  was  the 
finest  lot  of  timber  I  have  ever  seen. 

Q.  State  the  date  of  the  order  or  letter  authorizing  you  to  deliver  this  timber  at  the  Norfolk 
yard. — A.  February  5,  1877. 

Q.  This  order  was  afterwards  suspended  ? — A.  It  was  afterwards  suspended. 

Q.  And  yon  were  not  allowed  to  go  on  with  the  delivery  until  late  in  October  ? — A.  Not 
until  late  in  October,  J  877.  I  have  lost  by  that  $10,000.  I  have  lost  in  timber  by  the  winds 
and  floods,  and  the  expense  of  getting  it  up  what  certainly  I  never  will  be  compensated  for. 

Q.  As  the  matter  stands,  the  order  has  been  carried  out  directing  the  delivery  of  the  tim- 
ber ? — A.  The  order  was  to  take  all  the  timber  that  I  had  at  the  yard  and  all  that  I  had  ia 
transitu,  which  included  all  my  timber. 

Q.  Have  you  completed  the  delivery  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  it  all  been  inspected  ? — A.  No,  sir.    It  has  not  all  been  hauled  up  yet. 

Q.  Have  vou  any  further  statement  to  mak^T— A.  There  is  only  one  thing,  gentlemen, 
that  has  botoered  me  in  this  matter.  I  do  not  like  to  have  my  evidoDce  seem  to  come  into 
antagonism  with  that  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.    His  recollection  is  very  different  frooE 
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iny  own  with  ref^ard  to  the  langaa^e  ust^d  at  the  time  of  which  he  speaks.  We  certainly 
did  a^n'ee  that  the  only  feature  in  which  there  could  have  been  any  fraad  was  in  that  particu- 
lar feature  of  the  order  by  which  the  Norfolk  yard  was  desijirnated  as  the  place  of  delivery  in- 
stead of  the  other  yards.  I  have  documents  in  my  possession  to  corroborate  every  particle 
of  my  testimony. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  at  about  what  time  this  conversation  occurred  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Was  it  not  soon  after  the  Secretary  came  into  office  ? — A.  No  ;  it  was  a  long  time  after 
wards^ 

Q.  He  came  into  office  last  March  t—A.  This  was  several  months  afterwards.  It  was 
perhaps  last  summer  some  time.  When  I  came  here  to  the  Department  at  that  time  my 
visit  had  no  reference  to  any  charp:e  of  fraud.  I  thought  that  the  suspension  meant  that  he 
would  renew  the  deliveries  whenever  he  got  money  to  do  it.  I  wonla  not  have  had  an  in- 
terview with  him  at  that  time  in  regard  to  anything  except  this  mast-timber.  I  was  nego- 
tiating to  offer  it  to  the  French  Government,  and  I  came  nere  to  offer  it  first  to  this  govern- 
ment. I  will  show,  from  the  agreement  with  Mr.  Piatt,  that  all  these  things  about  which  I 
have  testified  are  correct.  I  can  corroborate  everything  except  as  to  the  conversation  with 
the  Secretary. 

William  H.  Shock,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  recalled. 

By  the  Chaikman  : 

Q.  Please  to  submit  any  papers  which  you  have  prepared  for  the  use  of  the  committee  in 
obedience  to  their  request. — A.  I  submit  to  the  committee  two  papers,  the  contents  of  which 
are  as  follows : 

1.  A  paper  dated  February  27,  1878.  signed  by  W.  H.  Shock,  Engineer-in-Chief  o  the 
Navy,  and  addressed  to  R.  W.  Thompson,  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  relating  to  a  transaction 
between  the  government  and  Wood,  Dialogue  &>  Co.,  for  six  boilers,  afterwards  placed  on 
the  Mayflower  and  Triana;  showing  the  time  at  which  the  contracts  were  made,  the  condi- 
tion in  which  the  work  was  found,  and  the  cost  of  making  good  the  work.  [Marked  **  Ex. 
A,  Mar.  II,  J878."]  • 

2.  A  paper  dated  January  12,  1878,  signed  by  W.  H.  Shock,  Engineer-in-Chief,  and  di- 
rected to  tne  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  relating  to  economy  in  the  centralization  of  the  work  in 
our  various  navy -yards.     [Marked  *'  Ex.  B,  Mar.  11,  1878."] 

Danirl  Ammek,  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Navigation,  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Please  to  submit  any  papers  you  may  have  which  have  been  prepared  in  response  to 
the  call  of  the  committee. — A.  I  have  here  and  now  submit  various  papers  explanatory  of 
the  method  of  doing  business  in  the  Bureau  of  Navigation.  The  first  of  these  (marked ''  State 
ment  A")  shows  "bills  approved  by  the  chief  of  the  bureau  for  purchases  by  contract,  open 
purchases,  and  services  rendered  (as  per  bureau*s  bill-book),  under  appropriation  *  Naviga- 
tion,* fiscal  year  1 87f>-7, 157,790. U4;  under  appropriation  'NAvigation'  from  July  1, 1677,  to 
March  4,  1878,  $37,585.45." 

Q.  State  briefly  what  is  contained  in  the  several  papers  which  you  present,  so  that  a  rec- 
ord of  the  same  may  be  made  by  the  reporter. — A.  These  papers  contain  statements  of 
different  expenditures.  For  example,  the  paper  headed  Statement  B  shows  **  Expenditures 
under  appropriation  *' Navigation"  in  reimoursing  other  bureaus  for  materials  furnished 
for  the  fiscal  year  1876-77.  Then  the  next  paper  [Statement  B  also]  shows  a  similar 
statement  for  the  fiscal  year  1877-78.  Statement  C  is  an  exhibit  of  expenditures  under 
a^ropriation  "Navigation  "  on  account  of  purchases  of  charts,  sailing  directions,  nautical 
instruments,  &;c.,  made  through  the  Messrs.  Seligman  Brothers,  at  London  England. 
Statement  D  is  an  exhibit  of  expenditures  under  appropriation  "Navigation"  for  labor  fur- 
nished at  navy-vards,  as  per  pay-rolls,  from  July  1,  1876,  to  February  28,  1878,  inclusive. 
Statement  E  shows  expenditures  under  appropriation  "Navigation"  by  vessels  in  com- 
mission on  the  different  stations.  These  are  stated  by  quarters  of  the  year,  and  the  paper 
is  brought  down  as  far  as  the  figures  are  obtainable.  Statement  F  is  an  abstract  of  purcliases 
by  contract  under  advertisement  for  fiscal  year  1876-77  and  fiscal  year  1877-78. 

[Note. — The  foregoing  papers,  being  attached,  will  be  found  in  the  order  above  given  in 
the  appendix,  under  the  mark  of  "  Exhibits  produced  by  Daniel  Ammeu,  chief  of  bureau, 
March  11,  1878."] 

[The  witness  produces  several  of  the  books  of  the  Bureau  of  Navigation  for  exhibition  to 
the  committee  ;  the  same  being  entitled  "Navigation  B." — Bills  approved,"  and  showing  in 
detail  the  figures  from  which  the  abstract  (Statement  A)  had  been  taken.] 

Q.  Have  you  any  additional  papers  to  submit  1 — A.  1  have  here  a  memorandum  that  was 
referred  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  relating  to  regulation  circular  No.  6,  in  regard  to  open 
purchases.  I  will  hand  this  to  the  committee  and  they  will  ascertain  its  meaning.  I  would 
be  glad  to  have  you  look  at  the  note  written  on  the  baek  uf  the  paper. 

[The  "  note"  referred  to  by  witness  is  as  follows  :   "  File. — The  within  \^as  shown  to  the 
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Secretary  of  the  Navy,  who  said  tliat  any  other  method  of  purchasins:  than  that  uow  in 
vogue  (that  is,  as  heretofore)  was  manifestly  improper,  if  not  impossible. 
**  14th  July,  1877.  '^D.  AMMEN.^J 

[The  paper  sabmitted  is  marked  *'  G."] 

The  WITNESS.  I  submit  another  paper,  showing  my  balance-sheet  up  to  March  1.  1878, 
by  which  may  be  seen  the  amount  remaining  unexpended,  my  object  being  to  show  the 
committee  that  I  have  looked  carefully  after  the  accounts  of  the  bureau. 

[The  paper  here  submitted  is  marked  **Ex.lI.,  Mar.  11,  78/*  and  will  be  found  in  the 
appendix.] 

The  Witness.  I  have  also  here  a  paper  containing  an  abstract  showing,  in  a  more  con- 
venient way  than  the  same  could  be  shown  by  references  to  the  books,  that  certain  expenses 
were  incurred  that  were  not  specially  provided  for.  On  the  books,  the  names  of  the  vessels 
that  have  been  furnished  for  special  service  appear.  For  instance,  the  vessel  here  named  was 
furnished  with  instruments  for  making  magnetic  determinations  of  longitude ;  thfcTuscarora 
was  supplied  with  deep-sea  sounding  apparatus  for  surveying ;  the  Huron  lost  her  chronom- 
eters, which  belonged  to  this  bureau. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  many  of  those  chronometers  were  lost  ? — A.  There  were  ten  or  twelve.  Then, 
besides  that,  she  was  fitted  for  surveying  with  other  instruments. 

Q.  The  paper  here  indicated  shows  the  character  of  these  expenditures  ? — A.  It  shows  the 
actual  appropriations  in  each  instance.  I  made  it  out,  thinking  it  would  be  more  convenient 
to  refer  to  than  would  be  the  books. 

[Note. — The  paper  is  marked  *'  Ex.  I,  Mar.  II,  7??,"  and  will  be  found  in  the  appendix.] 

Adjourned. 


Washington,  March  13,  1678. 
Wu^LiAM  W.  Williams  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  your  position  in  the  Navy. — Answer.  Pay  inspector. 

Q.  Where  are  you  stationed  ? — A.  In  the  Navv  pay  office,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Q.  For  what  period  have  you  been  stationed  here  ? — A.  I  have  been  stationed  here  over 
two  years. 

Q.  Have  you  in  your  official  capacity  been  cognizant  of  any  transaction  between  the  Navy 
Department  and  William  White,  of  Portsmouth,  relative  to  certain  timber  7 — A.  I  am  cog- 
nizant of  it  only  so  far  as  it  is  shown  by  the  records  of  my  office,  which  I  have  here  with  me. 

Q.  State  what  those  records  show. — A.  They  simply  show  that  I  was  notified  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  Construction  that  William  White  had  certain  timber  that  the  government  was  desirous 
of  getting.  I  have  here  the  papers  in  the  matter  and  can  read  them  to  the  committee  if  that 
be  desired. 

Q.  Can  you  hand  over  those  papers  to  the  committee? — A.  Yes,  sir.  All  the  papers  are 
here  but  one,  a  bid  from  Mr.  Duvyea,  which  I  have  mislaid  somewhere.  I  got  three  informal 
bids,  and  then  I  made  inquiries  here  in  town  and  I  satisfied  myself  that  that  lumber  was  not 
at  an  unreasonable  price,  and  that  the  rate  was  a  fair  market  rate  for  it. 

Q.  When  you  state  that  the  prices  were  not  unreasonable,  to  what  prices  do  you  refer  ? — 
A.  I  speak  of  the  prices  that  Mr.  White  offered  the  wood  at.  It  was  75  cents  per  cubic  foot 
lor  the  oak  and  41)  cents  for  the  yellow  pine.  ^ 

Q.  State  what  other  bids  there  were;  and,  if  any,  at  what  figures  the  other  bids  were 
made. — A.  I  shall  have  to  look  at  the  schedule  in  order  to  enable  me  to  answer  the  question. 

Q.  Refer  to  it  and  then  give  your  answer. — A.  [After  referring  to  the  papers  produced.] 
There  was  one  from  W.  W.  Tucker  and  one  from  Joseph  Duryea,  of  New  York. 

Q.  Give  the  address  of  W.  W.  Tucker. — A.  The  address  is  "  Deep  Creek,  Norfolk  County, 
Ya."  He  offered  to  furnish  the  yellow  pine  at  49f  cents,  and  the  white  oak  at  77  cents. 
Duryea's  prices,  as  I  remember  them,  were  about  the  same.     They  were  all  higher. 

Q.  You  say  that  in  any  event  they  were  higher  than  those  of  the  party  whose  bid  was  ac- 
cepted f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  were  higher.    Mr.  White  was  the  lowest  of  the  three  bidders. 

Q.  I  notice  among  the  papers  here  produced  by  you  a  bid  from  W.  W.  Tucker. — Yes,  sir ; 
that  is  the  one. 

Q.  That  is  a  copy  of  the  original  bid  ?--A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  the  order,  and  he  wrote  his 
bid  right  on  the  bottom  of  it. 

Q.  The  papers  also  include  your  invitation  to  Mr.  White  to  bid,  inviting  proposals  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir.  Here  is  something  that  would  be  of  value  for  your  information  it  you  desire  to 
look  at  the  sizes  of  that  tiniber.  [Producing  an  additional  paper.]  It  is  extremely  large 
imber.  The  figures  contained  in  this  paper  indicate  the  length  of  the  sticks  and  what  they 
swear  to.  They  swear  to  very  large  sizes.  The  sizes  indicated  on  the  paper  marked  **  O  " 
are  those  of  oak,  itnd  those  headed  **  Y.  P.'  are  those  of  yellow  pine.  This  paper  is  a  schedule 
that  he  sent  me. 
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Q.  Who  sent  you  ih\»  ? — A.  White  did.    lu  his  bid  he  says  [reading^  from  bid  referred  to] : 

This  is  se&^coaat  timber,  the  finest  in  the  world,  as  the  inclosed  schedule  will  prove/* 

Q.  Then  he  sent  you  this  paper  [the  schedule  referred  to]  to  indicate  the  character  of  the 
timber  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  to  indicate  the  sizes  of  it.  They  are  extraordinarily  large  sizes.  The 
committee  are  at  liberty  to  retain  that  schedule,  because  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  records 
ot  my  office  at  all. 

[Note. — ^The  papers  previously  submitted  by  witness  are  marked  as  follows:  Exhibits 
A,  B,  C,  D,  E,  &  F,  Mar.  13,  '78.  The  paper  spoken  of  as  a  schedule  is  marked  with 
date  **£x.  G,"  and  shows  as  to  each  stick  the  number  of  the  same,  the  length  of  the  stick 
in  feet,  the  size  of  the  stick  in  inches,  and  the  solid  contents  of  the  stick  in  feet,  separate 
schedules  being  given  for  the  oak  and  yellow-pine  timber  respectively.  All  the  papers  will 
be  found  in  the  appendix.  ] 

Q.  State  what  nae  been  your  general  custom  in  transactions  such  as  the  one  here  inquired 
into — whether  to  make  purchases  by  advertisement  or  open  purchase. — A.  By  advertisement 
when  directed  by  the  bureau,  and  by  open  purchase  when  not  directed. 

Q.  What  has  been  the  usual  course  7 — A.  My  usual  course  has  been  also  to  refer  to  the 
bureaus  for  instructions  regarding  it,  whether  I  should  advertise  or  buy  by  open  purchase. 

Q.  Then  you  abide  by  their  instructions,  whatever  they  may  be  7 — A.  I  abide  by  their 
instructions,  yes,  sir — whatever  they  may  be. 

Q.  Is  there  an  abundance  or  scarcity  of  the  kind  of  timber  here  referred  to  7 — A.  I  have 
found  by  different  inouiries  that  there  is  a  great  scarcity  of  it,  and  that  the  English  govern* 
ment  have  agents  in  this  country  trying  to  buy  all  that  they  can  get  of  this  sea-coast  timber  ; 
that  is  what  I  have  heard. 

Q.  F]om  where  does  the  timber  come  that  is  not  sea-coast  timber  ? — A.  A  good  deal  of  it 
comes  from  Ohio;  from  Upland.  Ohio. 

Q.  How  does  that  compare  with  the  coast  oak  timber? — A.  So  far  as  I  know,  for  I  can 
speak  from  hearsay  only,  the  coast  oak  is  a  closer  grained  wood,  and  better  fitted  for  ship- 
building. 

Q.  It  brings  a  higher  price  ?— A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  brings  a  higher  price  in  the  market 

Q.  This  timber  you  purchased  was  purchased  in  a  lawful  way,  was  it? — A.  Yes,  sir;  ac- 
cording to  the  usual  forms. 

By  Mr.  Pag  e  : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  advertisement  was  in  the  usual  form  ? 

The  Chairman.  The  purchase  was  made  by  *'open  purchase,'*  but  I  am  desirous  of 
knowing  whether  it  was  done  according  to  law. 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  was  done  according  to  law,  as  the  papers  here  produced  will  show. 

Q.  Although  you  went  and  invited  these  bids  7— A.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  simply  done  ac- 
cording to  my  direction,  to  see  if  his  price  was  at  the  lowest  market  rate. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  whether  you  have  been  in  the  habit  of  purchasing  timber  of  the  character  of  that 
which  was  purchased  in  this  instance. — A.  I  havn  not  purchased  anything  of  that  kind  until 
very  recently. 

Q.  Have  you  done  so  very  recently  ? — A.  I  did  so  on  March  4th  of  this  year,  by  advertise* 
ment. 

Q.  State  what  were  the  prices  bid  at  that  time. — A.  I  will  read  the  bids  to  you,  and  then 
state  the  one  which  received  the  award.  [Referring  to  papers.]  A.  P.  Brown  bid  ^5  cents 
per  cubic  foot,  seasoned. 

Q.  What  class  of  seasoned  timber  was  that  7 — A.  Seasoned  oak. 

Q.  Similar  to  that  bought  from  Mr.  White  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  only  not  quite  such  large  sizes. 
They  were  not  the  extraordinary  sizes  of  this  other.  Then  the  next  bid  was  that  of  John  R. 
W^hite,  jr.,  of  49  cents,  unseasoned.  That  was  **  green,  standing,*'  standing  in  the  woods, 
not  fit  for  ship-building.  It  would  have  to  be  seasoned  first  before  it  could  be  used ;  it  is 
not  even  fit  to  be  cut  up  into  logs ;  it  is  left  standing  in  the  woods.  They  will  not  cut  it 
down  until  they  find  a  market  for  it. 

Then,  there  is  *'Hugh  Hammill — 44  cents."  His  is  unseasoned  also.  He  said  that  it 
was  all  standing  in  the  woods.  A.  A.  McCuUough,  bid  67 cents,  '* seasoned*';  and  George 
P.  Goff  bid  75  cents,  *'  seasoned." 

Q.  That  is,  for  the  oak? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  all  of  these  bids  were  for  the  oak.  The  bid  was 
awarded  to  A.  A.  McDuUough  at  67  cents,  the  unseasoned  not  being  the  kind  wanted. 
There  were  only  three  men,  out  of  all  these  that  bid,  who  could  tumish  the  seasoned. 

Q.  How  does  this  oak  timber  compare  with  that  of  the  purchase  from  Mr.  White? — A. 
I  have  not  seen  it ;  it  has  not  been  delivered  at  the  navy-yard  yet ;  but,  according  to  the 
requirements  of  the  advertisement,  it  will  have  to  be  of  first  quality,  if  not  so  large  as  that 
furnished  by  Mr.  White- 

Q.  Is  it  the  more  valuable  the  larger  it  is  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  there  been  a  fall  in  the  price  of  timber  since  the  purchase  from  Mr.  White  ? — A. 
No,  sir;  not  in  that  of  this  class.  The  scarcity,  I  think,  has  caused  it  tq  rather  increase. 
You  see  that  in  these  bids  the  price  runs  up  to  85  cents,  which  is  the  price  that  one  man 
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bid,  and  that  man  was  Austin  P.  Brown,  a  man  who  deals  directly  in  tbi^  lumber  and  has 
lumber  on  band. 

Q.  At  what  price  was  the  award  given  to  the  successful  bidder  ? — A.  He  bid,  and  got  it 
at,  67. 

Q.  Where,  by  the  ti^rros  of  the  contract,  is  he  bound  to  deliver,  it  1 — A.  He  is  bound  to 
deliver  it  here. 

Q.  At  Washington  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Suppose  the  contract  had  bound  him  to  deliver  it  at  any  navy-yard  that  mij^ht  be 
designateaby  the  department,  would  it  have  been  at  a  higher  price  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  could 
not  have  furnished  it  at  that  price.  I  feel  convinced  he  could  not  have  done  it.  He  could 
not  have  furnished  it  to  Boston,  or  Pensacola,  or  any  of  those  places  ;  it  could  not  have  b^eu 
done.    It  was  specified  in  the  advertisement,  *'  to  be  delivered  at  the  Washington  yard.'* 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  what  amount  of  timber  will  be  required  for  the  ensu- 
ing yearf — A.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  not. 

Q.  I  presume  you  do  not  take  cognizance  of  matters  such  as  those  until  your  attention  is 
called  to  them  by  the  bureaus  f — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  What  is  the  difference  in  the  manner  of  soliciting  bids  as  between  *'  open  purchase"' 
and  regular  advertisement  ? — A.  The  difference  is  this,  that  in  the  one  case  it  is  advertised, 
according  to  law,  in  papers,  and  in  the  other  you  send  out  and  get  bids,  sometimes  verbally 
and  sometimes  in  writing. 

Q.  The  only  difference,  then,  between  the  two  modes,  open  purchase  and  purchase  by 
advertisement,  is  that  in  the  one  case  proposals  are  advertised  in  the  uewspa))ers  and  an 
opportunity  given  to  all  to  bid  ;  and  in  the  other  case  there  is  simply  a  request  from  the 
department  to  various  parlies  to  submit  a  proposition  to  fpruish  certain  articles  at  n  certain 
price  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is,  such  articles  as  you  may  designate  in  your  circular  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  both  instances  they  are  contracts  ?— A.  No,  sir ;  they  are  not  both  under  the  head 
of  contracts. 

Q.  They  would  both  be  considered  contracts  f — A.  I  should  oblige  them  to  give  security. 

Q.  Take,  for  instance,  the  acceptance  by  Mr.  White  of  vour  proposition  when  you  wrote 
him  the  letter  reouestinghim  to  submit  the  prices  upon  which  be  would  furnish  the  timber, 
did  you  not  consider  that  a  contract  ? — A.  Well,  it  is  not  really  in  the  eyes  of  the  depart- 
ment, a  contract. 

Q.  Could  you  not  enforce  it  ? — A.  Yes ;  you  could  enforce  it. 

Q.  He  is  bound  by  its  conditions  ? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  is  bound  by  its  condition?*. 

Q.  Then  it  was  a  contract? — A.  It  was  in  the  light  of — in  the  form  of— a  contract. 

Q.  Then,  really,  the  only  difference  between  contracts  made  by  open  purchase  and  con- 
tracts made  upon  advertisement  is,  that  in  the  one  instance  the  propositions  of  the  depart- 
ment are  advertised  in  the  newspapers  and  in  the  other  they  are  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  notified  that  this  contract  with  Mr.  White  had  been  canceled  1 — A.  No, 
sir ;  never. 

Q.  Or  annulled  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Who  would  have  been  the  proper  party  to  receive  notification  from  the  Secretftry  of 
the  Navy  of  such  cancellation  or  annullment  it  the  same  had  been  ordered  f — A.  I  should 
have  been  notified  or  the  Bureau  of  Construction,  so  that  I  would  not  have  approved  any 
more  of  his  bills. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  notified  that  Mr.  White's  contract  had  been  canceled? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  notified  that  it  had  been  suspended? — A.  Never. 

Q.  Have  you  been  notified  as  to  any  other  contracts  for  timber  having  been  suspended  ? — 
A.  No,  sir;  I  never  have  had  any  that  have  been  suspended  in  my  office. 

Q.  The  circular  sent  by  you  to  Mr.  White  inviting  his  bid  reads :  *'  Please  inform  me  by 
return  mail  at  what  price  you  will  furnish  and  deliver  at  any  navy-yard,  at  your  own  risk 
and  expense,  and  subject  to  the  usual  inspection  and  approval  of  the  commandant,  the  fol- 
lowing articles,  to  be  delivered  as  the  bureau  may  direct,"  &.c.  Whece  was  this  timber 
finally  delivered,  and  what  portion  of  it  was  delivered  f — A.  The  portion  that  was  delivered 
was  delivered  at  Norfolk. 

Q.  By  whose  order,  do  you  know  ? — A.  I  do^not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  influence  that  was  brought  to  bear  to  secure  the  delivery  at  that, 
point  ? — A.  I  suppose  it  was  by  the  bureau,  as  he  was  directed  by  my  order. 

Q.  You  were  directed  by  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  to  have  the  timber  de- 
livered at  Norfolk,  were  you  ? — A.  I  was  directed  to  approve  the  bill  when  it  was  presented 
to  me. 

Q.  Through  which  bureau  ?  Would  it  be  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  that 
would  select  the  place  where  the  timber  was  to  be  delivered  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  were  you  notified  of  that  fact,  as  to  where  it  would  be  delivered  by  the  head  of 
the  Bureau  of  Constniction  and  Repair  t — A.  I  was  notified  that  the  amount  that  was  to  be 
delivered  was  to  be  delivered  at  Norfolk. 

Q.  You  do  no!  know  through  what  influence  the  order  was  made  to  have  it  delivered  at 
Norfolk,  do  you  f — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not.  All'of  it  has  not  been  deliveretj.;  there  is  quite  a 
large  balance  that  has  not  been  delivered. 
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Navy  Paymaster's  Office, 
H^aghingtoH,  D,  C,  January  31,  1877. 

Please  inform  me  bj  return  mail  at  what  price  you  will  furnish  and  deliver  at  any  navy- 
yard,  at  Tonr  own  risk  and  expense,  and  subject  to  the  usual  inspection  and  approval  of  the- 
commandaut,  the  following  articles,  viz,  to  be  delivered  as  the  Bureau  may  direct: 

80,000  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  plank  stock  logs. 
50,000  cubic  feet  white-oak  plank  stock  log^. 
Very  respectfully  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 
Pay  Inspector  United  Slates  Nary. 
Mr.  Joseph  W.  Duryea, 

New  York  City. 

I  will  deliver  the  above  yellow-pine  plank  sock  logs  at  51  cents  per  cubic  foot;  and 
white-oak  plank  stock  logs  at  80  cents  per  cubic  foot. 

JOSEPH  W.  DURYEA. 
258  Cherry  Street,  New  York  City. 


John  W.  Easbv,  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Please  to  make  any  statement  Chat  you  are  prepared  to  make  in  answer  to  requests 
by  the  committee  for  information. — Answer.  I  have  prepared  some  figures  concerning  informa- 
tion asked  for  at  a  former  meeting  by  a  member  of  the  committee,  Mr.  Carlisle.  My  statement 
is  this  (referring  to  memorandum) :  The  increase  of  money-balance  on  hand  between  Decern- 
ber  12,  J  874,  and  April  3,  1875,  was  due  to  a  transfer  of  $849,045.07  from  appropriation 
*'  Floating-iron  dock"  to  appropriation  **  Double-turreted  monitors."  Up  to  April  3,  1875,  a 
large  part  of  this  amount  had  been  expended,  so  that  on  that  day  the  sum  of  $258,872.23  was 
onliand.  Now,  on  June  30,  18^",  the  balance  on  hand  was  $9.6^3.15;  the  indebtedness 
was  $1,442,534.81  ;  and  the  net  indebtedness  was  $1,432,901.66.  You  will  observe  that  the 
contracts  of  March  3  are  left  out  of  this. 

Q.  Those  were  suspended  before  that,  and  therefore  you  did  not  consider  them  part  of  the 
indebtedness  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  now  ask  your  attention  to  another  matter.  I  hold  in  my  hand  what  purports  to  be 
a  bill  against  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair.  Look  at  it,  and  state  whether  the 
charge  there  made  is  a  proper  charge  against  the  Department. — A.  This  is  a  bill  for  ten  life- 
boats.   It  seems  to  have  been  based  upon  an  order  written  January  25,  1877. 

Q.  Read  the  whole  of  the  order  to  which  you  refer,  if  it  be  a  brief  one,  so  that  it  may  go 
npon  the  record. — A.  [Reading  from  one  of  the  bureau  records:]  This  is  au  order  dated 
January  25,  1867.     It  is  as  follows : 

'*SiR:  Please  furnish  for  the  Trenton  and  other  vessels  fitting  out  ten  life-boats  of  the 
most  approved  pat  em  and  at  the  lowest  cost. 
**  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"L  HANSCOM. 
''  Chiff  of  BurtuK. 
'*  Pay  Director,  Geo.  F.  Cutter, 

'•  U.  S.  iV.,  New  York/' 

Q.  State  what  was  done  pursuant  to  that  order. — A.  The  next  that  we  know  about  it  is 
this.    Here  is  an  order,  dated  November  19,  1877,  which  reads  as  follows  : 

**SiR:  By  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  you  will  receive  the  boats  offered  for 
delivery  by  Mr.  Ingersoll. 

"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant. 

♦♦J.  W.  EASBY, 

''Chief  of  Burenn. 
"Commodore J.  W.  NrcHOLSON,  U.S.  N.. 

''Commandant  Navy  Yard f  New  York.'' 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  was  the  price  to  be  paid  for  those  boats  / — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  noth- 
ing appears  in  the  orders  that  I  have  here  communicating  the  price,  and  I  will  be  obliged  to 
refer  to  other  records  to  ascertain  where  it  may  be  found  officially. 

Q.  Have  approved  bills  been  given  for  the  amount  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  any  order  in  existence  to  the  effect  that  approved  bills  should  not  be  given  therefor  f 
— A.  No,  sir.  I  have  read  all  that  I  can  at  this  moment  refer  to  on  the  f  ubject.  The  next 
that  I  know  on  the  subject  is  the  bill  here  shown,  which  is  signed,  correct  as  to  price,  by  Mr. 
Gilmore.  There  is  surelv  something  on  the  records  elsewhere  designating  the  price.  Mr. 
Goldsborongh,  the  chief  clerk,  who  was  here  under  Mr.  Hanscom,  and  who  of  course  knows 
all  about  it,  informed  me  that  the  letters  here  read  by  me  were  the  only  lett^s,  but  it  is  very 
certain  that  we  knew  before  this  bill  was  produced  this  morning  that  the  boat^  were  to  be 
$1,500  apiece.     It  is  known  that  that  was  the  price  to  be  charged. 
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Q.  Did  the  department  ever  Agree  to  pay  that  price  for  them  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  that  it 
did,  but  I  will  look  up  the  letters  in  order  to  show  where  we  get  the  price  from.  The  reason 
why  I  know  that  the  price  was  as  is  here  stated  is  that  the  claim  of  $15,000  for  life-boats  is 
in  the  account  rendered  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  by  the  bureau. 

[Note  :  The  following  is  the  paper  referred  to,  with  one  other  of  like  form :] 

*•  New  York,  Januam  29,  1878. 

*'  United  States  Navy,  Construction  Department,  bought  of  A.  M.  lugersoll,  &c. 

'*Ten37  feet  IngersoU's  patent  self  righting  and  baling  metallic  life-boats,  at 

$l,500each,  as  per  contract $15,000 

**  Price  correct  as  per  agreement  of  January  29, 1677. 
(Signed) 

*'A.  H.  GILMORE, 

**Pfly  Inspector. 
"Boats  delivered  at  the  Brooklyn  navy-yard.^' 

*'  New  York,  February  10, 1877. 

"  Mr,  Geo.  F.  Cutter,  pay  director.  United  States  Navy,  Bureau  Steam-Engineering,  to  In- 

gersoU  Paint  Works,  Dr. 

[A.  M.  Ingersoll.] 

**To  merchandise  as  per  bill  rendered $13,156  50'^ 

The  above  paints  and  brushes  were  delivered  and  regular  vouchers  issued  and  signed  by 
the  department. 

[Accompanying  the  above  was  the  following : 

**New  York,  Match  12,  1678. 
*•  Hon.  Benj.  a.  Willis, 

*^Chairman  Committu  Expenditures,  United  States  Navy: 

'*  Sir  :  Inclosed  please  find  statements  of  my  accounts  as  approved  by  the  United  Stales 
Navy  Department.  • 

*'  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

"A.  M.  1NGERS0LL."J 

A  communication  received  from  Mr.  P.  Burgess,  transmitting  a  statement  relative  to  his 
contracts  for  reconstructiue  the  Monadnock,  was  ordered  by  the  committee  to  be  inserted  in 
the  report  of  testimony.     It  is  as  follows : 

**  Office,  80  Broadway,  New  York, 

••  March  J2,  1878. 

*'  Dear  Sir  :  With  the  view  of  placing  before  you  a  concise  statement  of  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  my  contracts  for  reconstructing  the  Monadnock,  at  Vallejo,  Cal., 
I  respectfully  submit  the  following  statement : 

"  I  bid  for  the  frame  and  plating  contracts  under  advertisement  dated  July  12,  1875,  ask- 
ing for  proposals  to  set  up  the  frame  and  to  put  on  the  inner  and  outer  skin  plating,  &c.,  of 
the  United  States  iron-clad  double-turreted  monitor  Monadnock,  all  plans,  specifications, 
and  materials  to  be  furnished  by  the  government  as  fast  as  requirea  by  the  contractor. 
(Please  find  copy  of  advertisement  inclosed.) 

*'  The  bids  under  this  advertisement  were  as  follows  : 


Name  of  bidder. 

Amonntofbid  to 
erect  frame. 

Amount  of  bid  to 
pnt  on  plating. 
Sec 

Total. 

T.  F.  Rowland.  New  York 

For  both. 

146.000 

60.000 

22,350 

For  both. 

$243,000 

247,500 

216,900 

$325,000 

Hope  Iron  Works,  San  Francivco 

289,000 

Tayton  Iron  Worki.  San  FranciDCO 

306,000 
239,250 

Phineas  Burtreis.  Vallejo,  Cal 

*'  Thus  you  will  see  the  difference  on  the  two  contracts  between  my  bid  of  $239,250  and 
the  next  lowest  bidler,  namely,  $289,000,  was  $49,750. 

*'  The  contracts  for  the  frame  and  plating  were  awarded  to  me,  and  the  frame  contract  was 
executed  under  date  of  September  18.  J  875,  which  contract  is  completed  and  paid  for.  The 
contract  for  plating  was  executed  under  date  of  October  2,  1875,  and  commenced  by  me  im- 
mediately on  the  completion  of  the  frame  contract. 

'  By  the  t^rnis  of  the  advertisement  and  the'contract,  all  the  materials,  plans,  and  specifi- 
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cations  were  to  be  furnished  by  the  government  as  rapidly  as  the  contractor  might  require 
them,  I  to  do  the  work  in  a  first-class,  workmanlike  manner,  within  the  period  of  nine  (9) 
months  from  the  time  the  first  of  the  materiaU  were  delivered  to  me  by  the  government,  the 
government  to  pay  me  for  the  same  in  ten  (10)  equal  payments,  within  thirty  (30)  days 

after  the  work  shall  have  been  approved  and  vouchers  for  the  same  issued. 

*'After  proceeding  with  the  contract  for  a  short  time,  I  found  I  did  not  have  the  necessary 
materials,  plans,  and  specifications,  and  I  notified  the  department  of  the  fact.  I  also  noti- 
fied the  department  that  I  required  the  materials,  &c.,  which  they  had  determined  upon 
utilizing,  from  the  old  hull  of  the  Mouadnock,  as  I  could  not  finish  my  contract  until  I  re- 
ceived tnem.  The  reply  was  that  the  materials  required  should  be  furnished  and  forwarded, 
with  the  exception  ot  the  materials  from  the  old  bull,  which  materials  would  not  be  de- 
livered until  a  regular  contract  to  break  up  the  old  and  complete  the  new  hull  was  made, 
estimates  for  which  purpose  were,  ai  that  time,  being  made  by  the  department.  Finally, 
after  progressing  with  the  work  as  far  as  I  could  with  the  materials  on  hand,  I  stopped 
work  July,  1876,  and  made  application  in  person  for  the  materials  required  to  complete  my 
contract.  The  department  informed  me  they  were  not  prepared,  as  yet,  to  make  a  contract 
to  break  up  the  old  hull  and  finish  the  vessel,  and  I  would  have  to  wait  for  materials  until 
that  contract  was  made. 

'*ln  December,  1876,  further  materials  having  arrived,  I  again  commenced  work,  and  in 
February,  1877,  I  again  applied  for  the  materials  from  the  old  hull,  which  were  necessary 
for  me  to  finish  the  contract,  and  finally  made  proposals  to  complete  the  Monadnock  and 
break  up  the  old  hull,  which  proposals  were  declined,  but  the  work  was  offered  to  me  at  a 
much  less  price. 

•'After  considering  the  matter,  I  agreed  to  accept  the  offer,  in  order  to  get  my  plating  con- 
tract done,  and  I  made  a  contract  covering  such  work,  under  date  of  March  !{,  1877. 

**On  the  16th  of  March,  1877,  I  was  ordered  to  suspend  work  on  my  last  contract  (March 
3,  1877),  by  the  preset t  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  department  had  no  funds  to 
prosecute  the  work,  and  that  I  would  have  to  wait  until  Congress  appropriated  the  money 
for  this  work. 

'*In  my  plating  contract  the  department  inserted  a  penalty  of  $100  per  day  for  each  and 
every  day  that  1  might  take  over  the  nine  months  to  complete  my  contract  of  October  2, 
1875,  provided  such  delays  should  not  be  caused  by  any  action  or  laches  of  the  department : 
and  by  the  action  of  the  department  this  contract  is  still  unfinished,  as  1  am  still  m  need  ot 
materials  and  the  materials  from  the  old  hull,  and  the  approved  vouchers  given  me  for  work 
already  done  ai'es  till  unpaid. 

**  1  regarded  the  payment  of  the  several  bills  within  30  days  as  of  great  advantage  to  me, 
as  it  would  save  me  the  expense  of  interest,  and  enable  me  to  progress  with  the  work  more 
rapidly. 

'^  I  inclose  with  this  a  statement  of  approved  bills  now  due  me  and  unpaid,  earned  on  the 
Comanche  and  Monadnock,  and  the  amount  of  reservation  and  balance  of  last  pay- 
ment on  my  contract  of  October  2,  1875.  I  also  include  the  date;5  of  approval  of  the  bills 
given  to  me,  by  which  you  will  see  how  long  I  have  been  kept  out  of  my  money. 

**  From  the  above  statement  you  will  see  I  have  been  continually  delayed  from  the  com- 
mencement of  my  contract  by  the  non-delivery  of  the  materials  and  the  non-payment  of 
the  vouchers  within  the  30  days  named  in  the  contract,  causing  thereby  a  damage  to  me  to 
the  extent  of  the  interest,  at  an  exorbitant  rate,  on  the  amount  of  vouchers  I  am  carrying, 
and  the  additional  expense  of  yard  rent,  superintending,  iniurance,  clerk  hire,  watchmen, 
&c.,  for  the  prclongea  time  beyond  the  9  months,  caused  by  the  non-receipt  of  materials. 

'*  The  approved  voucher  due  me  on  the  Comanche,  amounting  to  $14,500 1  would  state,  was 
earned  by  me  on  a  contract  with  the  department,  on  which  I  was  the  lowest  bidder,  and 
even  that  bid  was  cut  down  by  the  department  over  ten  per  cent. 

*'  The  relief  I  ask  for  is :  First,  to  have  my  approved  vouchers  paid  as  soon  as  possible,  to 
relieve  me  from  the  exorbitant  interest  1  am  now  paying  on  loans  made  on  them ;  and, 
second,  to  be  allowed  to  finish  my  plating  contract,  and  go  on  with  my  contract  of  March 
3,  1877,  so  I  can  complete  the  vessel  and  save  damages  which  are  continually  accruing. 
•*  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

'*  PHINEAS  BURGESS. 

*'  Hon.  Benjamin  A.  Willis, 

*'  Chairman  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Navy  Department, 

'' Houre  of  HepresentaticeSf  Washington^  D.  C." 

NaVV   DEPART3IENT,    BUREAU  OF   CONSTRUCTION  AND  REPAIR, 

Washington,  D,  C.^July  12,  1875. 

Proposals  will  be  received  at  this  bureau  until  12  o'clock  m.  on  the  30th  dav  of  August 
next,  from  shipbuilders  and  mechanics  qualified  to  do  the  work,  for  laying  the  keel,  raising 
the  stem,  sternpost,  and  frames,  and  doing  all  riveting  and  fastening  for  the  same;  putting 
on  the  garboard  and  other  strakes,  putting  in  the  intercostal-plates,  stanchions,  and  deck- 
beams,  as  per  plans  and  specifications,  embracing  the  completion  of  the  frame-work  ready 
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for  outer  and  inner  plating  and  deck-plating  of  tbe  United  States  double-tnrretcd  monitor 
Monadnock. 

The  frame  and  all  parts  connected  and  required  for  the  above  work  has  been  erected, 
and  will  be  carefully  taken  apart  and  delivered  to  tbe  contractor  at  the  railroad  depot  in 
Vallejo,  California. 

The  contractor  will  be  required  to  prepare  a  substantial  foundation  for  blocking  up  and 
launching  the  vessel,  in  the  vicinitv  of  the  Mare  Island  navy- jard,  and  complete  tbe  above 
work  in  six  weeks  from  the  time  of  the  delivery  of  the  frame,  dec,  at  the  depot  in  Vallojo. 

Payments  will  be  made  in  United  States  currency. 

Also,  proposals  will  be  received  at  the  same  time  and  place  for  putting  on  outer  and  inner 
skin-plating,  deck-plating,  all  bulkheads,  ventilators,  battle-hatches,  deck-lights,  timber- 
heads,  cleats,  sockets,  putting  in  ventilating  and  turret  engines,  and  completing  all  iron 
work  required  to  finish  the  hull  of  said  double-turreted  monitor  Monadnock,  except  the 
armor-plating  on  the  sides. 

All  materials  will  be  furnished  by  the  government,  and  will  be  delivered  to  the  con- 
tractor at  the  railroad  depot  in  Vallejo,  California,  as  it  comes  from  the  manufacturer. 

All  of  the  above  work  must  be  done  in  the  best  possible  manner,  and  acceptable  to  the 
government  superintendent  who  may  be  appointed  tor  that  duty,  and  who  will  uave  author- 
ity to  reject  any  part  thereof  not  considered  by  him  to  be  good  work. 

Bids  will  not  be  received  from  persons  not  acquainted  or  competent,  and  not  having  the 
facilities  to  do  the  work. 

Securities  usual  in  like  cases  will  be  required  for  the  faithful  performance  of  the  work. 

The  department  reserves  the  right  to  reject  any  or  all  proposals  not  considered  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  government. 

S>aUtnent  of  approved  hilU  held  by  Phineas  Jiurgess  on  account  of  work  doneon  Comanche  and 
SSonadnockf  and  amount  still  due  on  last  payment  and  rescrcatwn. 


ClanH  of  work.  Date  of  ap-  i  Amount  of 

proval.  voache«>u 


For  work  done  on  Comancbe Dee.  88,  IST.'i  $12,500  00 

For  work  done  on  Comanche Feb.    9.1877  2.000  00 

For  third  payment  on  Monadnock !  Oct.  81,1876  19,521  00 

For  fourth  payment  on  Monadnock I  Oct.  21,1876  19.5-21  00 

For  finh  payment  on  Monadnock Dec    9,1876  19,53100 

For  sixth  payment  on  Monadnock Jan.  24. 1877  19,521  00 

Advance  by  me  to  pay  freight Jan.  25, 1877  506  45 

For  Mventh  payment  on  Monadnock Feb.    9,1877  19,52100 

For  eighth  payment  on  Monadnock ,  Mar.   3,1877  19,531  00 

For  ninth  payment  on  Monadnock ;  Mar.   3,1877  19,53100 

On  account  of  tenth  payment  on  Monadnock Aug.31, 1877  11,521  00 

On  account  of  tenth  payment  on  Monadnock Nov.  22, 1877  7,500  00 

Extra  work  on  Monadnock Nov.2G,1877  5,365  83 

Total  amount  approved  blllii 176,042  30 

Balance  due  still,  on  account  of  contract  of  Octobt^r  2,  1875 : 

Amount  on  tenth  payment $500  00 

Amount  of  reservation 21,690  00 

22,190  00 

Total 198,232  30 


Washington,  March  IS,  1S78. 

The  chairman  submitted  two  comniiinications,  which  were  ordered  to  be  inserted  in  the 
record.    They  are  as  follows  : 

Office  Manhattan  Oil  Company,  10  Broadway, 

Sew  Vork^  March  \Q,  1878. 

Dear  Sir  :  Below  we  hand  yon  memorandum  of  bills  of  oil  due  this  company  by  the 
United  States  Navy  Department  for  supplies  to  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  as  per 
reauisition  of  February  15,  1877. 

You  would  greatly  oblige  us  if  yon  could  expedite  the  settlement  of  this  account,  for 
which  we  hold  approved  vouchers.  We  think  vou  will  agree  with  us  in  regarding  it  a  hard- 
ship, aft«r  furnisuiDg  the  government  with  goods  at  market  prices,  in  expectation  of  prompt 
payment  to  be  compelled  to  wait  over  a  year,  and  without  interest  when  finally  settled. 
Hoping  this  will  receive  your  favorable  a'tention,  we  are, 
Respectfully,  yours, 

J.  A.  CLUSSMAN, 

Secretary. 
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United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-EDgineeriDgf,  to  Manhattan 

Oil  Company :  March  10,  1877,  5,002  gallons  wint.  sperm-oil,  1.93 $9,653  86 

March  10,  1877,  4,986  gallons  olive-oil,  i.45 7,229  70 


16,883  56 


lion.  Benjamin  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  Commillee  on  Naval  Expendilurts^  IVashinjiton,  D,  C. 


New  York,  Ftbruary2:i,  1877. 
United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  to  James  M.  Motley,  Dr. 

To  12  Lauback  Universal  drills,  $360  ea.,  $4,320.00,  as  per  order  February  23,  1877. 

New  York,  Alarch  15,  1873. 

Dear  Sir  :  Above  I  beg  to  hand  you  statement  of  indebtedness  due  me  by  Navy  De- 
partment, for  which  I,  hold  duly  approved  vouchers.  Trusting  for  an  early  settlement  of 
same,  I  am, 

Yours,  very  respectfully, 

JAMES  M.  MOTLEY. 

Hon.  Benj.  a.  Willis, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Naval  Expenditures^  IVaskingtoa^  D,  C, 

William  Pllme  Mokan  recalled. 

[The  witness  submits  in  response  to  the  call  made  upon  him  during  his  examiuation,  a 
memorandum  of  dates  and  remarks  explanatory  of  his  testimony  relating  to  Wesley  W. 
Bassett,  whose  name  appears  with  the  relative  rank  of  lieutenant-commander  on  the  re- 
tired and  reserved  list  of  the  Navy.    The  memorandum  is  as  follows :  ] 

Was  appointed  a  midshipman  on  the  9th  March,  183"^,  and  was  dismissed  from  the  service 
on  the  22a  September,  1854,  as  a  master,  by  Secretary  of  the  Navy  J.  C.  Dobbin,  for  mis- 
conduct, intemperance,  and  absence  without  leave. 

On  the  24th  March,  1862,  Mr.  Bassett  was  appointed  an  acting  assistant  paymaster  in  the 
volunteer  navy,  and  ordered  to  the  Potomac.  On  the  6th  May,  1863,  he  was  detached  from 
that  vessel,  ordered  to  return  and  settle  accounts. 

1864,  Dec  27.  Ordered  to  the  Patapsco.  [Did  not  go.]  Resignation  accepted  14th 
January,  1865. 

On  the  ^h  June,  1872,  was  nominated  and  commissioned  a  master  in  the  Navy  on  the 
retired  list ;  and  on  the  12th  March,  1875,  was  commissioned  a  lieutenant  commander  on  the 
retired  list,  dating  back  to  8th  June,  1872,  the  date  of  his  master*s  commission. 

This  of¥icer*s  case  appears  to  be  the  only  one  on  the  retired  list  not  transferred  to  that 
list  by  existing  laws.  He  was  not  in  the  service  when  nominated  as  an  officer  to  be  placed 
on  the  retired  list. 

Edmund  L.  Levy  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  yonr  business,  the  name  of  the  firm,  if  any,  with  which  you  are  connected, 
and  the  place  at  which  yonr  business  is  transacted. — Answer.  Machinists  and  iron-ship 
builders.     Firm  of  Neafie  «&  Levy,  Philadelphia. 

Q.  State  whether  you  have  had  any  transactions  with  the  Navy  Department ;  and,  if  so, 
what  they  were  and  when  they  occurred. — A.  In  1876, 1  think  it  was,  we  had  a  transaction 
with  the  Navy  Department.  That  was  building  the  Quinnebaug — getting  her  ready  to 
launch — that  was  aboat  it.  She  was  up  in  frame  at  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard,  the  old 
yard ;  and  we  were  to  take  her  machinery  that  was  completed  in  the  old  navy-yard  and  put 
it  in  her  and  connect  it  up ;  to  have  a  steam  trial  at  the  wharf,  to  get  steam  on  her  engines 
and  work  her,  which  we  did. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  other  transaction  7 — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  built  a  pair  of  boilers  for  the 
steamer  Lackawanna. 

Q.  Was  that  since  the  transaction  of  which  you  have  spoken  ? — A.  It  was  along  about 
that  time. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  other  transaction  T— A.  That  was  all,  I  think. 

Q.  State  whether  you  have  completed  the  contract,  so  far  as  the  Quinnebaug  is  con- 
cerned.— A.  We  have,  within  about  a  couple  hundred  dollars  of  the  total  amount. 

Q.  What  remains  nncompleted  f — A.  Little  odds  and  ends  about  her.  The  government 
was  to  furnish  us  with  all  finished  iron-work,  and  we  have  been  waiting  about  a  year  for 
that ;  we  are  getting  it  by  piecemeal. 

Q.  Was  the  work  on  the  Quinnebaug  to  be  done  for  all  cash,  or  were  you  to  receive  in 
part  payment  therefor  an  equivalent  for  cash  such  as, for  instance,  old  material? — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  for  cash.    We  did  not  know  anything  about  old  material. 
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Q.  What  was  the  full  amount  of  the  contract  on  the  Quinnebaug  ? — A.  The  contract  not 
including  extras  f 

Q.  The  full  amount  to  be  paid  jou  bj  the  contract  ? — A.  Sixty-five  thousand  dollars. 

Q.  Have  you  received  the  full  amount  ? — A.  No,  sir.      » 

Q.  How  much  have  you  received  ? — A.  We  have  received  $20,000  cash. 

Q.  Then  the  balance  of  that  still  remains  due  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  the  government  owe  you  any  further  sum  on  account  of  that  vessel  ?— A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  How  much  ?— A.  Twenty-eight  thousand  dollars,  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  Did  you  enter  into  any  contract  with  the  goveniment  on  account  of  the  extra  work  to 
be  performed  1 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  State,  in  a  general  way,  of  what  did  the  extra  work  consist  ? — A.  It  consisted  of  pieces 
of  machinery  to  make  the  engines  complete,  and  material. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  that  this  work  was  not  provided  for  in  the  original  contract  ? — A. 
The  engines  were  not  finished. 

Q.  This  was  work  outside  of  the  contract  entirely,  was  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Under  whose  auspices  was  this  work  done  ? — A.  Under  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  Under  what  particular  officer  ? — A.  Chief  Engineer  Newell  had  charge  of  it. 

Q.  He  inspected  the  work,  did  he,  every  day  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  every  day,  from  day  to  day. 

Q.  Was  the  work  done  by  virtue  of  his  authority  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  your  work  a  charge  against  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  or  against  the 
Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  1 — A.  Steam  Engineering. 

Q.  Then  the  balance  due  you  from  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  on  account  of 
that  contract,  that  is,  exclusive  of  the  extra  woik,  is  $45,000  7— A.  Somewhere  about  that. 

Q.  Have  you  approved  bills  for  that  amount? — A.  There  is  one  bill  in  the  department 
now  for  $22,tOU,  I  think.  The  other  bill  for  $6,000  is,  I  think,  in  the  hands  of  Chief-En- 
gineer Newell. 

Q.  Then  you  have  not  an  approved  bill  for  the  whole  f — A.  Not  yet ;  no,  sir  ;  not  that  I 
know  of. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  attempts  to  get  this  money  that  is  due  you  on  account  of  the 
Quinnebaug  ? — A.  We  have  written  on  one  or  two  occasions  for  money. 

Q.  When  t — A.  Last  year. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  apply  ? — A.  We  applied  to  the  department. 

Q.  To  what  person  ? — A.  I  can  hardly  answer  that  question,  for  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Did  you  come  here  to  the  Navy  Department  building  for  the  purpose? — A.  No,  sir  ; 
it  was  done  by  letter. 

Q.  What  response,  if  any,  was  made  to  your  applications  7 — A.  That  they  did  not  have 
the  money. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  date  of  the  contract  for  the  construction  of  the  Quinnebaug  f — 
A.  No, sir;  I  think  it  was  somewhere  in  1875. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  bid  for  that  work  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  else  bid  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  you  were  the  lowest  bidder? — A.  I  do  not.  ^ 

Q.  Were  proposals  advertised  for? — A.  Not  that  I  know  of,  sir. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  make  a  bid  f — A.  Wo  saw  that  ship  at  the  old  Philadelphia  navy- 
yard.  She  had  been  lying  in  frame  for  two  or  three  years ;  and  there  was  other  work  of  toe 
government  being  given  out  to  other  people,  and  we  were  under  the  impression  that  if  there 
was  any  work  to  be. given  we  ought  to  have  part  of  it,  and  we  insisted  on  having  some  work 
to  do.  On  the  strength  of  that,  after  figuring  to  see  what  the  work  could  be  done  for,  we 
made  a  bid. 

Q.  When  you  insisted  that  yon  should  have  some  of  this  work  to  do,  with  whom  did  yoa 
have  an  interview  or  interviews f — A.  O,  we  had  a  talk  with  the  Secretary. 

Q.  With  Mr.  Secretary  Robeson  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  say? — A.  He  said  he  would  look  into  the  matter. 

Q.  How  came  you  finally  to  make  the  bid  ?  What  was  the  inducement  to  make  the  bid 
at  the  time  at  which  you  did  make  it  f — A.  What  inducement  was  there  f 

Q.  Yes.  What  induced  you  at  that  particular  time  to  make  the  bid? — A.  Well, we 
wanted  work. 

Q.  Was  there  any  special  reason  why  you  made  it  at  that  particular  time  and  not  be- 
fore f — A.  I  can  hardly  answer  that  question.  That  seemed  just  to  be  about  the  right  time. 
I  knew  that  that  ship  was  down  at  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard,  and  that  she  had  been  up 
in  frame  I  do  not  know  how  long. 

Q.  You  knew  that  the  government  was  going  to  go  ahead  and  reconstruct  her  1 — A.  That 
I  knew  ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  gave  you  the  information  on  that  subject  t— A.  What,  that  this  ship  was  to  be 
finished  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  I  gave  myself  the  information. 

Q.  Yon  did  not  get  the  information  from  any  officer  of  the  Navy  Department  t— A.  O, 
no,  sir. 
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Q.  That  is  the  point  and  substance  of  my  inquiry. — A.  No,  sir.  I  think  that  this  ship 
had  been  up  there  in  frame  three  or  four  years. 

Q.  Had  you  been  called  upon  to  do  for  a  corporation  or  private  individual  work  similar 
to  that  here  referred  to,  would  you  have  charged  as  much  for  it  as  you  did  charge  on  this 
occasion  7 — A.  More  money. 

Q.  What  was  your  reason  for  charging  less  than  you  would  otherwise  have  charged  for 
this  work  7 — A.  it  was  because  we  had  nothing  to  do. 

Q.  And  therefore  were  extremely  anxious  to  get  the  work  ? — A.  To  keep  our  men  going. 

Q.  How  did  your  price  for  doing  that  work  compare  with  the  prices  of  other  contractors, 
such  as,  for  instance,  Cramp  &,  Sons,  Harlan  &  Hollingsworth,  and  John  Roach,  for  light 
work  t — A.  I  guess  there  would  not  be  much  difference  in  the  prices  if  the  comparison  could 
be  made. 

Q.  I  suppose  you  ascertained  at  what  rate  they  were  charging  for  doing  light  work  ? — A. 
No,  sir ;  I  did  not.  We  estimated  what  we  could  do  that  ship  for  as  soe  then  stood,  ac- 
cording to  the  specifications  which  we  then  had. 

Q.  Then  you  did  have  specifications? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  had  specifications  for  the  hull. 

Q.  From  whom  or  where  did  yon  get  them  ? — A.  I  got  them  from  the  department. 

Q.  You  had  those  before  you  put  in  the  bid  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  say  that  you  received  specifications  from  the  department,  you  mean  from 
the  Bureau  of  Construction?— A.  We  got  the  spdcifications  for  the  hull  from  the  bureau, 
and  a  memorandum  of  specifications  from  the  Bureau  of  Engineering. 

Q.  How  did  you  arrive  at  a  conclusion  as  to  the  price  to  be  charged  by  you  for  the  work 
done  outside  the  department  for  what  is  called  extra  work  7 — A.  ay  a  calculation  of  just 
what  we  charge  for  material  and  what  we  charge  for  time. 

Q.  Was  there  any  agreement  between  you  and  the  department  as  to  what  should  be 
charged  for  this  material  ? — A.  That  it  should  be  low,  according  to  the  market-rates. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  received  any  approved  bill  for  that  work,  showing  the  same  to  have 
been  done  according  to  market-rates  f — A.  There  is  a  little  bill  down  in  the  bureau  now. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  the  contract  for  the  construction  of  the  boilers  on  the  Lacka- 
wanna 7 — A.  I  cannot  recollect  that  7 

Q.  State  it  as  near  as  you  can  recollect  it.— A.  I  judge  it  was  in  1875. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  aggregate  amount  to  be  paid  for  the  boilers  by  the  contract  ? — A. 
The  total  amount  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Were  you  to  be  paid  so  much  per  pound  7  —A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  price  per  pound? — A.  I  think  it  was  27^  cents  a  pound. 

Q.  Do  jou  know  the  character  of  th^  material  that  you  furnished  for  the  boilers  7 — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  what  was  the  character  of  that  material. — A.  It  was  the  best  Pennsylvania 
charcoal  iron. 

Q.  What  was  the  market  value  of  that  iron  at  the  time  ?— A.  The  price  per  pound  ?  I 
guess  we  paid  ten  cents  per  pound  for  the  other. 

Q.  How  did  that  correspond  with  the  price  paid  for  iron  of  the  character  of  that  used  in 
mercantile  circles  ? — A.  The  price  was  about  tne  same.  I  may  say  that  these  boilers  were 
made  more  expensive  by  their  having  brass  tubes  in  them.  * 

Q.  Did  the  contract  provide  for  any  specific  payment  to  be  made  for  brass  tubes  ? — A. 
That  was  included  in  the  weight,  in  the  price,  in  the  general  way  in  which  the  boilers  were 
to  be  built. 

Q.  I  suppose  that  the  specifications  called  for  brass  tubes  ? — A.  For  brass  tubes  ;  yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  buy  the  tubes  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  we  bought  them  from 
the  American  Tube  Works  or  at  Bridgeport ;  it  was  from  one  of  the  two  concerns. 

Q.  You  were  not  bound  to  buy  them  at  any  narticular  place  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nothing  was  said  about  where  you  shoula  buy  them  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  your  price  for  the  construction  of  those  boilers  compare  with  the  prices  paid 
to  other  contractors  for  light  work? — A.  lean  hardly  answer  tnat  question  airectly.  I 
would  say,  however,  that  the  price  was  low  for  the  work  that  was  done..  The  price  wa« 
a  fair  one. 

Q.  Did  you  do  that  work  as  cheaply  as  you  would  have  done  it  had  it  been  for  a  private 
individual  or  corporation  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  oeen  paid  the  full  sum  due  you  on  account  of  that  work  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
every  dollar. 

Q.  Did  you  put  in  a  bid  for  the  work,  or  was  the  contract  given  to  you  without  your  hav' 
ing  bid  for  it  ? — A.  It  was  given  to  us  direct  from  the  Secretary. 

Q.  It  was  given  to  you  direct  from  the  Secretary,  no  bid  having  been  made  ? — A.  The 
Secretary  directed  Chief-Engineer  Wood  to  give  us  that  work. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  work  to  do  for  the  department,  aside  from  the  Quinnebaug,  since 
that  time  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  you  have  endeavored  to  get  any  other  contracts. — A.  I  have. 

Q.  [A  book  containing  original  letters  produced  from  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and 
Repair,  and  labeled  *' Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair— 18,"  yi  shown  to  witness,  and 
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bis  attention  called  to  two  letters  therein.  ]    State  whether  these  two  letters,  dated  respect 
ively  February  16, 1877,  and  February  26,  1877,  are  letters  written  by  your  firm. — A.  Yes. 
sir ;  that  is  one  of  them  and  that  is  the  other.    Those  are  all. 

Q.  Those  two  are  the  only  letters  f — A.  Those  are  all. 

Q.  State  the  contents  of  those  letters,  in  substance. — A.  In  the  letter  of  February  16  to 
the  Secretary,, we  wanted  an  opportunity  to  make  a  bid. 

Q.  What  was  the  other?— A.  In  the  one  of  February  26  we  gave  the  Secretary  the  price 
for  which  we  woold  plate  these  monitors. 

[Note.— The  letters  referred  to  are  read  at  length.    They  are  as  follows :] 

**  Philadelphia,  February  J6, 1877. 

'*  Dear  Sir  :  We  respectfully  request  to  have  the  opportunity  of  making  a  bid  for  put- 
ting on  the  armor-plates  on  the  United  States  iron-clad  monitors  Terror,  Miantonomoh,  and 
Amphitrite,  and  beg  to  state  that  we  are  prepared  to  make  a  bid  either  for  th^  work  alone  or 
for  the  material  and  work,  as  the  department  may  desire.  We  have  ample  facilities  for 
doing  the  work  satisfactorily  and  economically,  and  are  prepared  to  commence  the  work 
immediately,  if  necessary. 
'*  Very  truly, 

*»NEAFIE  &  LEVY, 

*'/'«»»  H'orks. 
''Hon.  George  M.  Robeson. 

*' Secretary  United  States  Nary,  Washington,  D,  C." 

The  Chairman.  The  letter  bears  the  impress  of  a  stamp,  which  reads,  *'Navy  Dept., 
^cretary's  office.     Received  Feb'y  26,  1877." 

'*P£KN  Works,  Philadelphia.  February  26,  1877. 

''  Dear  Sir  :  We  will  furnish  the  armor-plating  and  armored  smoke-stacks  for  the  moni- 
tors Miantonomoh,  Terror,  and  Amphitrite,  place  them  in  position,  and  fasten  them,  as 
called  for  by  the  specifications  of  the  department,  for  the  sum  of  1 135,500.40  each. 
•*  Very  truly, 

•*NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 
"Hon.  George  M.  Robeson, 

''Secretary  United  States  Xavy,  Washington ,  D,  C." 

"  If  the  vessels  would  require  docking,  it  would  increase  the  cost  16,000. 

•  "NEAFIE  &  LEVY." 

Q.  Did  you  receive  an  answer  from  the  Secretary  to  ycur  letter  dated  February  16,  1877? 
— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  further  communication  with  the  department  in  reference  to  these 
contracts  that  were  given  out  on  the  3d  of  March,  1877  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  interview  with  any  of  the  officials  of  the  department  regarding  your 
failure  to  eet  those  contracts  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  With  whom  T — A.  With  Mj*.  Hanscom. 

Q.  Was  it  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Hanscom  personally  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  the  substance  of  it,  as  near  as  you  can  remember  it. — A.  As  near  as  I  can  recol- 
lect it,  it  w^  this :  I  went  to  see  Mr.  Hanscom  about 

By  Mr.  Page  . 

Q.  Fix,  as  near  as  you  can,  the  date  at  which  you  went  to  free  him  — A.  These  contracts 
were  given  out  on  March  3d — that  was  Sunday,  was  it  not  ?  It  was  about,  I  think,  the  4th 
or  5th  of  March. 

By  tho  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  any  event,  it  was  after  the  contracts  had  been  given  out? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Goon  and  state  the  substance  of  that  conversation.— A.  Well,  Mr.  Hanscom  told  me 
they  were  not  going  to  do  anything  with  them.  He  said  that  our  bid  had  been  received,  and 
they  did  not  intend  to  do  anything  with  them— did  not  intend  to  do  anything  with  the 
-work. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  With  what  work  ? — A.  This  work  that  we  are  talking  about  now — the  plating  of  these 
monitors. 

Q.  You  have  named  the  vessels,  have  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  Amphitrite,  the  Miantonomoh,  and  the  Terror  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Anything  else  T — A.  That  is  all. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  did  you  first  learn  that  these  contracts  had  been  given  oat  ? — A.  Well,  I  never 
knew  that  the  contracts  were  given  out  really. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  price  at  which  the  parties  who  received  these  contracts  agreed  to  do 
tlie  workr — A.  No,  sir.  « 
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Q.  Was  the  price  at  which  yon  offered  to  do  them  at  a  cheap  rate  T — A.  It  was  a  very 
low  price. 

Q.  Do  Toa  know  whether  a  hid  was  pat  in  here  hj  Mr.  Moorhead  to  do  this  work  ? — A. 
Mr.  Moorhead  offered  to  make  the  plates  for  the  department. 

Q.  What  knowledge  have  you  of  that  fact? — A.  Why,  he  told  me. 

Q.  Have  yon  no  other  means  of  knowing  it  7 — A.  He  and  I  were  in  here  together. 

Q.  Whereabouts  were  you  together  7 — A.  Wo  were  down  stairs,  in  Mr.  Hanscom's  room. 

Q.  Did  he  there,  in  your  presence,  offer  to  do  it  7 — A.  He  pat  in  his  bid. 

Q.  In  your  presence  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  put  in  his  bid. 

Q.  What  is  his  first  name? — A.  I  do  not  know  ;  Max,  I  think. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  what  that  bid  was  ?— A.  That  one  of  Moorhead*s  7 

Q.  You  have  already  stated  what 't  was  for,  but  do  you  know  the  rates? — A.  I  do  not 
know,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  an  expert,  are  you  not,  as  to  value  of  iron  material,  such  as  is  used  in  plate  7— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  been  in  the  business  for  a  number  of  years  T — A.  I  have.  I  have  been  in  the 
business  since  1861. 

Q.  If  the  work  provided  for  in  these  contracts  had  been  done  at  the  figures  stipulated  for, 
would  it  have  been  done  at  a  rate  greater  than  that  at  which  you  bid  for  it? — A.  Which, 
my  figures  7 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  "My  fibres  were  low  figures,  because  we  wanted  the  work,  and  I 
thought  there  was  a  combmation  against  us ;  and  I  will  tell  you  why  I  say  that. 

Q.  State  why.  you  say  that. — A.  Because  I  could  not  get  hold  of  any  specifications,  and  I 
could  not  get  anv  drawings.    I  walked  np  and  down  these  avenues  for  a  week,  I  guess. 

Q.  Back  and  forth  from  the  department? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  made  a  request  of  the  department  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  whom? — A.  Of  Mr.  Hanscom. 

Q.  You  applied  to  the  Secretary  f — ^A.  The  Secretary  referred  me  to  Mr.  Hanscom  to  get 
the  information. 

Q.  You  went  to  him  in  the  first  instaooe  and  then  you  went  to  Mr.  Hanscom  f — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  you  complain  to  him  that  you  could  not  get.  any  information  7— A.  No,  sir.  The 
Secretary  was  so  busy  that  I  could  not  get  at  him.  But  Mr.  Hanscom  sent  me  into  a  room 
on  the  first  floor,  and  said  that  there  I  would  see  the  plans  and  specifications.  I  went  there 
and  all  that  they  had  was  just  the  plan  of  a  ship ;  they  did  not  have  any  draughts  or  plates. 
The  draughtsman  told  me  he  thought  th^  plates  were  of  such  and  such  a  size. 

Q.  Is  there  at  this  time  any  difference  in  the  market  rates  as  compared  with  what  they 
were  at  the  dates  of  your  contracts  on  the  Quinnebaog  and  Lackawanna? — A.  Ob,  yes,  sir. 
I  do  not  think  the  Qainnebaug  could  have  been  done  any  cheaper. 

Q.  Not  even  now?— A.  No,  sir.    She  was  done  at  a  terribly  low  price. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Was  the  work  done  by  yon  on  the  Quinnebaog  similar  to  the  work  to  be  done  for 
which  you  bid  on  the  3d  of  ifarch  7^ A.  No,  sir.  The  work  that  I  bid  for  on  the  3d  of 
March,  or  rather  on  the  26th  of  February,  was  for  plating  these  monitors  with  armor- 
plating.  I  forget  how  thick  it  was,  eight  or  ten  inches  in  thickness.  But  what  we  did  to 
the  Quinnebaug  was  done  when  she  was  in  frame  and  had  all  of  her  ribs  up. 

Q.  Was  not  the  work  on  the  Amphitrite,  Terror,  d^.,  for  which  you  bid,  of  the  same 
character  with  that  on  the  Quinnebaug  ? — A.  No,  sir.  As  to  the  contract  for  the  Amphitrite, 
Terror,  &c,  I  understood  that  these  other  contractors  were  to  build  those  monitors  np  ready 
for  their  plating,  and  that  when  that  had  been  done,  there  was  to  be  a  new  contract  for 
putting  the  iron-plating  on. 

O.  Then  you  did  submit  a  bid  before  the  3d  of  March  ? — A.  On  the  26th  of  February. 

[Note. — It  is  explained  informally  that  the  work  on  the  Quinnebaug  and  Lackawanna 
was  done  some  two  years  prior  to  the  date  of  the  bid  for  the  work  on  the  Amphitrite,  &c. } 

Q.  This  bid  that  has  been  read  here  from  the  letter-book  was  for  the  Miantonomoh,  Am- 

?hitrite,  and  Terror  only,  and  the  amount  specified  in  that  bid  was  $135,500  for  each  ? — A. 
'es,  sir. 

Q.  [Letter-book  again  shown  to  witness  and  his  attention  called  to  a  letter  given  below 
relating  to  the  3d  of  March  contracts.]  State  whether  you  wrote  that  letter  to  the  depart- 
ment— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  The  letter  referred  to  by  the  witness  reads  as  follows.  [Reading :  ] 

**  Office  Neafie  &  Levy, 
*'  Philadeiphia,  March  2, 1877. 

'* Dear  Sir:  In  case  you  should  have  a  proposition  to  furnish  the  armor-plating  and 
iron  for  armored  smoke-stacks  from  other  parties,  not  including  the  putting  of  it  on,  we 
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would  state  that  we  will  take  said  plates,  if  shaped  so  as  to  conform  to  the  side  of  vessel 
and  drill  and  fasten  them  as  called  for  bj  the  department  for  the  sum  of  fbrtj-three  thousand 
dollars  for  each  vessel  on  the  Atlantic  coast,  all  material  to  be  furnished  by  the  government. 
"Very  truly, 

*•  NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 

"  If  the  vessels  would  require  docking  it  would  increase  the  cost  $6,000  each. 

»*  NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 
*'  Chief  Constructor  I  Hanscom, 

"  Nary  Depattmint,  IVashington,  D.  C." 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  came  you  to  write  that  letter  ?— A.  I  understood  that  the  department  proposed 
to  furnish  the  plates  themselves. 
*^  Q.  Did  you  not  have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Moorhead  about  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  A  conversation  in  which  he  stated  that  he  had  made  a  bid  of  that  character  f — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  in  which  he  requested  you  to  make  a  bid  so  that  he  and  you  could  do  the  whole 
work  provided  to  be  done  in  the  contract  Y — A.  Yes,  sir. 

[Mr.  Page  suggests  that  the  letter  of  March  2,  lti77,  proposing  to  do  work  therein  speci- 
fied for  each  vessel  on  the  Atlantic  coast,  may  properly  be  construed  to  include  the  Puritan 
( in  course  of  construction  at  Chester,  and  now  omitted  in  the  enumeration  by  the  witness) 
in  addition  to  the  other  three  monitors  named  in  this  testimony.] 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  I  ask  the  witness  to  state  what  he  means  by  the  letter  referred  to. — A.  I  mean  those 
three  vessels  that  we  had  already  bid  for. 

Q.  The  Miantonomoh,  Amphitrite,  and  Terror  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Any  others  ? — A.  No  otners. 

Q.  The  vessels  to  which  your  bid  was  designed  to  have  reference  were,  I  presume,  only 
those  for  which  Mr.  Moorhead  had  made  a  bid  T— A.  The  very  vessels  ;  yes,  sir ;  because 
Mr.  Moorhead  and  Neafie  &>  Levy  were  working  together. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  Quinnebaug,  it  occurs  to  me  Uiat  your  work,  except  the  extra  work, 
was  done  wr  the  Bureau  of  Construstion  and  Repair?— A.  We  have  no  extra  bill  for  the 
construction  of  that  vessel. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  your  whole  contract  on  that  vessel  was  with  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
struction and  Repair  7 — A.  No,  sir ;  part  of  it  was  with  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 
and  part  of  it  with  Construction  and  Repair. 

Q.  Mr.  Wood  was  then  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  date  of  that  contract  7 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  you  ever  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  regarding 
the  Quinnebaug,  of  which  the  letter  here  shown  you  is  a  copy. — A.  I  wrote  that  letter. 

[Note. — ^The  witness  refers  to  a  letter  heretofore  put  in  evidence,  and  to  be  found  on 
pa^9  of  the  appendix,  under  the  head  of  Exhibit  E.  It  is  dated  April  5,  1875,  addressed 
to  W  W.  W.  Wood,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  sig^ned  *'  Neafie  &,  Levy," 
and  states  the  price  bid  (vis,  $30,000)  for  placing  in  the  ship  United  States  steam-sloop 
Quinnebaug  machinery,  &c  ] 

Q.  Have  you  been  paid  for  the  work  that  you  agreed  to  do  in  that  letter? — ^A.  Not  alto- 
gether. 

Q.  Is  the  copy  of  a  letter  now  shown  you  that  of  the  acceptance  which  you  received  from 
Mr.  Wood  7    [See  appendix,  p.  10.] — ^A.  That  is  it ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that?— A.  April  5,  1875. 

Q.  You  proposed  to  do  the  work  according  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  letter? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  done  all  the  work  provided  to  be  done  as  set  forth  in  these  letters  7 — A.  All 
within  a  few  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  All  except  that  which,  in  the  former  part  of  your  testimony,  you  have  explained  as 
being  already  incomplete  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  remains  due  to  your  firm  in  account  with  the  Bureau  of  Steam- 
Engineering  7— A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Does  anything  remain  due  to  you  on  account  of  that  contract  or  on  account  of  the 
extra  work  ?— A.  All  except  the  |20,000. 

Q.  From  which  bureau  is  that  due  ?— A.  I  cannot  recollect  whether  it  is  **  Construction*' 
or  **  Steam-Engineering.*' 

Q.  Please  furnish  the  committee  with  a  detailed  statement  of  your  account  with  the  de- 
partment, classifying  the  same  so  as  to  show  the  amounts,  if  any,  due  respectively  from  the 
Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  and  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair ;  the  amounts  repre- 
sented by  approved  bills  which  you  hold  and  not  so  represented;  amounts  unliquidated, 
paid,  &c. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  have  stated  in  your  testimony  that  you  saw  Mr.  Hanscom  several  times  and  asked 


EXPENDITURES  IN  THE  NAVY  DEPARTMENT.       147 

for  specifications.    What  did  he  say  to  you  at  that  time  iu  reference  to  it  f  — A.  In  reg^ard 
to  specifications  t 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  He  referred  me  to  one  of  the  drang^htsmen  in  a  room  farther  back  from 
his  office. 

Q.  Then  what  did  you  dof — A.  I  went  there.  He  (the  draugfhtsman)  showed  me  all  he 
had,  which  was  a  plan  of  the  vessel.    They  had  no  specifications  at  all. 

Q.  They  had  none  at  all  for  anybody  T — A.  No.    He  told  me  he  had  none. 

Q.  Did  you  show  Mr.  Moorhead,  when  he  was  here,  the  bid  that  you  made  on  the  2d  of 
March  7 — A.  That  last  letter  that  you  read  there  ? 

Q.  Yes A.  Yes,  sir.    That  is  that  $40,000  bid  T 

Q.  Yes. — A.  I  think  he  put  it  in  for  me. 

Q.  Did  Moorhead  and  you  consult  tog^ether  as  to  what  you  would  bid  and  what  he  would 
bid  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  ag^reed  with  Moorhead  to  go  in  with  him,  he  to  furnish  the  iron  and  you  to 
do  the  work  T — A.  Yes,  sir.    He  was  the  only  party  we  could  get  those  thick  plates  from. 

Q.  The  bid  contained  in  the  letter  of  February  26,  to  which  your  attention  has  *  been 
called,  was  the  only  one  which  you  submitted  for  the  work  therein  specified? — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
for  $135,500.40. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that  the  department  was  receiving  bids  at  that  time,  February 
26 1— A.  Well,  I  did  not  know  it  positively. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  reply  to  your  letter  of  that  date  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  know  at  that  time  that  the  contract  for  the  Miantonomoh  had  already  been 
let  by  the  department  T — A.  I  did  not  know  it  positively. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  at  that  time  to  believe  that  it  had  been  ? — A.  Is  that  the  one  that 
Mr.  Roach  had  1 

Q.  Yes.— A.  Well,  Lonly  heard  it  from  outside  people  that  he  had  that  contract  in  Sep- 
tember. 

Q.  What  was  your  object,  then,  in  submitting  a  bid  for  the  work  when  you  knew  that  it 
had  already  been  let  to  Mr.  Roach  T — A.  The  Secretary  told  me  that  it  had  not. 

Q.  Secretary  Robeson  told  you  that  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  did.  The  Secretary  told  me  there 
bad  not  been  any  contracts  given  out  for  plating  any  of  those  vessels ;  that  they  had  no 
money  to  pay  for  them. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  answer  to  your  letter  of  the  2d  of  March?— A.  Received  no  an* 
svirerB  to  any  of  them. 

Q.  At  the  time  at  which  you  submitted  this  proposition  of  the  2d  of  March,  did  you  know 
the  number  of  iron-plated  monitors  that  were  to  be  completed  on  the  Atlantic  coast  T — A.  I 
understood  there  were  three;  that  those  were  all. 

Q.  You  did  not  know  of  more  than  three  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

[Note. — The  witness  being  requested  to  repeat  a  remark  volunteered  by  him,  said  :] 

I  will  put  it  in  in  this  way,  that  Mr.  Moorhead  put  in  this  bid  of  ours  of  March  2,  1877, 
for  us. 

Q.  Y'ou  authorized  him  to  sign  your  firm-name? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  never  saw  the  bid  yourself? — A.  No.  I  must  have  a  memorandum  of  that  up  at 
the  shop,  of  course. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  He  did  it  by  your  authority  ? — A.  Of  course  he  did. 

Q.  And  vou  would  have  abided  by  it  if  it  had  been  accepted  7— A.  O,  of  course. 

Q.  You  nave  already  stated  that  a  certain  amount  of  the  work  provided  to  be  done  by  the 
contract  on  the  Quinnebaugis  incomplete  by  reason  of  the  government's  failure  to  supply 
you  with  the  material. — A.  Yes,  sir ;  because  of  the  delay. 

Q.  Because  of  the  failure  to  supply.    Have  they  failed  to  supply  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  delayed  in  consequence  of  the  government's  failure  to  sup 
ply  it  ? — A.  About  a  year. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  controversy  with  the  government  as  to  that  particular  matter  ?•  A. 
Yes,  sir ;  we  have  written  time  and  time  again  about  it. 

Q.  But  has  the  government,  through  any  of  its  officials,  denied  that  you  were  entitled  to 
receive  these  materials? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  excuses,  if  any,  were  interposed  by  the  department  ? — A.  The  only  excuses  were 
that  they  had  no  material  to  furnish  us. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  That  they  had  no  money  wherewith  to  furnish  it  ? — A.  No,  they  did  not  say  that* 
They  said  that  League  Island  was  all  upside  down,  and  they  had  no  means  to  furnish  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  notified  the  present  head  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 
Mr.  Easby,  to  supply  you  with  the  materials  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  or  not. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  There  will  still  be  money  due  you  after  a  settlement  on  account  of  the  Quinnebaug  is 
made  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  $70,000,  according  to  our  accounts. 
Q.  That  is  on  account  of  steam-engineering  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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John  W.  Easby  (Chief  of  Bureaa  of  Constraction  and  Repair)  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Page  :  • 

Q.  Referring  to  the  bid  or  proposition  of  Messrs.  Neafie  &  Levji  of  March  2,  1877,  to 
drill  and  fasten  armor- plates  for  $43,000,  '/for  each  vessel  on  the  Atlantic  coast,"  state 
whether  upon  a  reading  of  the  same  you  would  not  have  been  justified  in  construing  it  as 
including  the  monitor  i'uritan,  as  weU  as  the  other  monitors  **on  the  Atlantic  coaat  ?"— A. 
I  would  have  replied  to  the  letter  immediately,  and  asked  Mr.  Levy  if  he  intended  to  in- 
clude it. 

Q.  But  in  the  absence  of  O"  subsequent  explanation,  you  would  have  construed  it  to 
apply  to  the  Puritan  as  well  as  the  other  vessels  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  would  in  the  absence  of 
any  explanation. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

O.  Would  you  have  supposed  that  a  party  understanding  the  work  to  be  done  would 
maxe  a  proposidon  which  would  be  the  same  as  to  price  for  plating  the  Puritan  as  for  the 
other  vessels,  when  the  difference  in  the  thickness  of  armor  for  that  vessel,  as  compared  with 
the  others,  was  as  great  as  it  was  in  this  instance  ? — ^A.  By  no  means. 

Q.  Would  you  not  have  assumed  that  any  such  proposition  was  made  in  mistake  T — A. 
Yes,  sir ;  of  course  I  should  have  written  to  Mr.  Levy  at  once. 

Q.  Why  should  you  have  written  to  him  f — A.  Because  I  knew  that  the  work  on  the 
Puritan  would  cost  more  money  than  that  on  the  others. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  order  for  canceling  the  order  or  contract  for  the  delivery  of  timber 
with  Mr.  White,  of  Portsmouth  ? — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  The  only  orders  of  which  you  have  knowledge  are  those  already  in  evidence  sus 
pending  the  deliveries  and  subsequently  directing  that  it  be  received  at  thie  yard  f — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  at  Norfolk.    I  will  look  that  matter  up,  however. 

Adjourned. 


The  following  letters  have  been  received  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee : 

72  Church  Strsbt, 

New  York,  March  16lA,  1878. 
Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Ckairwum  CammiiUe  on  Ezpemdiiurts  Akvy  Ikpartmeui : 

Sir  :  I  notice  on  page  278  of  the  report  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  a  bill, 
dated  December  29,  l^G,  for  coal,  amounting  to  $3,451. 56,  as  being  due  me. 
I  would  respectfully  state  the  department  owes  me  nothing,  that  bill  having  been  paid. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

C.   H.  RAYMOND. 


New  York,  Murch  18th,  1878. 
Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Naval  Expenditures : 

Sir  :  I  notice  on  page  277  of  the  honorable  Secretanr  of  the  Navy^s  report  bills  dated  from 
October,  1676,  to  April,  1877,  amounting  to  $18,003.63,  as  being  due  me.  I  would  respect- 
fully state  that  the  only  bills  the  department  owes  me  in  that  account  are  the  following 
bills : 

Bill  of  March  31  St,  1877 $267  15 

"    "      "      J9th,     *»       - 228  80 

•*    »*    April  2nd,     *•       308  10 

Also  on  page  334,  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  for 21  75 

Total $825  80 

Yours,  respectfully, 

G.  H.  CREED. 


Washington,  March  20,  1878. 
Nathaniel  McKay  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  vour  place  of  residence  and  business. — Answer.  I  live  in  Philadelphia ; 
am  a  ship-builder  by  trade. 

Q.  Have  you  had  transactions  with  the  Navy  Department  ? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  State  whether  you  have  now  any  contracts  with  the  government  which  remain  incom- 
plete.—A.  I  have  not. 
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Q.  Have  you  any  contracts  on  account  of  which  moneys  are  now  duet— A.  I  have  one 
for  some  forty-four  hundred  dollars  on  a  steamer.    I  hold  an  approved  bill  for  the  amount. 

Q.  Give  th^  name  of  the  steamer. — A.  The  Phlox — a  steamer  at  Annapolis ;  one  which 
I  sold  to  the  government  during  the  war. 

Q.  The  bill  for  the  amount  is  an  approved  bill  f— A.  It  is  an  approved  bill. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  approved  bill  7 — A.  No;  I  have  no  other  approved  bill.  I  have 
received  the  report  of  a  board  which  was  appointed  in  relation  to  a  balance  due  me  for  act- 
ual expenses  incurred  upon  a  contract  with  the  government  to  remove  from  the  old  Philadel- 
phia navy*yard  to  League  Island  material  remaining  there  belonging  to  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
struction and  Repair.  That  balance,  amounting  to  $2,500,  was  recommended  to  be  paid, 
but  has  not  been  paid  yet.    Those  comprise  all  the  unsettled  matters. 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  report  of  that  board  t — A.  The  paper  which  I  now  present  Is 
a  copy  of  the  report.     CSee  end  of  testimony  of  witness.) 

Q.  Ton  have  seen  the  original  of  which  tais  purports  to  be  a  copy  ? — A.  I  have.  . 

Q.  And  you  swear  that  this  is  a  copy  of  the  same  1 — A.  I  do. ' 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  State  the  contents  of  the  paper. — A.  I  bad  a  contract  for  removing  most  of  the  mate- 
rial then  at  the  old  Philadelphia  navy-yard  to  League  Island,  and  the  paper  here  treats  of  a 
part  of  the  contract.  Ten  tnousand  four  hundred  and  some  dollars  was  the  sum  paid  me, 
leaving  as  still  due  a  balance  of  |2,500  for  expenses  incurred  by  reason  of  delays  caused  by 
the  commodore  of  the  yard. 

Q.  You  refer  to  the  commodore  commandant? — A.  The  commodore  commandant — Com- 
modore Preble.  They  made  a  contract  with  me  one  day  to  do  certain  work,  and  two  days 
afterward  sent  down  word  for  roe  to  stop  work.  I  did  not  stop,  however.  Once  before, 
after  having  undertaken  to  do  certain  work  for  the  government,  and  having  entered  upon 
the  performance  of  it,  I  stopped  work,  and  in  consequence  of  that  lost  all  that  I  had  in  the 
world.  That  was  an  experience  to  which,  of  course,  I  did  not  desire  to  be  again  subjected. 
To  return  to  my  statement,  they  sent  word  that  they  would  stop  me;  the  commodore  said 
he  would  compel  me  to  stop.  I  said,  "  Very  well ;  you  can  put  your  marines  on  me,  if  such 
is  your  intention.'*  The  marines  were  accordingly  called  out,  and  not  until  they  forcibly 
interfered,  and  stood  with  loaded  guns  to  prevent  my  proceeding  further,  did  I  desist.  In 
that  way  they  stopped  me.  The  paper  which  I  have  here  is  the  report  of  a  board  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  details  of  the  execution  of  the  contract. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  The  amount  of  $10,429.^0  has  been  awarded  on  account  of  the  contract? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  claim  $2,500  on  account  of  the  delay? — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Have  you  any  further  statement  to  make  in  regard  to  the  paper  ? — ^A.  The  present 
Secretary  states  the  showing  to  be  correct.  I  may  ado,  by  way  of  further  explanation,  that 
I  took  the  material  and  the  scows  which  the  government  had  upon  its  hands  at  the  time. 
They  were  transferred  to  me,  and  a  board  appointed  by  the  commodore  allowed  me  so  much 
money,  and  I  finished  the  work.    We  had  a  little  tussle  there,  but  it  is  by-gones  now. 

Q.  Have  you  with  you  any  other  Papers  relating  to  this  transaction  ? — A.  I  have  here  one 
other  paper,  which  may  not  be  of  snmcient  importance  to  be  of  value  to  the  committee,  show- 
ing that  the  scows  were  transferred  from  government  account  to  my  own  account  and  were 
paid  for  by  me. 

Q.  The  subject  of  the  paper  is  hardly  one  that  is  pertinent  to  the  present  inquiry  of  the 
committee  7 — A.  I  so  regarded  it.     It  is  merely  a  report  made  by  a  board  the  other  day. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  unsettled  claims  ? — A.  No,  sir.  In  regard  to  the  claim  of  which  I 
have  spoken,  the  Secretary  said  he  thought  it  was  right  and  just,  and  that  it  would  be  well, 
perhaps,  for  me,  if  the  opportunity  offered  to  do  so,  to  lay  the  matter  before  your  committee. 
The  obligations  which  I  have  assumed,  in  work  and  labor,-  fur  the  Navy  Department  during 
the  past  ten  years  represent  a  money  aggregate  of  probably  over  one  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand  dollars'  worth  of  contracts.  t 

Q.  And  with  the  exceptions  you  have  here  named  everything  has  been  paid  for  T — A. 
Everything.  A  large  portion  of  that  aggregate  was  based  upon  contracts  made  for  the  Phil- 
adelphia navy-yard.  I  came  here  last  year  and  awaited  action,  but  it  seemed  that  I  could 
never  get  any  action,  and  I  left  without  having  had  any  action  taken  in  the  matter. 

Q,  Did  you  make  any  attempts  to  procure  contracts  for  work  upon  the  monitors  Amphi- 
trite,  Puritan,  Terror,  or  Miantonomoh  ? — A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  You  did  not  at  any  time  put  in  a  bid  for  work  on  those  vessels  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  this  contract  which  you  received  for  the  removal  of  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard 

fiven  to  you  after  competition  T — A.  A  great  deal  of  it  was.    Bids  were  received  by  the  Navy 
Apartment.    Other  persons  bid. 

Q.  Then  you  did  not  have  one  general  contract  for  the  whole  work  T — k.  No,  sir. 
Q.  There  were  different  contracts  for  different  divisions  of  the  work  f — A.  Yes.     It  was 
referred  to  the  officers  of  the  yard.     Once  before  I  offered  to  do  a  job  for  $30,000  and  auot^er 
party  offered  to  do  it  for  $34,000  (and  it  is  on  the  records  here),  but  the  officers  wanted  to  do 
it  themselves,  though  it  could  not  be  done  by  them  for  that. 
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By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Please  to  repeat  the  statement  jast  made.  What  was  yonr  answer  ih  reg^ard  to  jonr 
offer  ? — A.  My  oner  was  made  to  the  bureau  here,  and  then  sent  to  the  commandant  of  the 
PhiUdelphia  navy-yard. 

Q.  Was  it  in  writing  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  say  you  offered  to  do  the  whole  work  for  $30,000  7 — A.  Oh,  no  ;  I  was  speak- 
in{if  then  of  the  launching  of  the  Antietam.  Another  man  offered  to  do  it  for  |:M,000.  It 
could  not  be  done.  They  wanted  to  do  it  themselves,  and  now  they  have  a  million  dollars' 
worth  of  stuff  at  League  Island  in  that  old  ship,  and  it  is  rottening  there.  They  wanted  to 
do  it  by  the  day.  But  it  could  not  be  done  for  that,  on  account  of  the  officers  wanting  to  do 
it  themselves. 

Q.  About  how  much  money  have  you  received  altogether?— A.  About  one  hundred  and 
fifty  thousand  dollars  ;  probably  not  so  much  as  that. 

Q.  For  some  of  the  work  which  you  did,  there  was  no  bidding  or  competition  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Where  there  was  no  bidding  or  competition,  was  there  in  every  instance  a  board  ap- 
pointed 7 — A.  There  was  a  detailed  statement  in  this  case  of  every  pile  of  stuff  in  the  yard. 
The  work  could  not  have  been  done  for  four  times  the  amount  for  which  I  done  it — not  for 
four  times  that.    Commodore  Howell  said  the  navy>yard  could  not  have  been  removed  when 
t  was  but  for  me. 

Q.  State  when  yon  last  saw  the  League  Island  navy-yard. — A.  I  think  I  saw  it  last  May. 
I  have  not  been  down  there  since. 

Q.  State  the  distance  between  it  and  the  city. — A.  It  is  about  two  or  three  miles  down 
the  river. 

Q.  In  the  removal  which  was  made,  did  you  move  the  material  down  the  river  ?— A.  I 
moved  it  on  scows.   I  had  thirty  or  for^  scows  and  teams. 

Q.  Did  you  move  everything  belonging  to  the  government  from  the  Philadelphia  navy- 
yard  T — A.  I  moved  all  but  the  buildings.   That  part  Mr.  John  Rice,  of  Phibdelphia,  bad. 

Q.  Did  yon  make  any  bid  for  removing  the  buildings  f — A.  I  did. 

Q*  Was  the  bid  which  you  made  greater  or  less  in  amount  than  that  of  the  successful 
bidder?— A.  My  bid  was  $56,000,  and  his  was $32,000.  He  mashed  them  down,  and  left 
one-third  of  them  in  the  yard.    That  is  the  way  he  did  with  them  ;  he  mashed  them. 

Q.  Have  they  not  yet  been  moved  ? — A.  One-third  of  the  material  which  he  agreed  to 
take  down  is  in  the  yard  yet,  piled  up  there. 

Q.  You  have  no  claim  against  the  government  other  than  as  yon  have  stated  here?  — 
A.  No,  sir ;  excepting  of  course  matters  now  pending  before  another  committee  of  the  House. 
Those  are  all. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Are  you  still  engaged  in  the  business  of  ship-building? — A.  No,  sir;  1  am  not. 

Q.  Since  when  did  you  cease  to  carry  on  that  business?— A.  I  have  not  been  engaged  in 
ship 'building  for  six  or  seven  years.  There  are  no  ships  to  build  now  except  the  Iron  ones, 
and  Mr.  Roach  is  building  about  all  there  are  to  bo  built. 

Q.  Did  you,  during  the  war,  construct  any  boilers  either  for  the  government,  or  private 
individuals,  or  companies  ? — A.  I  did,  a  great  many. 

Q,  Did  you  construct  any  for  the  Navy  Department  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  then  the  price  per  pound  for  a  boiler  ? — A.  During  the  different  years  there 
were  different  prices. 

Q.  If  you  know  what  the  prices  were  in  those  years,  please  state  them. — A.  In  1863  and 
1864  boilers  were  worth  from  about  twenty-five  to  thirty  cents  per  pound.  Boiler-iron  was 
about  seven  or  eight  cents  per  pound. 

Q.  When  yon  say  that  boilers  were  worth  twenty>five  to  thirty  cents  per  pound,  do  you 
mean  that  that  was  the  charge  to  construct  them  ?— A.  Yes,  sir ;  to  finish  them  complete. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  that  charge  you  include  tubes  and  everything  ?— A.  Yes,  sir ;  whether  brass  or  iron 
tubes.    The  greater  weight  of  the  tubes  would  make  up  for  their  extra  cost.    A  man,  to  be 

Kaid  for  the  tubes  in  a  boiler,  must  be  paid  for  the  boiler  by  its  weight.  Sometimes  the 
rass  tubes  will  cost  a  little  more  than  wnat  is  paid  for  them  by  what  they  will  weigh  in  the 
boiler  as  iron,  and  then  the  party  will  charge  a  little  more  for  the  boiler  with  the  brass 
tubes  than  he  would  charge  for  it  if  without  them.  That  would  pay  for  the  extra  cost  of  the 
tubes. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  During  the  year  1865  what  was  the  price  per  pound  for  boilers? — A.  I  never  made 
any  boilers  at  over  27^  cents  per  pound  for  anybody,  private  individual  or  anybody  else, 
during  the  war. 

Q.  Does  that  statement  apply  as  well  to  the  boilers  made  for  the  Navy  Department  as  to 
the  others  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  being  contracted  for  over  the  price,  27  cents.  I 
know  that  for  what  we  made  we  got  27^  from  private  individuals,  and  they  paid  as  much  as 
the  government  paid,  and  more. 
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Q.  What  was  the  price  of  bar-iron,  saj,  in  the  years  1863  and  1865?— A.  In  1863  bar- 
iron  was  $90  a  ton,  and  1864  and  1865  it  was  $2*20.  The  price  was  rnn  np  by  reason  of  the 
action  of  the  government  in  increasinf^  the  tariff. 

Q.  What  was  what  you  call  **  ang^le  iron  "  worth  durine  those  years  f — A.  If  it  was  an^le 
iron  for  a  ship,  and  you  could  let  it  out  to  the  mechanics  and  had  your  ship  ref»dy,  it  would  cost 
about  five  and  a  half  cents  per  pound.  In  1863  and  1864,  it  would  cost  eight  or  nine  cents. 
To  put  the  plating  on  the  hull  it  would  be  a  cent  and  three-quarters  per  pound  after  the 
iron  was  furnished  in  the  yard. 

Q.  State  also  the  price  during  the  same  time  for  plate-iron  for  the  hull  and  deck  ? — A.  In 
1863  it  would  be  five  and  a  half  cents  per  pound.  In  1864  and  1865  it  would  vary,  according 
to  the  wants  of  the  government^  from  five  and  a  half  to  twelve  cents.  It  ran  up  to  twelve 
and  a  half  cents  and  thirteen  cents  during  the  war.  Then  we  were  getting  for  the  boilers 
about  27^  cents  a  pound. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  were  the  prices  for  this  same  sort  of  work  and  knaterial,  say,  during 
the  month  of  March,  1877,  or  the  months  of  February  and  March,  1877 1 — A.  To  which 
kind  do  you  refer ;  that  of  the  hull  or  the  boilers,  or  what  t 

Q.  Just  take  the  whole  work  and  material  that  I  have  heretofore  asked  you  about. — A. 
To  make  the  answer  intelligible,  it  is  necessary  to  classify  the  material  so  as  to  separate  that 
of  the  boiler  from  that  of  the  hull  of  the  ship,  the  one  from  the  other. 

Q.  My  question  has  reference  to  the  same  material  about  which  you  have  testified. — A. 
The  material  for  the  hull  of  a  ship,  in  1877,  could  be  bought  for  three  and  a  half  cents  per 
pound. 

Q.  How  was  it  as  to  the  boilers  and  the  iron  which  enters  into  the  construction  of  a  boiler  7 — 
A.  The  boiler  iron,  the  *'C.  H.  No.  1,'*  generallv  brings  about  one-half  cent  per  pound 
more.    The  boilers  have  a  little  better  iron  than  the  ships  have  always. 

Q.  It  is  one-half  cent  per  pound  more. — ^A.  It  is  better  than  what  the  ship-iron  is.  If 
you  get  fire-box  iron,  you  pay  a  little  more  for  it.  But  there  never  has  been  a  time  in 
this  country  when  iron  was  so  cheap  as  it  is  now. 

Q.  I  speak  of  the  period  from  February  to  March,  1877. — A.  There  is  probably  not  verj" 
much  difference  between  what  it  is  now  and  what  it  was  then ;  there  may  be  now  a  differ- 
ence of  an  eighth  or  a  quarter  of  a  cent.  I  may  say  in  this  connection  that,  having  re- 
cently written  a  communication  of  perhaps  some  forty  pages  for  the  North  American  Re- 
view, I  have  had  occasion  to  acquaint  mvself  very  well  with  the  prices.  I  have  been  com- 
plimented with  the  assurance  that,  out  of  something  like  a  hundred  papers  received  by  the 
Keview  on  the  subject  of  the  commerce  of  this  and  other  countries,  my  own  is  regarded  as 
among  the  best. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  boilers  of  the  Puritan,  Amphitrite,  Terror,  and  Mianto- 
nomoh  T — A.  I  have  seen  Uiose  boilers.  They  are  very  plain  boilers — very  thick.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  contractors  got  for  them. 

Q.  What  was  a  reasonable  price  for  such  boilers  at  the  time  at  which  the  price  to  be  paid 
for  them  was  agreed  to  7 — A.  I  should  think  eighteen  or  twenty  cents  per  pound  a  Ywy 
good  price. 

Q.  Do  you  give  that  as  a  reasonable  price  for  the  boilers,  as  already  constructed  T — A. 
Tes.  At  that  rate  I  would  be  glad  to  take  a  contract  for  all  that  they  could  cover  a  ten-acre 
lot  with. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  armor-plating  on  those  vessels  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I 
have  seen  the  schedule  of  &e  armor-plating.  Its  dimensions  are  about  seven  Indies  in 
thickness  and  three  and  a  half  feet  in  width. 

Q.  What,  in  1877,  was  that  worth,  all  prepared? — A.  There  is  nobody  in  this  country 
who  could  make  it  Whoever  might  have  made  it  would  have  had  to  build  a  mill,  and 
would  have  had  to  put  the  price  of  t>uilding  the  mill  on  the  iron. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  has  ever  been  made  in  this  country  f — A.  There  never  has 
been  any  made. 

Q.  All  that  you  have  seen  have  been  the  drawings  f — A.  I  have  seen  the  paper  contain- 
inff  the  schedule  for  the  iron  to  be  made,  but  there  was  nobody  here  to  make  it.  To  make 
it  here,  it  would  cost  sixteen  or  eighteen  cents,  while  in  Europe  it  would  cost  fourteen  to 
fifteen  cents  per  pound. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  What  was  the  duty  on  it  ? — A.  About  two  cents  per  pound. 

Q.  Making  the  cost  sixteen  to  seventeen  cents  7 — A.  Yes.  Then  the  freight  on  it,  the 
handling  the  iron  so  many  times,  taking  it  on  board  at  Glssgow,  Liverpool,  or  London, 
then  taking  it  out  and  carrying  it  to  a  ship-yard  here,  and  getting  it  on  a  railroad  track,  and 
all  that  extra  handling  when  plates  are  so  heavy,  makes  it  comparatively  very  costly.  On 
that  account  it  would  cost  more  to  purchase  it  there  than  here. 

Q.  Whoever  in  this  country  undertakes  to  fufnish  that  material  for  the  government  must 
make  special  preparations  for  such  work  7 — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  is  very  heavy.  Some  of  it  would 
weigh  nve  tons  and  some  four  tons ;  turret-plates  weigh  twenty-three  ions.  I  have  no  doubt 
it  could  be  made  here,  but  it  would  take  a  long  time  to  make  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  that  mill  of  Moorhead's  t — A.  I  do  not.    I  do  not  think 


152  TESTIMONY   TAKEN   BY   THE   COMMITTEE   ON 

that  anybody  hero  is  prepared  to  make  it  unless  the  flroverntneut  gives  &  price  sufficiently 
large  to  insure  payment  for  the  construction  of  the  mill. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  would  be  the  cost  of  the  mill  7— A.  About  $150,000  or  |200,000. 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  the  iron  of  which  they  make  this  armor-plate  f — A.  Thej  call 
it  **best  charcoal,  No.  1  iron,  rolled  iron.*' 

Q.  What  kind  of  iron  is  used  on  the  turrets  ;  the  same  kind  7 — A.  Yes :  of  the  same  qual- 
ity. There  is  thicker  iron  on  the  turrets.  In  this  country  thny  are  making  the  turrets  of 
fourteen  and  fifteen  staves.  In  England  they  make  the  turrets  of  six  and  seven  staves. 
There  they  say  the  less  number  of  staves  you  get  in  it,  the  greater  is  its  capacity  of  resist- 
apce  to  projectiles. 

Q.  what  kind  of  iron  is  used  in  the  turrets  ? — A.  It  is  the  same  as  that  used  for  the  plat- 
ing— rolled  iron. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Cannot  a  mill  constructed  for  the  purpose  of  making  this  iron  be  made  use  of  for  mak- 
ing other  kinds  of  iron  f — A.  No,  sir ;  not  for  anything  else. 

Q.  Can  work  other  than  of  that  particular  class  be  done  upon  it  7 — A.  It  is  only  for  that 
class  of  thick  iron.  New  Jersey  has  the  only  war-vessel  in  the  world,  and  they  cannot  use 
it.  I  have  been  trying  to  sell  it  abroad.  I  made  an  effort  to  that  end  when  abroad  last 
summer.  I  could  not  get  anybody  to  g^ve  me  the  price  of  that  iron  in  this  country,  and  yet 
I  could  get  prices  abroad  as  easy  as  I  could  buy  my  dinner. 

[Note. — The  copy  of  report  on  claim  for  balance  of  (2,500,  &c..  presented  by  witness,  is 
as  follows :] 

United  8tate.s  Navy-yard, 

League  Island,  Pennsylvania, 

October  2,  1876. 

Sir  :  In  obedience  to  your  order  of  the  25th  ultimo,  we  have  carefully  examined  copies  of 
papers  numbered  from  one  (1)  to  fourteen  (14)  inclusive,  relative  to  a  claim  of  Mr.  Nathan- 
iel McKay,  submitted  by  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Kepair,  together  with  certain 
papers  from  the  files  of  the  commandant's  office,  including  the  minority  report  (marked  C), 
and  have  to  report  that,  in  our  opinion,  the  contract  was  a  valid  one,  eaually  binding  upon 
the  government  and  Mr.  McKay,  in  which  Mr.  McKay  agreed  in  good  laith  to  remove  from 
the  navy-yard,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  League  Island,  all  the  material  at  that  time  in  the 
yard,  without  regard  to  Quantity,  belonging  to  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repairs,  for 
the  sum  of  twenty -one  thousand  three  hundred  ($21,300)  dollars. 

We  accept  as  correct  the  report  of  the  majority  (paper  No.  10)  wherein  the  estimated  pro- 
portion of  materials  are  set  forth  as  follows : 

1st.  Live-oak Four-fifths  (^)  removed. 

2d.  White  pine  deck-plank All  removed. 

3d.  White-oak  plank All  removed. 

4th.  Yellow-pine  timber One-third  {^)  removed. 

7th.  Tree-nails Three-fourths  (})  removed. 

8th.  Shores Three-fourths  (})  removed. 

9th.  All  timber  in  the  yard .' One-half  (i)  removed. 

10th.  Blocking  in  the  yard One-fourth  (^)  removed. 

and  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  proportion  of  materials  removed,  as  above  stated,  entitle  Mr. 
McKay  to  the  sum  of  ten  thousand  four  hundred  and  twenty-nine  dollars  and  fifty  cents 
(110,429.50). 

Beferring  to  the  charge  of  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  (|2,500)  **  for  actual  ex- 
penses incurred  "  in  consequence  of  his  work  being  forcibly  stopped  by  the  yard  authori- 
ties, we  are  of  the  opinion  that,  in  consideration  of  the  large  number  of  men,  teams,  horses, 
and  barges  engaged  and  paid  by  Mr.  McKay,  during  the  interval  of  time  between  stoppage 
as  above  and  resumption  of  the  work,  the  charge  is  correct  and  proper,  and  as  such  should 
be  considered  in  auaiting  the  claim. 

We  report  the  following  proportion  of  the  claim  as,  in  our  opinion,  just  and  properly  al- 
lowable,  viz ; 

For  removal  of  materials §10,429  50 

For  expenses  incurred  by  delay 2,500  00 

812,929  50 

All  papers  transmitted  to  us  in  this  case  are  herewith  returned. 
We  are,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

PHILIP  HICHBORN, 

Naval  Construotor^  U,  S.  A'. 
JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
AssUtant  Naval  Constructor^  V,  8.  N, 
Capt.  C.  H.  Wells,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy'Yardj  League  Island,  Pa. 
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Richard  W.  Thompson  (Secretary  of  the  Navj)  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Please  submit  any  stateDients  you  desire  to  make  upon  the  various  matters  to 
vrhich  your  atteution  has  been  directed  in  the  inquiries  of  the  committee. — Answer.  In 
reference,  first,  to  the  papers  relating  to  the  Ingersoll  life-boats,  I  would  say  that  I  am  in- 
formed  by  the  Chief  of  toe  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  (Mr.  Easby),  upon  whom  a 
call  was  made  by  the  committee  for  their  production,  that  a  portion  only  of  those  papers 
were  in  his  bureau.  The  remainder  were  in  my  office.  The  papers  brought  to  me  by  Mr. 
Easby  I  have  bad  copied,  and  he  has  compared  the  copies  with  the  originals.  Those  cop- 
ies I  now  submit,  as  also  copies  of  the  papers  that  come  from  my  office.  When  the  pur- 
chase of  the  boats  first  came  to  my  notice,  I  had  them  examined,  and  you  can  see  from 
the  papers,  submitted  in  a  general  way,  what  was  done. 

[Note. — The  papers  here  submitted,  arranged  in  two  divisions,  will  be  found  in  the  ap- 
pendix. The  first  aivision,  embracing  the  papers  produced  from  the  office  of  the  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair  includes  exhibits  marked  from  A  to  H ;  and  the  second  divi- 
sion, being  papers  produced  from  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  includes  Exhibits 
I,  J.  K.  L,  and  M.] 

Q.  Please  give  the  committee  an  outline  of  the  whole  transaction  concerning  these 
boats.— A.  I  found  that  an  order  had  been  issued  to  purchase  ten  life-boats  for  vessel^ ;  that 
they  could  not  get  the  boats,  and  that  they  then  made  the  contract  for  these  ten  boats. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  When  was  that  contract  made  f — A.  I  cannot  tell  now  the  date.  I  was  about  to  state 
in  a  general  way  what  I  knew  in  regard  to  it.  The  contract  was  made  in  New  York  for  the 
purchase  of  ten  life-boats,  to  be  built  by  Mr.  Ingersoll,  at,  I  think,  the  sum  of  $1,500 
apiece.  That  is  my  remembrance  of  it.  When  the  matter  was  brought  to  my  attention,  I 
felt  it  my  duty  to  have  the  boats  inspected  or  examined.  I  found  that  they  were  considered 
by  some  men  as  useful  and  of  value,  and  in  the  examinations  which  were  made  they  were 
regarded,  I  think,  as  very  fine  boats.  The  papers  here  submitted  will  show  the  facts  as  to 
all  that.  There  were,  however,  two  objections  to  my  receiving  them,  though  I  did  in  re 
^ard  to  them  what  I  had  done  in  cases  of  a  similar  character ;  I  put  them  on  the  yard,  and 
they  are  there  now.  They  are  on  the  Brooklyn  navy-yard,  and  have  not  been  used.  I  had 
no  money  wherewith  to  pay  for  them,  and  the  matter  remains  subject  to  ratification  by 
Congress. 

Q.  Was  the  contract  suspended  7 — A.  I  simply  gave  them  to  understand  that  I  could  not 
execute  the  contract,  for  I  had  no  money  to  pay  for  it. 

Q.  Have  the  boats  been  accepted  7 — A.  No,  sir.  They  were  just  put  on  the  yard.  I  do 
not  know  whether  these  contractors  call  that  an  acceptance  or  not. 

By  the  Chafrman  : 

Q.  State,  from  your  knowledge  of  the  transaction,  whether  there  appears  to  be  anything 
unfair  or  fraudulent  about  it. — A.  O,  I  do  not  think  so. 

Q.  Canyon  state  whether  the  prices  stated  are  reasonable  and  just?— A.  You  will  fiod  by 
the  papers  submitted  that  a  board  was  appointed  by  me  to  report  upon  the  prices,  and  that 
they  have  reduced  them  somewhat.  You  will  find  in  that  report  the  figuTes  at  which  they 
have  fixed  the  price.    That,  I  think,  is  a  fair  price. 

Q.  What  is  that  price? — A.  (After  referring  to  '*£x.  M.'*)  The  estimate  which  the  board 
appointed  by  me  put  upon  the  boats  was  $1,125  each,  as  appears  by  the  paper  entitled  "  Re- 
port of  Board  on  Life-boats,  Sept.,  11,  1877."  I  notice  by  this  paper  that  there  appears 
to  be  some  doubt  as  to  whether  the  ten  boats  are  ready  for  delivery. 

By  Mr.  Page  :      . 

Q.  Do  yon  regard  the  price  just  named  a  fair  one  ? — A.  That  is  the  opinion  given  by  these 
gentlemen  of  the  board. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  there  anything  illegal  on  the  face  of  the  contract  ?  Was  it  made  in  due  form  of 
law  f — A.  There  was  no  contract  in  the  ordinary  sense,  except  so  far  as  a  contract  is  made 
by  one  party  ordering  a  thing  and  another  party  accepting  the  order.  The  order,  like  any 
other  upon  a  party  engaged  in  manufacturing  to  do  a  certain  thing,  was,  in  substance : 
*'  You  will  make  so  many  boats  at  such  a  price." 

[Note. — In  reply  to  observations  by  the  Chairman  (Mr.  Willis)  and  Mr.  Page  in  regard 
to  the  remedy  open  to  Mr.  Ingersoll,  the  party  furnishing  the  life-boats,  by  an  action  in  the 
Court  of  Claims,  the  witness  remarked  that  the  party  would  have  to  sue  upon  the  boats  for 
their  value,  unless  the  stipulation  in  the  order  for  them  should  be  considered  as  binding, 
fie  continued :  ] 

If  I  should  write  a  letter  to  a  party  saying  I  wished  him  to  furnish  me  a  certain  article  at 
a  certain  price,  he  would  be  very  likely  to  hold  me  to  the  price.  I  know  of  nothing  that  is 
prejudicial  to  anybody  in  connection  with  the  matter.     The  only  trouble  on  my  part  arose 
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from  my  not  havinf?  the  money  to  pay  for  them.    The  money  for  the  boats  was  wanted  upon 
their  delivery,  and  I  conld  not  pay. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  advantageoua  to  the  public  service  to  carry  out  this  contract 
upon  the  terms  reported  by  your  board  t — A.  That  is  a  consideration  which  involves  some- 
what  the  character  of  the  boats.  There  are  many  kinds  of  life-boat,  and  each  man  who  has 
a  patent  for  a  life-boat  claims  his  own  to  be  the  best.  I  know  of  nothing  in  regard  to  which 
there  is  so  much  confusion  as  in  the  best  method  of  saving  life  at  sea.  Scarcely  a  week 
passes  in  which  somebody  does  not  claim  a  new  method.  I  should  defer  my  own  opinion 
as  to  the  value  of  a  boat  to  that  of  experienced  seamen  and  naval  officers.  It  is  a  thing 
about  which  I  would  be  reluctant  to  advance  any  opinion  of  my  own,  being  very  slow  to 
form  a  positive  opinion  upon  a  question  of  the  character  of  that  one,  because,  from  the  whole 
course  of  my  education,  1  am  scarcely  competent  to  decide  upon  it  where  officers  disagree. 
We  need  life-boats,  undoubtedly.  It  is  represented  to  me  that  the  boats  here  referred  to 
are  very  valuable,  and  they  have  been  introduced  into  foreign  navies,  and  are  appreciated 
very  highly  by  them.     I  looked  at  the  boat,  but  could  form  no  special  opinion  about  it. 

Q.  How  was  the  commission,  of  which  you  have  spoken,  constituted  ? — A.  By  my  ap- 
pointment. 

Q.  Of  whom  and  how  many  was  it  composed  t — A.  Of  the  best  officers  I  could  find.   Old 
Admiral  Ammen  was  at  the  head,  a  gentleman  upon  whose  judgment  in  all  these  things  I 
rely  very  confidentlv.    I  think  he  is  an  experienced  officer.     He  is  a  scientific  man,  too. 
Naval  Constructor  Webb  and  Chief  Engineer  Henderson  were  the  other  members  of  the 
board. 

Q.  They  were  unanimous  in  the  recommendations  of  their  report  f — A.  I  think  they  were. 
That  is  my  recollection  of  it.     I  have  ;aot  read  the  papers  for  some  time. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  letter  ordering  the  building  of  these  boats  f — A.  That  is  con- 
tained in  the  papers  produced  by  Mr.  Easby  from  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 
The  papers  I  nave  submitted  show  what  transpired  in  the  office  of  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  What  length  of  time  intervened  between  the  building  of  the  boats  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  commission  of  which  you  have  spoken  f — A.  I  cannot  now  state. 

Q.  Was  the  period  which  elapsed  something  like  a  year  7 — A.  I  cannot  say. 

By  the  Chairman 

Q.  Give  the  dates  of  the  papers  on  the  subject  which  you  have  presented  as  coming  from 
your  office. — A.  The  communications  in  reply  to  inquiries  relative  to  the  boats  are  dated  in 
May,  1877,  and  the  report  of  the  board  of  examination  wi^  made  September  7,  1877. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Was  the  original  order  made  by  Mr.  Robeson  Y — A.  I  doubt  whether  Mr.  Robeson 
knew  anything  about  it. 
Q.  It  was  made  during  his  administration?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Please  to  make  any  additional  statement  that  you  may  deem  pertinent  to  the  inquiry 
of  the  committee.-rA.  I  want  to  make  a  statement  in  connection  with  what  has  been  said 
heretofore  in  reference  to  the  apparent  disagreement  between  Dr.  White  and  myself  about 
his  timber  contracts.  He  has  stated  since  tnen  that  he  does  not  understand  the  transaction 
just  as  I  understand  it,  in  consequence  of  my  having  used  the  two  terms,  '*  cancellation  ** 
and  *'  suspension."  The  difference  between  us  consists  in  my  meaning  and  his  understand- 
ing of  the  use  of  those  terms.  I  stated,  in  the  beginning  of  my  examination  on  that  point, 
that  I  had  considered  the  difference  between  cancellation  and  suspension  ;  that  when  I  sus- 
pended the  contracts  for  timber  I  allowed  the  parties  to  put  their  lumber  on  the  yard  with 
the  understanding  that  they  should  have  bills  for  their  deliveries,  thus  leaving  to  Congress 
to  ratify  the  purchase  or  not;  and  that  when  I  came  to  Dr.  White's  contract  I  allowed  him 
no  bills,  because  I  considered  the  contract  as  cancelled  on  the  ground  of  fraud,  but  said  to 
him  that  be  might  put  his  lumber  on  the  yard  if  he  chose,  and,  if  it  was  a  very  superior  lot 
of  lumber,  and  Congress  should  think  proper  to  purchase  it,  then  he  could  have  his  money 
as  it  was  the  market  price ;  but  that  I  cancelled  that  contract  when  the  price  was  seventy- 
five  cents,  because  I  was  determined  not  to  put  myself  in  any  attitude  which  could  be  con- 
strued into  one  of  recognition  of  a  contract  that  he  might  have  at  a  price  over  and  above 
the  market  price.    So  that  he  understood  it  to  be  suspension  when  I  meant  cancellation. 

Q.  Was  any  order  issued  by  which  the  contract  was  cancelled  in  terms  f — A.  I  cannot 
recollect  about  the  terms,  but  I  recollect  telling  Mr.  Easby  in  terms  that  that  was  to  be  the 
rule  in  that  contract,  that  I  considered  it  as  having  been  cancelled,  but  he  might  put  the 
lumber  on  the  yard,  leaving  White,  like  the  others  from  whom  lumber  had  been  received,  to 
look  for  any  compensation  to  Congress. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  You  cannot  recollect  that  there  was  a  formal  order  for  cancellation? — A.  I  cannot  rec- 
ollect now  whether  I  gave  an  order  formally  or  not,  because  in  our  meetings  here  twice 
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a  week,  in  the  board,  these  things  were  talked  over  and  orders  given  to  the  bureaus,  and 
those  orders  might  sometimes  be  given  in  writing  and  sometimes  orally.  In  mj  mind,  the 
only  question  left  for  consideration  in  connection  with  the  White  contract,  is  the  value  of 
the  timber  and  the  necessity  of  its  purchase.  It  is  a  very  superior  lot  of  timber,  as  it  is 
represented  to  roe ;  there  is  no  better  timber  there. 

Q.  That  is,  the  white  oak  and  pine  ? — A.  Yes;  it  is  very  superior  timber.  The  gentle- 
man (Dr.  White)  thinks  that,  when  previously  before  the  committee,  I  gave  a  little  too  much 
prominence  to  his  conversation  about  the  fraudulent  feature  of  the  contract.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  could  change  my  language  any.  He  might  have  supposed  that  his  necessities  drove 
him  to  make  the  contract. 

Q.  To  what  part  of  the  contact  do  you  refer  f-:-A.  I  mean  that  part  of  the  contract 
charging  seventy-five  cents  for  the  timber. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  witness,  Wm.  White,  testified  that  Mr.  Piatt  dropped  out  of  the  transaction  be- 
fore it  was  actually  entered  into ;  that  originally  he  was  represented  by  Mr.  Piatt  as  his  at- 
torney ;  and  that  then,  after  the  lapse  of  months,  he  availed  himself  of  an  offer  by  Piatt  to 
aid  in  having  his  (witness's)  offer  accepted.  Do  you  know  anything  about  that  ? — A.  No, 
sir ;  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  to  the  contrary  of  that  statement  ? — ^A.  The  only  information  in  the 
world  that  I  had  about  it  was  what  I  got  from  White,  and  he  gave  me  no  names  at  all. 
White  made  rather  a  favorable  impression  on  me  in  all  that  he  said.  He  is  apparently  an 
intellip^t  man.  He  explained  to  me  the  fact  that  he  was  rather  embarrassed,  and  had  a 
pecuniary  load  to  carry  which  was  very  heavy,  and  felt  himself  driven  to  the  necessity  of 
making  the  arrangement. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  those  timber  contracts,  made  in  the  way  you  have  indicated,  and  which 
you  suspended,  as  per  $e  illegal  or  as  being  merely  contrary  to  sound  policy  7— A.  I  would 
not  be  willing  to  say  they  were  contrary  to  sound  policy.  I  have  already  sidd,  and  that  is 
my  deliberate  opinion,  that  the  government  has  heretofore  been  subjected  to  very  flpreat  loss 
by  building  vessels  out  of  green  timber ;  and  I  think  that  good  policy  would  require  that 
timber  should  be  kept  on  hand. 

Q.  The  point  to  which  I  desired  specially  to  direct  your  attention  was  as  to  the  mode  of 
purchase. — A.  No ;  I  do  not  see  any  evidence  of  fraud  about  it.  It  was  inconsistent  with 
the  custom  that  had  grown  up,  to  purchase  by  orders. 

Q.  What  I  mean  to  ask  is  this,  Is  there  anything  in  the  statutes  forbidding  that  kind  of 
purchase  f — A.  Nothing  but  the  provision  which  says  that  no  contract  shall  be  made  unless 
there  is  money  to  pay  it.  The  trouble  was  that  if  these  contracts  bad  been  paid  out  of  the 
current  expenditures,  it  would  have  been  a  recognition  of  the  fact  that  an  antecedent  debt 
could  be  paid  out  of  the  appropriation  for  the  current  year. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Is  there  not  also  a  provision  of  the  statute  requiring  these  contracts  to  be  made  after 
advertisement  7 — A.  Yes,  I  said  awhile  ago  it  had  been  the  custom  to  make  these  purchases 
of  timber  npon  order. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  **  Upon  order  ";  that  is,  bv  open  purchase  t — A.  No,  not  so  much  by  open  purchase  as 
by  order ;  for  instance,  I  would  say,  '*  I  direct  you  to  purchase  so  much." 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  the  purchase  would  be  made  at  market  rates  T — A.  Yes ;  let  me  say,  in  reference 
to  that,  that  the  purchase  of  timber  had  a  feature  about  it  which  was  one  that  did  not  pertain 
to  anything  else  in  this,  that  the  department  had  what  were  called  '*  schedule  rates  lor  tim- 
ber;'* and  the  purchases  were  made  upon  those  rat«s.  Perhaps  the  only  variation  in  the 
purchases  was  in  this,  that  where  those  rates  were  departed  from  the  material  was  bought 
at  the  market  price.  The  fact  is  that  there  is  not  much  market  price  for  such  timber ;  there 
is  not  enough  of  competition  to  make  a  market  price.  In  other  words,  the  men  who  deal  in 
that  timber  have  the  control  of  the  market  price.  It  might  perhaps  be  very  well,  as  a  rule^ 
to  purchase  at  the  schedule  prices,  except  tnat  these  vary  by  the  supply  and  demand.  In 
respect  to  what  I  have  suggested,  perhaps  it  would  be  better  for  roe  to  prepare  a  statement 
(so  that  the  information  may  be  in  a  form  to  be  more  immediately  accessible  to  the  commit- 
tee), showing  the  amount  of  monthly  expenditure  from  the  1st  of  July  last  up  to  the  Ist  day  of 
February  and  the  1st  day  of  March,  that  being  a  matter  which  comes  specially  under  your 
cognizance.  By  supplementing  that  with  another  statement  showing  the  number  of  ves- 
8e&  which  have  been  repaired,  the  amount  expended  upon  each  of  those  vessels  since  the 
date  specified  and  the  amount  of  work  done  by  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  on. 
boilers,  &c.,  you  will  be  enabled  to  form  a  due  appreciation  of  the  amount  of  labor  that  has 
been  done  during  the  year  from  the  1st  of  July.  I  think  I  had  better  put  those  statements 
in  writing,  so  that  you  may  have  the  whole  ia  the  form  of  a  general  communication. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle: 

.    Q.  It  would  be  a  matter  of  figures  to  a  great  extent  7 — A.  It  would  be  a  matter  of  figures. 
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fi^eiierally,  and  perhaps  would  be  more  acceptable  to  the  committee  if  put  in  the  form  which 
I  snjg^ffest. 

Q.  While  on  that  sobject  of  the  repairs  of  vessels,  will  the  Secretary  please  state  whether 
he  has  appointed  any  board  or  commission  to  asoertein  and  report  the  cost  of  completing^ 
the  Pari  tan? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  action  was  taken  by  me  as  one  among^  other  thines  which, 
by  virtne  of  my  office  as  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  I  felt  it  to  be  my  dntv  to  take.  The  report 
was  made  within  the  last  week  or  ten  days.  It  is  a  report  pretty  much  in  detail,  giving  the 
amount  of  cost  necessary  to  complete  the  vessel.  I  will  furnish  you  the  copy  for  which  you 
ask. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  not  als6  a  report  of  a  similar  character  in  which  the  cost  of  completing  the 
Miantonomoh,  Amphitrite,  and  Terror  is  estimated  T — A.  It  is  probable  that  there  is  a  spe- 
cial report  to  the  bureau  on  that  subject.  The  better  plan,  perhaps,  would  be  for  me  to  get 
up  all  those  papers  on  the  Puritan,  and  the  other  vessels  as  well,  and  send  them  to  you. 

Q.  Have  you  as  yet  made  an  examination  as  to  whether  the  prices  paid  on  these  con- 
tracts that  are  incomplete  were  too  high  f — A.  The  suspended  contracts  T 

Q.  The  contracts  on  those  donble-turreted  monitors  on  account  of  which  the  depart- 
ment is  indebted  to  the  different  contractors. — A.  I  have  had  no  board  on  that  subject,  and 
so  far  as  I  had  any  reason  to  entertain  a  belief  on  the  subject,  I  did  not  know  that  the  prices 
were  too  high  at  all.  I  had  no  reason  to  suspect  it  Perhaps  some  of  them  mav  have  been 
too  high.  If  I  had  been  called  on  to  pay  them,  I  should  then  have  scrutinized  them  very 
carefmly  as  to  amounts,  &c.,  and  have  seen  that  everything  conformed  to  the  contract. 

Q.  How  do  you  regard  an  approved  bill,  as  an  adjudication  7 — A.  No,  sir ;  not  unless  it 
has  the  attestation  of  the  department,  which  it  must  have  to  entitle  the  party  to  use  it  as 
money.    An  approved  bill  is  simply  an  attesta  Jon  of  the  officer  having  charge  of  the  thing. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  It  simply  attests  the  fact  that  the  thing  contracted  for  has  been  furnished  or  the  work 
done  f — A.  Yes ;  that  so  much  is  in  possession  of  the  government. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  affixes  that  final  attestation  ? — A.  It  is  done  with  the  sanction  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy. 
Q.  It  may  be  done  by  a  bureau  officer? — A.  By  the  chief  of  the  bureau. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Can  the  money  then  be  obtained  upon  it? — A.  No ;  not  until  it  is  signed  by  me.  Not 
a  dollar  is  drawn  from  the  Treasury  upon  bills  from  my  department  except  upon  bills  which 
have  been  signed  by  me.  There  is  not  a  thing  done  in  the  way  ot  contracting  indebtedness 
by  the  chief  of  a  bureau  until  he  reports  that  thing  to  me.  Every  chief  of  a  bureau  must 
consult  with  me  and  have  my  assent  both  as  to  the  thing  to  be  done  and  the  mode  of  doing 
it. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Have  you  appointed  any  board  of  officers  to  ascertain  and  report  the  cost  of  complet- 
ing the  Terror,  Amphitrite,  and  Miantonomoh  ?— A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  appointed  a 
board  upon  that  subject ;  but  my  recollection  is  that  there  have  been  some  reports  made 
upon  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  have  estimates  showing  the  information  inquired  for  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  furnish  them  at  your  convenience  ? — A.  Yes ;  I  will  furnish  them  all. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Mr.  Secretary,  do  I  not  understand  you  correctly  as  saying,  in  regard  to  the  timber 
contracts,  that  they  could  be  as  well  made  by  open  purchase  as  by  advertisement  ?  For  in- 
stance, if  you  wanted  timber,  white  oak  or  pine^  for  a  certain  purpose,  I  understand  that  you 
would  issue  to  the  proper  officers  a  written  or  printed  circular  directing  them  to  ask  parties  to 
submit  propositions  as  to  what  they  would  furnish  such  timber  for,  or  you  would  order  them 
to  go  into  the  market  and  purchase  it  at  the  lowest  market  price.  Would  that  method  of 
procedure  be  as  legal  as  would  be  that  in  which  you  would  first  call  for  bids  by  advertisement  f 
— A.  As  I  view  the  law  now,  I  think  that  all  purchases  of  articles,  except  such  as  are  required 
to  be  made  immediately,  must  be  made  by  advertisement.  When  an  article  is  needed  im- 
mediately, as,  for  example,  when  a  few  hundred  feet  of  timber  are  needed  to  finish  a  vessel, 
the  purchase  under  the  law  may  be  made  in  the  open  market.  Beyond  that,  where  the  pur- 
cha.se  exceeds  a  thousand  dollars — ^that  is  generally  considered  the  limit — my  own  construc- 
tion of  the  law  is  that  nothing  should  be  done  without  advertisement.  Yet,  I  am  very 
strongly  inclined  to  believe  that  many  purchases  could  be  better  made  in  the  open  market 
than  they  could  be  made  by  advertisement.  I  will  illustrate  that  by  a  reference  to  the 
•condition  in  which  I  now  find  myself  placed  with  respect  to  the  Nipsic,  a  vessel  down 


i 


EXPENDITDEES  IN  THE  NAVY  DEPARTMENT.       157 

here*  which  is  almost  ready  to  be  launched,  and  which  will  prove  to  be  a  rery  fine  and  su- 
perior yessel  too.  I  have  advertised  for  iron  with  which  to  build  the  boilers  of  the  Nip8ic» 
but  the  bidders  have  failed  to  furnish  the  right  kind  of  iron.  Whether  by  combinations  on 
the  part  of  bidders  or  otherwise,  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  executing"  the  law  under  ad- 
vertisements are  very  great.  In  this  particular  case,  with  regard  to  the  iron,  I  am  very 
much  embarrassed  to  know  what  to  do.  I  have  no  authority  to  buy  the  iron  in  the  open 
market,  which  I  could  do,  and,  by  paying  perhaps,  just  a  little  more  than  the  bids,  could 
eet  ffood  iron.  The  trouble  about  it  in  Congpress,  I  suppose,  is  that  it  would  seem  to  open 
uie  door  to  favoritism,  find  all  that  sort  of  tning,  but,  as  a  question  of  policy,  I  am  very 
much  inclined  to  think*  that  the  present  restriction  should  be  modified,  and  the  power  given 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  purchases  in  the  open  market  much  more  extensively 
than  he  now  does. 

Q.  My  recollection  is,  that  this  subject  was  alluded  to  by  you  when  before  the  committee 
on  a  previous  occasion  7 — A.  It  was,  out  not  in  this  connection.  In  mv  annual  report,  I 
speak  of  the  iron  to  which  I  have  just  alluded,  and  asked  permission  of  Congress  to  pur- 
cnase  it. 

John  W.  Easby,  chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Rep^r,  recalled. 

Question.  Please  submit  any  papers  prepared  by  you  in  response  to  calls  for  Information 
by  the  committee. — Answer.  I  have  here  and  now  submit  various  papers  the  purport  of 
each  of  which  I  will  state.    They  are  as  follows : 

1.  Papers  produced  from  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  relating  to  contract  with  A. 
M.  IngersoU,  for  ten  life-boats. 

[Note. — ^The  papers  just  mentioned  have  been  inserted  in  the  appendix,  marked  Exhibits 
A  to  H,  inclusive,  m  connection  with  others  on  the  same  subject,  produced  during  the  ex- 
amination  of  the  preceding  witness.  ] 

2.  Statement  from  the  Harlan  and  HoUingsworth  Company,  showing  work  done  on  3d  of 
March  (suspended)  contract,  reading  as  follows : 

March  6,  1878. 

Memorandum  of  work  done  on  the  monitor  Amphitrite  as  covered  under  the  thircl  contract. 

1.  YMitilator-pipes  put  in  the  wings  with  outlets  for  registers  in  alley- ways. 

2.  Deck-lights  and  battle-plates  to  all  the  deck  openings. 

3.  Hyatt's  lights  and  battle-plates  to  hatches. 

4.  Iron  coammgs  to  hatches. 

5.  Tiller  made  and  fitted  with  fixtures. 

6.  Ship  painted  inside  and  out. 

7.  The  turret-beds  made  and  finished  ready  for  rings. 

8.  The  turret  machinery  and  spindles  erected. 

9.  Blowers  set  up  in  forward  turret. 

10.  Four  iron  pipes  put  through  bottom  and  sides  for  feed  and  discharge  for  the  engines. 

11.  Stem  cut  out  and  made  ready  for  shaft. 

12.  New  stem-pipes  for  shafts  made  and  put  in  with  outboard  flanges,  and  the  same  bored 
out  ready  for  shafts. 

13.  Foundations  for  carrying  the  lines  of  shafting. 

The  labor  and  materials  for  the  above  work  have  cost  not  less  than  (10,000, 

3.  Communication  from  vice-president  of  Harlan  &  HoUingsworth  Company,  reading  aa 
follows : 

'*  Office  of  Harlan  &,  Hollingsworth  Company, 

*'  mimington,  Ddi,,  March  14,  1878. 
"Hon.  R.  W.  Thompson, 

**  Secretary  of  the  Navy : 

"Sir  :  Your  favor  of  the  8th  duly  received.  Absence  from  home  has  prevented  an  earlier 
reply. 

*' We  cannot  mention  in  detail  what  was  ^one  to  the  Amphitrite  after  March  3,  1877,  as 
belonging  to  the  contract  of  April  5, 1875,  further  than  to  say  that  a  number  of  jobs  in  con- 
nection with  hull  and  deck  work,  partially  finished,  were  completed  between  that  time  and 
April  10. 

*'Very  respectfully, 

•»J.  T.  GAUSE, 
"  rice-President:' 

4.  All  the  papers  relating  to  the  order  of  William  White,  of  Portsmouth,  for  timber. 
[The  papers  will  be  found  in  the  appendix,  marked  from  Exhibit  N  to  Exhibit  Y.] 

5.  Correction  of  an  error  in  figures  in  the  statement  (on  page  144  of  the  appendix)  relating 
to  the  Harlan  &,  Hollingsworth  Company,  entitled  **  Statement  of  indebtedness  to  July  1, 
1877,  based  on  approved  bills,  d/C,  and  adjudicated  claims  presented  from  the  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair."    One  of  the  amounts  given  in  the  statement  is  erroneously  stated 
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at  $2,248.10;  it  should  be  $2,279.40— making  the  footing,  instead  of  |1, 113,792.67, 
$1,113,823.97,  a  difference  of  $31.30.  With  this  correction,  the  statement  rendered  by  the 
Harlan  &  HoUingsworth  Company  coincides  with  that  of  the  Bareau  of  Construction  and 
Repair. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  :  • 

Q.  Have  you  in  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Bepair  drawings  and  specifications  to 
show  the  character  and  amount  of  the  work  to*be  done,  under  the  3d  of  March  contracts, 
upon  the  four  vessels  for  which  those  contracts  were  made  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  have  already 
furnished  the  committee  with  copies  of  those  contracts. 

vj.  But  not  of  the  specifications  T — A.  Of  the  specifications  also,  because  if  the  work  was 
specified  fully  in  the  contract,  that  is  all  that  we  have  to  .show  in  regard  to  it.  The  plans 
were  to  be  furnished  as  they  would  require  them. 

Q.  Was  not  the  material  used  in  repairing  the  Monadnock  shipped  to  Mare  Island,  Cali- 
fornia, and  would  not  the  freight  and  way-bills,  showing  weight  of^the  material,  be  on  file  in 
your  office  T — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  we  have  the  weight  of  the  part  that  was  shipped  to  California. 

Q.  But  upon  the  suspension  of  the  contract  they  stopped  shipping  T — A.  There  was  a 
great  deal  of  iron  to  be  lumished  for  the  vessel  in  addition  to  that  wnicn  was  shipped.  The 
iron  that  was  to  be  shipped  was  the  frame.  A  great  deal  of  iron  was  to  be  furnished  after 
they  g^t  the  frame  out  tnere. 

Q.  That  which  you  have  is  the  weight  of  the  frame  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  a  voluminous  document  f— A.  I  think  not 

Q.  Please  furnish  the  committee  with  a  copy  of  it. — A.  I  will  do  so. 

Adjourned. 


Washington,  March  26, 1878. 
Hon. B. A.  Willis: 

Dear  Sir  :  I  herewith  submit  a  correct  account  of  the  amount  due  me  by  the  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair  for  timber,  showing  a  balance  due  me  of  seventy-six  thousand 
seven  hundred  dollars. 

I  have  the  honor  to  remain  your  obedient  servant, 

WILLIAM  WHITE. 

U.  S,  Navff  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair ^  to  fVUliam  White, 

March  27,  1877,  to  amount  of  bill $18,389  10 

March  9,  lb78,  to  amount  of  bill 58, 310  90 


$76, 700  00 

Norfolk,  March  9, 1878. 

U,  S»  Navy  Department^  Bureau  of  Construction^  to  IfUliam  White,  Dr. 

To  54,710  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  timber,  ^  49  cents $26,807  90 

To  42,004  cubic  feet  white-oak  timber  (extra  lengths),  <S)75cents 31,503  00 

$58, 310  90 

Approved  March  27,  1878,  for  fifty-eight  thousand  three  hundred  and  ten  and  -f^j  dollars. 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 

Pay  Inspector,  U.  S,  iV. 


Office  op  Delamater  Iron  Works, 
Foot  of  West  Thirteenth  Street, 

NetD  York,  March  23,  1878. 

Hon.  Benjamin  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  of  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Navy  Department, 
Washington,  D,  C. : 

Sir  :  Having  made  an  important  omission  in  our  statement  of  account  to  your  committee 
yesterday,  we  beg  to  submit  the  following  corrected  statement  The  omission  consisted  of 
bill  dated  January,  1877,  of  $4,500,  which   we  had  paid  away  as  money  to  E.  H.  Ashcroft, 
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and  the  same  not  being  in  our  possession  was  omitted  from  the  statement  rendered.     We, 
therefore,  append  now  a  corrected  statement,  viz : 

Certificate  for  third  payment,  approved  Augfust  10,  1876,  for $12,500  00 

Certificate  for  fourth  payment,  approved  August  10,  1676,  for 12, 500  00 

Certificate  for  seventh  payment,  approved  January    ,  1876,  for.... 4,500  00 

Certificate  for  eighth  payment,  approved  February  9, 1877,  for 25, 000  00 

Certificate  for  final  payment,  approved  October  31, 1877,  for 17,713  07 

Total , $72,213  07 

The  amount  still  due  upon  this  contract  is  $72,213  ^y-j  instead  of  the  amount  stated  in 
our  yesterday's  letter. 
Very  truly  yours, 

C.  H.  DELAMATER  &  CO. 


Washington,  D.  C,  March  23,  1873. 
lion.  Benj.  a.  Willis, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Expenditures,  Aary  Department : 

Dear  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor,  in  accordance  with  your  request,  to  state  that  the  aggregate 
amount  due  me  by  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  Navy  Department,  for  sundry  engi- 
neers' stores  furnished,  is  fifty-one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty-six  dollars  and  thirty- 
eight  cents  ($51,846  -fM,  for  which  I  hold  vouchers  approved  by  Wm.  H.  Shock,  chief  of 
bureau,  under  dates  of  April  19  and  September  26,  1877. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully  your  obedient  servant, 

AUSTIN  P.  BROWN. 


Washington,  March  23, 1878. 
Hon.  B.  A.  WiLUs, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Expenditures,  Navy  Department,  JVashington,  D,  C; 

Sir  :  There  is  an  unpaid  balance  due  me  from  the  Navy  Department  of  $9,525.71  for  de 
liveries  made  at  Lea^e-Island  navy-yard,  under  contract  with  the  Bureau  of  Construction 
and  Repair,  for  oak  timber  and  ash  and  cypress  lumber,  consisting  of  three  vouchers,  viz : 

One  dated  February  27,  1677,  for  ash  and  cypress $2,016  05 

One  dated  March  13,  1877,  for  cypress 1,098  24 

One  dated  December  6,  1877,  for  white  oak  timber 6,411  42 

$9,525  71 

There  is  still  a  small  amount  of  material  due  on  my  contract,  which  will  not  exceed  $2,000 
The  price  paid  for  the  oak  timber,  which  embraces  more  than  two-thirds  of  the  amount  of 
the  above  vouchers,  is,  at  least,  20  per  cent,  below  the  market  value  of  such  material.    By 
giving  this  matter  proper  attention  you  will  oblige. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  sen^ant, 

8.  P.  BROWN. 


New  York.  March  20,  1878. 

Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Expenditures,  Navy  Department : 

Dear  Sir  :  Inclosed  please  find  statement  of  the  amounts  due  me  by  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment. 

Respectfully  your, 

JOHN  ROACH. 
Statement, 

1876. 

Aug.     12 $12,400  00 

Aug.     12 31,000  00 

Sept.      2 6,000  00 

Oct      16 20.370  00 

Oct.      16 20,370  00 

Oct.      16 20,370  00 

1877. 

Jan.     22 31,365  00 

Jan.     22 31,365  00 

Jan.     29 24,000  00 

Feb.       5 31,750  00 

Feb.     28 16.560  00 

March    3 4,464  77 
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1877. 

July     16 $24,000  00 

July     16 20,000  00 

July     16 10,000  00 

July     31 769  25 

Au|f.      1 20,000  00 

Sept.      3 10,000  00 

Oct.       6 12,000  00 

Nov.    20 20,000  00 

Nov.    20 10,000  00 

Dec.      11 2,400  25 

Total 379,lcJ4  27 


Offick,  80  Broadway, 
Sew  York,  March  27,  1878. 
Hon.  Benjamin  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Navjf  Department^  House  of  Representa' 
tiveSf  Washington^  D.  C. ; 

Dear  Sir  :  With  the  view  of  placing  before  you  a  concise  statement  of  the  circumstances 
connected  with  my  contracts  for  reconstructing  the  Monadnock,  at  Vallejo,  California,  I  re- 
spectfully submit  the  following  statement :     . 

I  bid  for  the  frame  and  plating  contracts  under  advertisement  dated  July  12, 1875,  asking 
for  proposals  to  set  up  the  frame  and  to  put  on  the  inner  and  outer  skin  plating,  &c.,  of  the 
U.  S.  iron-clad  donble-turreted  monitor  Monadnock ;  all  plans,  specifications,  and  materials 
to  be  furnished  by  the  government  as  fast  as  required  by  the  contractor.  (Please  find  copy 
of  advertisement  inclosed.)    The  bids  under  this  advertisement  were  as  follows : 


Name  of  bidden, 


T.  H.  Rowland,  New  York 

Hope  Iron-Workf,  Sao  Francisco.. < 
Taylor  Iron-Worlu,  San  Francisco 
Phineas  BorgeM,  VaUejo,  Gal 
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For  both 

For  both 

$40,000 

•243,000 

60.000 

947,500 

33.350 

316,900 
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11325,000 
389,000 
306,000 
239,890 


Thus  you  will  see  the  difference  on  the  two  contracts — between  my  bid  of  |239,250  and 
the  next  lowest  bidder,  namely,  |289,000~wa8  $49,750. 

The  contracts  for  the  frame  and  plating  were  awarded  to  me ;  and  the  frame  contract'was 
executed  under  date  of  September  18,  1^5,  which  contract  is  completed  and  paid  for;  the 
contract  for  plating  was  executed  under  date  of  October  2,  1875.  and  commenced  by  me 
immediately  on  the  completion  of  the  frame  contract. 

*'  These  contracts  were  not  memoranda  simply,  but  were  regular  in  all  respects,  being 
under  seal  and  executed  as  required  by  the  statute.  The  one  not  yet  completed,  for  rea- 
sons to  be  hereinafter  shown,  is  a  regularly  bonded  contract,  the  penalty  being  $220,000, 
with  good  and  sufficient  sureties.'* 

^  By  the  terms  of  the  advertisement  and  the  contracts  all  the  materials,  plans,  and  specifica- 
tions were  to  be  furnished  by  the  government  as  rapidly  as  the  contractor  might  require 
them ;  I  to  do  the  work  in  a  first-class  workmanlike  manner  within  the  period  of  nine  (9) 
months  firom  the  time  the  first  of  the  materials  were  delivered  to  me  bv  the  government ; 
the  government  to  pay  me  for  the  same  in  ten  (10)  equal  oayments  within  thirty  (30)  days 
i^r  the  work  shall  have  been  approved  and  vouchers  for  tne  same  issued. 

After  proceeding  with  the  contract  for  a  short  time,  I  found  I  did  not  have  the  necessary 
materials,  plans,  and  specifications,  and  I  notified  the  department  of  the  fact.  I  also  noti- 
fied the  department  that  I  required  the  materials,  &c.,  which  they  had  determined  upon 
utilizing  from  the  old  hull  of  the  Monadnock,  as  I  could  not  finish  my  contract  until  I 
received  them.  The  reply  was  that  the  materials  required  would  be  furnished  ^nd  for- 
warded, with  the  exception  of  the  materials  from  the  old  hull,  which  materials  would  not 
be  delivered  until  a  regular  contract  to  break  up  the  old  and  complete  the  new  hull  was 
made,  estimates  for  which  purpose  were  at  that  time  being  made  by  the  department.  Finally 
after  progressing  with  the  work  as  far  as  I  could  with  the  materials  furnished  me,  I  was 
compelled  to  stop  work  July,  1676  (having  no  option  but  to  do  so,  as  I  was  entirely  depend- 
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ent  on  the  g^oTernment  for  the  oecessarj  materials  required  to  complete  the  contract),  and 
immediately  made  application  in  person  for  what  was  needed  to  complete  my  contract.  The 
department  informeo  me  they  were  not  prepared  as  yet  to  make  a  contract  to  break  up  the 
old  hull  and  finish  the  vessel,  and  I  would  nave  to  wait  for  materials  until  that  contract  wa^ 
made. 

In  December,  1876,  fufther  materials  having  arrived,  I  a(^in  commenced  work,  and  in 
February,  1677,  I  ag^ain  applied  for  the  materiaU  from  the  old  hull  which  were  necessary  for 
me  to  finish  the  contract,  and  finally  made  proposals  to  complete  the  Monadnock  and  break 
up  the  old  hull,  which  proposals  were  declined,  but  the  work  was  offered  to  me  at  a  much 
less  price. 

Arter  considering  the  matter  I  ag^reed  to  accept  the  offer  in  order  to  get  my  plating^  con- 
tract done,  and  I  made  a  contract  covering  such  work  under  date  of  March  3,  ld77. 

On  the  16th  of  March,  ]877,  I  was  ordered  to  suspend  work  on  my  last  contract  (March 
3,  1877),  by  the  present  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  department  had  no  funds 
to  prosecute  the  work,  and  that  I  would  have  to  wait  until  Congress  appropriated  the  money 
for  this  work. 

In  my  plating  contract  the  department  inserted  a  penalty  of  $100  per  day,  for  each  and 
every  day  that  1  might  take  over  the  nine  months  to  complete  my  contract  of  October  2,  1B75, 
provided  such  delays  should  not  be  caused  by  any  action  or  laches  of  the  department,  and  by 
the  action  of  the  department  this  contract  is  still  unfinished,  as  I  am  still  in  need  of  materials, 
and  the  materials  from  the  old  hull,  and  the  approved  vouchers,  given  me  for  work  already 
done,  are  still  unpaid. 

I  regarded  the  payment  of  the  several  bills  within  thirtv  days  as  of  great  advantage  to 
me,  as  it  would  save  me  the  expense  of  interest,  and  enable  me  to  progress  with  the  work 
more  rapidly. 

I  inclose  with  this  a  statement  of  approved  bills  now  due  me  and  unpaid,  earned  on  the 
Comanche  and  Monadnock,  and  the  amount  of  reservation,  and  balance  of  last  payment 
on  my  contract  of  October  2,  1875.  I  also  inclosed  the  dates  of  approval  of  the  bills  given  to 
me,  by  which  you  will  see  how  long  I  have  been  kept  out  of  my  money. 

From  the  foregoing  statement,  you  will  see  that  I  was  the  lowest  bidder  under  advertise- 
ment of  the  department,  by  $49,750 ;  that  my  contract  was  not  memoranda  simply,  but  reg- 
ular in  all  respects,  being  under  seal  and  executed  as  required  by  the  statute,  and  is  a  reg- 
ularly bondea  contract,  under  penalty  of  $220,000,  with  good  and  sufiicient  sureties ;  that 
all  the  materials,  drawings,  and  specifications  were  to  be  furnished  by  the  government,  as  I 
required  them :  that  the  payments  were  to  be  made  within  thirty  days  after  approval ;  that 
the  materials,  &c.,  were  not  delivered  to  me  as  I  required  them,  or  the  payments  made  in  ac- 
cordance with  my  contract ;  that  I  have  been  delaved  and  damaged  seriously  by  the  non-per- 
formance by  the  government  of  its  part  of  the  obligation  of  the  contract,  in  interest,  yard- 
rent,  superintendents,  clerk-hire,  watchman,  insurance,  &c. 

The  approved  voucher  due  me  on  the  Comanche,  amounting  to  $14,500,  I  would  state, 
was  earned  by  me  on  a  contract  with  the  department,  on  which  I  was  the  lowest  bidder,  and 
even  that  bid  was  cut  down  by  the  department  over  10  per  cent. 

The  relief  I  now  ask  for  is,  first,  to  nave  my  approved  vouchers  paid  as  soon  as  possible, 
to  relieve  me  from  the  exorbitant  interest  I  am  now  paying  on  loans  made  on  them,  and, 
second,  to  be  allowed  to  finish  my  plating  contract,  and  go  on  with  my  contract  of  March 
3,  1877,  so  I  can  complete  the  vessel  and  save  further  damages,  which  are  continually  ac- 
cruing. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

PHINEA8  BURGESS. 


Washington,  D.  C,  March  28, 1878. 
O.  R»  Ingersoll  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occupation. — Answer.  I  reside  in  the  city  of  Brook- 
lyn ;  I  am  a  boat  builder  under  the  firm  name  of  A.  M.  iDgersoU. 

Q.  Are  you  personally  interested  in  the  firm  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  transactions  with  the  Navy  Department  during  the  last  few  years  f 
—A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  had  a  number  of  transactions  with  it. 

Q.  State  what  they  were. — A.  I  have  built  life-boats  of  various  kinds;  also  other  styles 
of  boats  for  the  government. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  supplying  the  government  with  boats  f — A.  I 
have  buil^  boats  for  the  government  myself  since  1858,  and  my  father  has  since  1828—49 
years. 

Q.  Have  you  sold  any  to  other  governments  than  the  United  States  Government  within 
the  last  few  years  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  this  kind  of  boat  is  used  by  other  navies  than  ours  T — A.  No, 
sir ;  I  do  not  know. 

11  N 


162  TBSTaiONT   TAKEN   BT   THE   COMMITTEE    ON 

Q.  Have  joxx  anj  oontract  unexecated  with  the  g^overaoieat  for  life-bDats  f — A..  I  have 
built  ten  boats  and  delivered  them,  but  have  not  been  paid  for  them. 
Q.  State  &e  terms  of  the  contract — A.  I  was  to  be  paid  |J,500  for  each  boat 
Q.  Have  jon  the  oontract  with  you  T — A.  I  have. 
[Witness  produces  and  puts  in  evidence  the  following^  paper :  ] 

Navy  Pay-Office,  New  York,  Jan,  29,  1877. 

Mr.  a.  M.  Ingersoll  : 

Please  famish  at  the  Navj-Tard,  Brooklyn,  for  immediate  use,  subject  to  usual  inspec- 
tion at  that  yard  (appropriation  for  construction  and  repair,  requisition  Xo.  ,  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Bepair),  to  be  delivered  promptly,  in  conformity  with  yoar  proposal. 
United  States  s>  Trenton  and  other  vessels  fittlnjir  out 
Ten  life-boats  of  the  most  approved  pattern,  $1,500  ea. 

Send  duplicate  bill  to  this  omce  for  my  certificates,  after  which  deliver  them  at  the  Navy- 
Yard  with  the  article. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay- Director  United  Slateg  ifavy, 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Cnttefs  signature  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  his  signature  attached  to 
this  paper. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  thare  were  any  bids  for  these  life-boats  ? — A.  I  do  not  know 
except  that  I  received  by  mail  a  paper  requesting  me  to  make  a  bid,  and  I  replied  by  mail, 
and  received  by  mail  this  paper  accepting  my  bid  and  awarding  me  the  contract  which  I  put 
in  evidence.    I  never  asked  auvbody  in  the  department  to  give  me  the  contract 

Q.  Is  there  anybody  else  in  this  country  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  boats  similar  to 
yonrsT— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  absolute  actual  cost  of  one  of  those  boats  T — A.  I  have  a  patent  for  the 
boats,  and  I  have  a  patent  for  constructing  them  bv  molds  and  dies.  If  the  boats  were  built 
upon  the  old  plan,  they  would  cost  me  about  93,000  each.  Before  this  I  built  six  of 
these  boats  for  the  Navy  Department,  two  at  a  time,  and  at  the  same  price.  I  made 
little  or  no  profit  out  of  them.  I  informed  the  department  that  if  it  desired  any  more  of 
the^e  boats  built,  I  would  not  build  less  than  ten  at  a  time,  at  the  price  of  ^1,500  eachy 
so  as  to  enable  me  to  make  my  molds  and  dies. 

Q.  What  was  your  profit  on  these  ten  f — ^A.  I  calculated  to  make  about  15  per  cent,  profit, 
but  I  bad  spent  a  large  amount  in  getting  up  this  life-boat,  and  I  have  never  sold  more  than 
20  of  the  boats. 

Q.  If  yon  were  to  build  those  boats  for  private  parties,  at  what  price  would  you  build 
them  7 — A.  At|t  1,500  a  piece,  if  they  wanted  ten,  but  if  they  only  wanted  two,  I  would  charge 
$1,800  each. 

Q.  Have  yon  built  any  for  private  parties T — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  brought  them  to  the 
attention  of  private  parties,  and  very  little  before  the  government.  I  built  two  wooden 
mahogany  life-boats  for  Commodore  Ammen,  U.  S.  N. ;  they  were  27  feet  long  and  7  feet 
beam.  I  received  three  thousand  dollars  each.  It  was  a  fair  price,  but  by  my  molds  and 
dies  I  can  build  these  iron  boats  much  cheaper  than  I  can  such  wooden  life-boats,  although 
metallic  boats  ordinarily  cost  twice  as  much  as  wooden  boats. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  about  this  transaction  after  you  received  the  acceptance  of  your 
offer  T — A.  I  immediately  went  to  work  and  built  the  boats  as  rapidly  as  J  could.  It  took 
me  about  five  or  six  months  to  build  them.  I  then  took  them  to  toe  navy -yard,  where  they 
refused  to  receive  them. 

Q.  Did  they  state  any  reason  for  not  receiving  them  T — A.  They  said  that  the  reason  was 
that  the  department  at  XVashington  had  never  sent  an  order  to  them  to  receive  the  boats. 
I  then  asked  them  to  let  the  boats  remain  in  the  yard  until  the  order  was  received,  but  they 
would  not  do  so,  and  I  had  to  take  them  out.  Thev  are  a  very  expensive  boat  to  move,  as 
they  have  to  be  moved  with  very  great  care,  and  I  had  to  hire  a  lot  in  which  to  keep  them. 
I  afterwards  had  to  come  to  Washington  two  or  three  times  before  I  got  the  matter  fixed, 
and  I  was  out  of  pocket  for  expenses  and  for  storage  about  f400  before  the  order  to  receive 
the  boats  was  issued.     They  finally  issued  the  order. 

Q.  Do  yon  recollect  the  date  of  the  order  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  thereupon  delivered  the  boats  at  the  Brooklyn  navy -yard  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  done  then  t — A.  Then  I  came  on  here  to  get  niy  vouchers,  or,  rather7l  sent 
my  representatives,  Colonel  Robert  Ingersoll  and  the  Hon.  E.  C.  Ingersoll,  to  get  them,  but 
they  said  they  would  not  give  vouchers,  but  that  when  they  bad  the  money  they  would  pay 
the  bill. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  department  approved  the  boats  as  to  quality  and  charac- 
ter?— A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  was  told  that  they  were  all  right  except  as  to  one  of  them,  where  a 
little  solder  had  been  knocked  off.  I  sent  a  man  and  had  it  fixed,  and  then  the  boats  were 
approved. 

Q.  What  features  does  this  life-boat  possess  rendering  it  more  valuable  than  other  boats 
of  the  same  kind  ? — ^A.  If  one  of  these  boats  is  thrown  battom  upwards  it  will  right  itself 
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and  free  itself  of  water  in  fifteen  seconds.    Ton  cannot  capsize  it  or  swamp  it,  and,  being 
of  iron,  it  will  not  shrink  or  rot,  and  possesses  (n'eat  strength. 

Q.  Are  there  no  other  boats  of  that  character  f— A.  Not  m  this  country,  to  mj  knowledge. 

Q<  Of  what  material  are  the  boats  built  f — A.  Of  galvanized  iron.  The  English  have  a 
lifo-boat  of  wood,  which  weighs  4,000  to  6,000  pounds ;  but  mine  only  weights  about  j|800 
pounds.    My  boat  is  very  much  superior  to  the  expensive  English  boat. 

Q.  What  is  the  cost  of  the  English  boat  ? — A.  Four  thousand  dollars  in  gold,  I  believe. 
The  English  boaU  f^re  made  of  wood,  and  will  not  last  one  quarter  as  long  as  mine. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  received  any  expression  of  approval  from  Navy  officers  who  have  had 
occasion  to  use  your  boat? — A.  Yes,  sir.  There  was  a  test  in  the  Brooklyi^  navy-yard  of 
the  first  two  that  I  built.  Th«re  were  a  number  of  officers  present  from  foreign  navies  who 
said  that  there  was  nothing  in  tb^  world  equal  to  those  boats. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  names  of  any  of  those  officers  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  their 
names. 

Q.  Where  is  your  place  of  business?— A.  No.  259  Front  street  and  162  South  street.  New 
York  City.    I  have  a  yard  in  Brooklyn  also. 

Q.  Has  the  government  ever  proposed  to  compromise  with  you  ?— A.  No/ sir. 

Q.  Are  you  cognizant  of  the  fact  that  a  board  has  been  appointed  to  ascertain  the  value 
of  those  boats  1 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  know  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  result  which  that  board  anived  at? — A.  Only  from  what  I  have 
heard, 

Q.  If  the  department  should  determine  that  the  value  of  those  boats  was  only  $1,100  or 
$1,I50,  do  vou  Know  any  manner  in  which  that  result  could  be  arrived  at  ? — A.  No,  sir.  If 
they  should  value  them  at  all.  there  is  no  way  in  which  they  could  value  them  at  less  than 
$2,600.  From  the  way  in  which  the  boats  are  built,  it  would  cost  the  government  $2,600 
to  $2,800  to  build  them  in  the  New  York  yard,  because  the  government  could  not  use  my 
patents. 

Q.  Is  there  anybody  else  who  claims  the  ownership  of  the  same  patent  ?— A.  No,  sir.  A 
workman  named  Smith  said  that  I  had  no  patent,  but  I  have;  and  have  it  here  with  me, 
at  my  hotel,  and  he  knew  I  had  a  patent  also. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  patent? — A.  It  is  dated  some  time  in  1873. 

Q.  Has  the  United  States  Government  built  any  life-boats  Itself? — A.  It  has  built  iron- 
boats,  but  not  life-boats,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Do  these  iron  boats  answer  thepurpose  of  life-boats  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  are  they  built  for? — ^A.  For  steam  launches.  They  are  about  the  size  of  these 
life-boats  and  cost,  for  the  hulls  alone,  $1,400  to  $1,800.  Now,  the  inside  work  as  in  my 
boat  would  cost  as  much  more ;  so  they  would  cost,  if  built  in  the  navy-yard,  by  their  sys- 
tem, $2,600  to  $2,800  a  boat.  It  would  cost  me  that  much  to  build  them  by  the  system 
adopted  in  the  navy-yards. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  other  life-boats  than  yours  are  used  in  the  United  States 
Navy  ? — A.  They  have  no  other  life-boats  except  mine.  They  make  no  provision  in  case  of 
wreck  to  save  the  lives  of  sailors  and  officers  except  by  the  ordinary  boat,  which  is  really 
no  provision  in  such  a  disaster  as  the  Huron,  as  was  there  clearly  demonstrated,  her  boats 
not  being  of  the  slightest  use. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  plans  or  specifications  furnished  you  by  the  department  for  building 
those  life-boats  1 — ^A.  No,  sir ;  they  are  mv  own  designs  and  everything.  I  showed  them  a 
model  of  the  boats,  and  I  showed  its  workings. 

Q.  State  whether  the  government  is  indebted  to  you  ou  account  of  any  other  transac- 
tion f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  for  paints  and  brushes. 

Q.  How  much  is  the  government  indebted  to  you  for  paints  ?->A.  Thirteen  thousand  one 
hundred  and  fifty -six  dollars  and  fifty  cents.  The  bills  are  approved,  and  I  have  got  the 
vouchers. 

Q.  How  long  has  the  department  been  indebted  to  you  in  that  amount? — A.  The  order 
for  those  paints  was  given,  I  think,  in  February,  1877. 

Q.  When  were  all  the  articles  delivered  ? — ^A.  Within  a  week  or  ten  days  from  the  time 
we  g^t  the  order. 

Q.  Were  those  articles  sold  under  advertisement  or  by  open  purchase  ? — A.  I  received  a 
notice  to  bid,  the  same  as  I  received  for  the  boats,  and  I  made  my  bid  iu  the  same  way.  X 
received  it  by  mail  and  I  made  my  bid  by  mail.  I  received  it  from  the  pay-inspector  in  New 
York,  Mr.  Cutter.  These  orders  for  paints  and  boats  were  estimated  for  and  accepted  in 
the  same  manner  as  has  been  the  custom,  to  my  knowledge,  for  the  past  twenty  years. 

Q.  What  were  the  articles  ? — A.  Readv-mixed  paints  and  brushes. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  selling  those  articles  to  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment ? — A.  For  the  last  three  vears. 

Q.  Are  vou  regularly  in  that  business  ?-— A..  Yes,  sir.  I  am  a  manufacturer  of  patent 
paints.  I  Dave  a  very  large  factory  in  New  York  City,  and  last  year  sold  paints  and  brushes 
to  forty-two  States  and  Territories  in  the  United  States. 

By  Mr. Page: 

r  Q.  What  is  the  size  of  those  life-boats  ?— A.  Twenty-seven  and  a  lalf  feet  by  six  feet. 
Q.  They  are  made  of  galvanized  iron  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Are  they  row-boats? — A.  Yes.  Tbej  are  a  surf-boat  of  somewhat  the  same  model  as 
a  whale-boat. 

Q.  You  say  that  id  the  first  place  the  Navy  Department  sent  jou  a  circular  or  notice  to 
bid  f— A.  Yes,  sir ;  a  reg^ular  blank  signed  by  Mr.  Cutter,  the  paymaster. 

Q.  And  you  filled  it  out  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  YOU  would  build  ten  life-boats  at  $1,500  each  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  paper  which  yon  have  presented  to  the  committee  is  the  acceptance  of  your 
bid  by  Mr.  Cutter  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  date  of  the  notice  which  you  gotf— A.  It  was  about  four  days 
previous  to  the  date  of  this  other  paper  awarding!:  me  the  contract. 

Q.  You  built  the  boats  according  to  your  agreement  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  offered  to  deliver  them  to  the  government  at  the  Brooklyn  navy-yard  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  refused  to  accept  them  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  reason  was  that  no  order  had 
been  issued  to  the  commandant  of  the  Brooklyn  navy-yard  to  receive  them. 

Q.  Were  they  finally  accepted  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  order  was  finally  issued  and  the  boats 
were  accepted  and  are  now  in  the  yard. 

Q.  By  whom  was  the  order  issued  f — A.  By  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Thompson. 

Q.  When  was  it  issued  f — A.  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Then  vou  did  deliver  them,  and  they  have  been  accepted  T— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  written  acceptance  of  them  f — A.  The  proper  party  at  the  yard  signed 
and  receipted  for  them. 

Q.  You  have  not  received  any  approved  bills  for  them  7 — A.  No,  sir.  They  said  at  the 
department  that  they  had  not  the  money  to  pay  for  them,  and  that  they  were  not  going  to 
issue  any  bills  or  vouchers  until  they  had  the  money  to  pay. 

Q.  In  how  much  is  the  Navy  Department  now  indebted  to  you7 — A.  $15,000  for  boats 
and  $13,156.50  for  paints  and  brushes.  The  interest  on  the  money  and  the  delays  on  this 
boat-account  amount  to  the  price  of  one  of  the  boats,  $1 ,500,  and  on  the  paints  about  $1 ,000 ; 
$2,500  in  all  is  the  amount  I  have  lost. 

Q.  You  say  that  yon  have  a  patent  right  for  those  boats  7 — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  two  pat- 
ents ;  one  for  the  boat  itself,  and  one  for  the  manner  of  constructing  it.  I  bought  the  pat- 
ent for  the  constructing  of  the  boat. 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  this  board  that  was  appointed  to  examine  the  boats  made  an 
investigation  T — A.  I  was  simply  there  and  testified. 

Q.  Did  it  appear  before  that  board  that  there  was  a  patent  for  these  boats  T — A.  I  told 
the  board  so,  just  as  I  have  told  the  committee. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anybody  in  Cleveland  who  is  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  these 
boats  f  — A.  There  is  nobody  there  engaged  in  that  business.  There  is  a  man  by  the  name 
of  Smith,  in  Toledo  or  Cleveland,  I  forget  which,  who  had  a  brother  who  had  been  in  my 
employment  who  got  him  to  write  the  letter,  but  he  himself  knows  nothing  about  the  boats. 
The  man  who  wrote  the  letter  never  saw  one.  It  was  done  purely  out  of  maliciousness,  to 
injure  me.    He  is  a  plumber. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  differences  with  him  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir :  with  his  brother.  My  foreman 
was  shot  to  death  one  morning  before  daylight.  This  man  worked  for  me,  but  after  that  I 
found  h'm  doing  dishonorable  things,  trying  to  get  my  customers  away  from  me,  dx., 
and  so  I  refused  to  have  anything  to  do  with  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  as  to  whether  the  Navv  Department  had  money  in  the  Treas- 
ury to  pay  for  these  boats  at  the  time  you  were  ordered  to  build  them  T — A.  I  understood 
that  the  money  was  there  to  pay  for  them.  I  made  inquiries  at  the  time,  and  they  said  it 
was.  One  of  these  boats  was  built  for  the  Huron,  but  was  not  put  on  board  of  it.  The 
evidence  is  that  it  was  four  hours  after  the  Huron  struck  on  the  North  Carolina  beach  be- 
fore a  life  was  lost,  and  the  only  reason  why  all  lives  were  not  saved  was  because  the  boats 
that  she  bad  swamped  as  soon  as  they  were  launched  from  the  vessel.  It  is  impossible  to 
swamp  or  capsize  my  boat,  and  I  see  no  reason  why,  if  the  Huron  had  had  the  life-boat  I 
built  mr  her  on  board,  a  single  life  should  have  been  lost. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Your  boat  cannot  be  capsized  f — A.  It  will  not  capsize.  You  can  launch  it  bottom 
upwards  and  it  will  turn  rightside  up  and  free  itself  of  water  in  fifteen  seconds.  It  is  self- 
righting  and  self-baling. 

By  the  CHAIRMAN : 

Q.  How  many  persons  will  this  life-boat  accommodate  T — A.  It  will  hold  thirty  inside  and 
fifty  can  hang  to  the  outside  by  the  life-lines,  that  is,  eighty  at  a  trip.  I  will  guarantee  that 
it  will  take  that  number. 

By  Mr.  Page:  • 

Q.  How  long  has  this  boat  been  in  use  7^A.  It  was  invented  by  me  in  1873. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  test  of  it  T — A.  There  was  a  test  of  the  first  two.  Mr.  Isaiah 
Hanscom,  Chief  Constructor  United  States  Navy,  came  on  to  the  New  York  yard  and  made 
the  test  They  let  a  boat  drop  from  the  yard-arm  of  a  vessel  into  the  sea  bottom  tip  and  it 
righted  immediately.  Then  I  nnderstood  that  they  took  a  steam  engine  and  played  water  in 
it  and  tried  to  swamp  it,  bnt  could  not;  and  then  there  was  a  line  of  men  formed  with  pails 
to  bale  water  into  it,  but  they  could  not  fill  or  swamp  it. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  How  thick  is  the  iron  of  which  these  boats  are  constructed  f — ^A.  They  are  constructed 
of  what  we  call  No.  16  iron.  But  it  is  corrugated  on  a  sort  of  oval  frame  so  that  it  is  very 
strong.  It  is  hollowed  out  on  one  side  and  rounded  on  another.  It  is  corrugation  done  by 
hammering  on  an  anvil. 

Q.  What  is  the  weight  of  the  life- boat? — A.  The  only  one  we  ever  weighed  weighed  1,860 
pounds. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  What  would  be  the  weight  of  a  wooden  boat  of  the  same  size  f — A.  A  wooden  boat 
built  in  that  style  would  weigh  from  1,200  to  1,500  pounds. 


Washington,  April  2,  1678. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  send  herewith  copies  of  bills  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  Navy  Department 
to  me,  showing  a  balance  due  me  of  eight  thousand  eight  hundred  fifty  dollars  and  ninety- 
two  cents  ($8,850.92). 
Yours,  truly, 

GEORGE  P.  GOFF. 
To  Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  Committee  of  Expenditures  in  the  Navff  DepU, 

Bills  due  Oeorge  P,  Goff. 

Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering : 

March  30,  1877— bill  of  stores $4,896  15 

April  14,  1877— bill  of  stores 3,369  25 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair : 
March  27,  1877— bill  for  sundries 585  52 

Total 8,850  92 


Washington,  April  1, 1678. 
George  M.  Robeson  (Ex-Secretary  of  the  Navy)  examined. 

By  Mr. Page: 

Question.  State  during  what  period  you  occupied  the  position  of  Secretary  of  the  Navy. — 
Answer.  I  was  Secretary  of  the  Navy  from  the  26th  day  of  June,  1869,  to  the  12th  day  of 
March,  1877. 

Q.  State  all  that  vou  know  in  reference  to  what  we  term  "  the  3d  of  March  contracts  *' 
for  the  completion  of  thedouble-turreted  iron-clads  Puritan,  Terror,  Amphitrite,  Miantonomoh, 
and  Monadnock. — A.  In  other  words,  you  ask  for  my  statement  of  the  facts  f 

The  Chairman.  I  would  suggest  that  the  contract  for  the  Miantonomoh  was  not  one  of 
the  3d  of  March  contracts. 

Mr.  Page.  The  witness  will  please  make  his  statement  sufficiently  comprehensive  to 
cover  all  the  transactions  connected  with  the  repair  of  the  double-turreted  iron-clads  which 
I  have  named. 

The  Witness.  I  am  very  glad  to  be  able  to  give  you  the  real  state  of  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  those  vessels,  because  I  think  that  an  explanation,  such  as  that  for  which  the  com- 
mittee ask,  should  come  from  the  persons  who  aid  the  things  that  were  done,  who  know 
what  was  done,  who  know  the  reasons  for  doing  that  which  was  done,  and  for  the  whole 
course  of  proceedings,  rather  than  from  those  who  have  just  come  in  and  taken  up  the  lines 
and  really  know  nothing  except  what  they  find. 

In  1873,  during  the  time  ofthe  Virginius  excitement  (the  Department  of  the  Navy  hav- 
ing previously  been  engaged  in  repairing  some  of  the  single- turreted  monitors),  the  Secre- 
tary made  up  his  mind,  from  the  experience  which  he  then  had,  that  the  proper  thing  for 
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him  to  do,  to  streDgthen  our  Navy  for  all  oor  purposes,  purposes  for  which  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  make  provision,  was  to  enter  upon  the  repair  of  our  iron-clad  fle6t ;  that  he 
should  utilize  the  money  given  by  Congress  for  thi^t  purpose,  as  far  as  it  was  possible  to  do 
so,  and  at  the  same  time  keep  tne  general  service  g^ing.  Just  at  the  time  when  we  were 
in  the  very  crisis  of  the  Virffinios  matter  and  thought  that  any  day  might  bring  us  into  war 
with  Spain,  we  bad  in  the  narbor  of  New  York  a  Spanish  iron-clad  which,  if  she  had  not 
been  in  GUI'  dock  in  the  navv-yard  and  consequently  a  little  under  our  control,  would  have 
been  not  only  inside  of  the  defenses  of  the  city  of  Mew  York,  but  in  the  event  of  hostilitif^ 
able  to  lay  the  city  under  contributions,  while  we  had  not  an  iron-clad  there  to  meet  her. 
Fortunately  she  was  undergoing  repairs  in  the  dock  at  the  navy  yard,  and,  fortunately  for 
US  again,  while  she  was  in  that  condition,  the  accidental  sioking  of  a  coal* barge  in  firont  of 
that  dock  prevented  her  from  getting  out.  Our  position  at  the  time  was  one  of  such  a  crit- 
ical nature  as  to  give  rise  to  a  v«ry  ^neral  feeling  of  uneasiness  and  apprehension.  Spain, 
although  regarded  as  a  weak  and  impoverished  power,  had  invested  to  some  extent  of  her 
means  or  her  credit  in  a  force  of  iron-clads,  and  to  that  extent  she  had  us  at  her  mercy. 
That  condition  of  things  taught  me  a  very  important  lesson,  and  it  was  not  without  its  effect 
upon  members  of  Congress  and  committees  of  Congress  to  whom  I  communicated  the  facts. 
I  do  not  know  whether  any  of  you,  gentlemen  of  the  committee,  were  members  of  Congress 
at  tJiat  time  except  perhaps  Mr.  Paf^e,  who  I  believe  was  a  member,  but  you  will  doubtless 
all  recollect  the  excitement  to  which  I  refer. 

Mr.  Page.  I  was  a  member  of  the  House  at  the  time  and  recollect  the  subsequent  action 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  in  connection  with  the  emergency  spoken  of  by  the  wit- 
ness. 

The  Witness.  At  that  time,  under  the  pressure  of  an  emergencv,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  went  to  work  to  conquer  a  peace  by  warlike  preparations  (for  that  was  the  idea),  and 
succeeded  in  putting  the  Navy  m  the  best  condition  in  which  it  could  be  put.  In  so  doing, 
I  spent  an  the  funds  that  were  at  the  disposal  of  the  construction  and  engineering  branches 
of  the  Navy  Department.  This  was  in  November,  and  fortunately  Congress  was  coming 
together  soon,  but  with  the  approval  of  the  President  and  by  the  advice  of  the  Cabinet  I 
took  the  respouBlbility  of  doing  as  I  did  at  that  time.  I  made  a  full  statement  of  the  case 
to  Congress  and  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  that  statement  made  in  the  annual  report  made  at  that  time  by  the  Secretary  o^ 
the  Navy  f — A.  It  was  made  in  the  annual  report  and  by  personal  statement.  Every  dollar 
that  was  to  the  credit  of  those  two  bureaus,  '*  Construction  and  Repair  "  and  **  Steam-En- 
gineering," including  all  the  appropriations  that  were  to  the  credit  of  eight  sloops,  was 
spent  in  getting  the  Navy^  into  as  good  condition  as  it  could  be  put  in.  We  did  not  stop  at 
the  barriers  of  appropriations  at  that  time ;  everything  we  got  hold  of  we  put  into  the  Navy 
for  that  purpose.    I  took  the  responsibility  and  declared  it  to  Congress.    It  met  the  ap- 

Eroval  or  Congress  and  the  approoation  of  the  country,  and  every  member  of  Congress  of 
oth  parties  voted  then  not  directly  to  approve  of  it,  but  to  give  uie  four  million  of  dollars 
to  go  on  with  the  work. 

Mr.  Page.  The  action  of  the  House  referred  to  by  the  witness  I  remember  very  well.  It 
was  upon  the  bill  reported  b^  Mr.  Hale,  of  Maine. 

The  Witness.  I  state  this  now  to  show  that  at  that  time  the  appropriation  for  eight 
sloops  was  swept  away,  and  that  the  four  million  appropriation  and  everything  made  since 
was  merelv  a  general  appropriation  made  for  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair ;  and 
therefore  the  point  that  is  sometimes  made,  that  money  was  taken  out  of  the  appropriation 
to  eight  sloops • 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  **  Diverted,'*  I  believe,  is  the  term  T — A.  Or  diverted.  I  say  there  was  nothing  of  that 
kind.  Everything  that  was  done  was  done  then.  I  then  accepted  the  accountability,  and 
I  say  I  reported  it  to  Congress,  and  Congress  approved  of  it.  Whatever  responsibility  was 
right  then  I  am  willing  to  assume  now.  Since  that  time  there  have  been  some  moneys  paid 
into  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair.  I  think  there  was  one  sum  of  $7^000.  I 
had  it  put  to  the  appropriation  to  eight  sloops,  in  order  that  I  might  reimburse  it  as  far  as 

__  __.^2Vi_   ^      *  .^4,    A.l.._A    — •     aS^  ^  _      1_  t-  t        A.  •  a  A    aI^      a.    a*  \  ir 


in'  those  bureaus  to  a  certain  extent.  We  enlisted  an  extra  number  of  men — fifteen  hundred 
more  men — which  action  was  also  ratified  by  the  House  of  Representatives.  That  also  made 
a  hole  in  *'pay  "  before  they  could  be  discharged,  as  they  were  when  peace  came.  I  en- 
deavored to  impress  upon  the  committee  at  that  time  that  we  were  then  going  on  with  the 
repair  of  the  single- turreted  monitors.  Of  those  monitors,  fourteen  or  fifteen — I  cannot  re- 
call the  exact  number  now ;  their  names  are  on  the  register — were  fully  repaired,  their 
wooden  rotten  beams,  backing,  and  decks  taken  out,  iron  l>eams  put  in,  and  the  whole  built 
up  anew  with  iron,  all  in  perf&ct  order,  and  paid  for  out  of  the  current  appropriations  ;  so 
that  when  we  got  through  with  those,  where  we  had  not  bad  an  iron-clad  to  fire  a  gun,  we 
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had  fifteen  monitors,  which  were  available  for  purposes  of  harbor  defense  and  of  coast  serv- 
ice.   They  could  not  go  to  sea.    They  might  go  to  Cuba. 

Q.  Name  two  or  three  as  representing  the  type  of  vessels  of  which  you  speak. — A.  The 
Manhattan,  the  Wyandotte,  the  Passaic,  and  vessels  of  their  class.  The  Camanche,  in  Cal- 
ifornia, was  another.  They  are  built  np  now,  and  make  the  real  fighting  strength  of  the 
Navy  as  against  any  iron-clads  that  might  come  to  our  shores.  I  represented  to  tne  proper 
committee,  in  that  same  year,  the  propriety  and  the  necessity  of  our  repairing  our  nve 
double-turreted  monitors.  They  are  the  Miantonomoh,  the  Monadnock,  the  Terror,  the  Am- 
phitrite.  and  the  Puritan.  These  vessels  were  much  larger  and  more  powerful  than  the  sin- 
gle-turreted  monitors,  and  thev  were  better  sea-going  vessels.  One  of  them,  the  Miantono- 
moh, had  been  to  Europe.  8he  went  to  Europe  after  the  close  of  the  war,  having  on  board 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  Mr.  Fox.  Another,  the  Monadnock^  had  gone  around 
the  Horn  to  California,  and  was  there.  They  were  not  great  sea-going  iron-clads ;  that  is 
to  say,  they  were  not  such  as  could  go  all  around  the  world,  and  aSd  to  the  dignity  and  cir- 
cumstance of  an  admiral  We  did  not  care  for  that.  They  could  answer  for  all  our  pur- 
poses, and  could  go  along  onr  coasts ;  and  in  the  West  India  Islands  they  were  sufficiently 
powerful  to  be  aole  to  represent  us  effectively.  All  this  I  represented  to  the  committee,  and 
in  the  appropriation  bill,  I  think,  of  that  year  they  turned  over  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
an  appropriation  of  a  million  dollars,  which  had  previously  been  appropriated  for  an  old  iron 
dock,  for  the  purpose  of  completely  repairing  these  double-turreted  iron  monitors, 

Q.  In  what  year  was  that  T — A.  I  think  it  was  1874-^75.  So  that  the  entering  upon  the 
repair  of  the  double-turreted  iron  monitors  was  thus  authorized  and  directed  by  Congress. 
I  represented  to  them  that  if  they  would  give  me  that,  I  would  try  and  do  thereat  out  of  the 
current  appropriations. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  How  much,  do  you  state,  did  they  give  you? — A.  A  million  dollars.  That  is*  they 
turned  over  an  old  appropriation  to  the  credit  of  an  iron  dock. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  Was  it  a  reappropriation  of  an  amount  which  had  been  covered  back  into  the  Treasury  ? 
— A.  It  had  not  been  covered  back  into  the  Treasury. 

Q.  They  simply  made  a  new  application  of  that  money  T — A.  They  stmply  made  a  new 
application  of  tnat  fund.  I  could  not  get  anybody  to  build  an  iron  dock  within  the  limit  of 
the  money,  and  so  they  told  me  I  might  use  that  money. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  was  that,  did  you  say  T — A.  I  do  not  remember  exactly.  The  appropriation 
bill  was  in  1874,  but  the  appropriation  did  not  come  in  until  late  in  the  summer. 

Q.  [After  referring  to  a  record.  J  Yes ;  I  find  that  it  came  in  in  January,  1875. — A.  Verv 
likely.  I  have  not  now  access  to^  papers  and  dates  as  I  used  to  have ;  so  that  I  cannot  speak  . 
as  to  them  with  exact  accuracy.  I  started  upon  the  repair  of  these  iron-Slads.  The 
first  contracts  were  made.  I  could  not,  of  course,  make  contracts  to  do  them  all,  because  I  • 
had  not  money  enough.  I  made  contracts  first  for  the  frames,  and  those  contracts  were  fin- 
ished and  paid  for.  They  were  the  first  contracts.  After  that — I  cannot  now  fix  the  dates, 
but  it  was  whpn  they  had  been  done — the  second  contracts  were  made  for  what  was  called 
the  plating.  You  must  understand  that  the  plating  is  not  the  armor.  The  platiog  is  the 
iron  Inside  skin  and  outside  skin  and  other  things ;  the  armor  comes  on  afteni\'ards. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  That  has  already  been  very  fully  described  to  the  committee  in  the  progress  of  its  in 
quiry.— A.  As  I  am  not  familiar  with  what  has  been  developed  by  the  committee's  examl 
nation,  I  will  be  glad  to  receive  any  intimation  in  regard  to  the  particular  information  which 
you  desire.  As  I  was  stating,  the  contracts  were  then  made  for  the  plating.  These  con- 
tracts, being  subject  to  cunent  appropriations,  were  accordingly  so  made.  Those  second 
contracts,  as  far  as  I  know,  were  all  directed  to  be  made,  and,  I  believe,  were  all  made,  sub- 
ject to  appropriations  made  by  Congress. 

Q.  State  specifically  to  what  contracts  you  new  refer. — A.  I  refer  now  to  the  second  con- 
tracts for  the  plating.  It  is  possible  that  I  am  mistaken,  but  I  think  they  were  all  made 
subject  to  appropriations  except  the  contract  for  the  Monadnock,  which  was  made  in  Cali- 
fornia, and  which  was  made  on  regular  advertisements.  In  the  matter  of  that  contract,  I 
advertised  in  California  because  I  did  not  know  anybody  out  there,  and  I  wanted  the  vessel 
built  out  there. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  speak  now  of  all  the  work  done  on  that  vessel  under  that  second  contxiictf — 
A.  I  think  it  was  all  done  under  advertisement  and  upon  bids. 

Q.  According  to  the  testimony  Rowland  did  the  firat  part  of  the  work;  and  afterward 
there  was  a  contract  entered  into  with  Burgees. 

Bir.  Page.  The  building  of  the  frame  was  done  in  New  York. 

A.  Very  likely. 
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By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  According^  to  my  recollection  of  the  testimony,  the  frame  of  the  vesserl  was  conntructed 
in  the  East  and  shipped  across  the  continent  to  California. — A.  Very  likely.  Then  the 
balance  of  the  work,  Uie  settinp^  up  and  the.  other  work  that  had  to  be  done  out  there,  was 
done  by  advertisement.  I  knew  it  would  be  hi^^her  than  if  done  here,  and  so  I  advertised 
for  it  and  had  bids.  I  did  not  advertise  in  the  cases  of  the  other  vessels  for  very  obvious 
reasons  to  my  mind. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Please  state  those  reasons. — A.  In  the  first  place,  there  was  no  law  requiring  it,  neither 
law  nor  precedent.  I  state  without  reserve  that,  as  far  as  I  know,  there  never  has  been  a- 
ship  baiit  by  the  Navy  Department  upon  advertiseaient,  except  perhaps  the  vessels  embraced 
in  the  eii^ht  sloops  which  I  advertised  for  under  a  special  provision  of  law  to  that  extent. 

The  requirements  of  the  law  are  that  all  material  and  supplies 

Mr.  Carlisle.  And  services,  except  personal  services  f 

The  Witness.  And  services,  except  personal  services,  shall  be  advertised  for. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  You  did  not  regard  the  work  of  rebuilding  these  iron-clads  as  comin<;  under  those 
heads  7 — A.  I  did  not  regard  that  as  coming  under  the  head  of  ships ;  and  it  never' has  been 
regarded  as  including  either  ships  or  machinery  or  boilers.  I  do  not  think  that  Congress 
would  be  foolish  enough  to  make  such  a  requirement ,  for  the  simple  reason  that  it  would  not 
do  to  trust  the  building  of  a  great  ship,  of  immense  cost  and  of  immense  usefaluess,  to  which, 
we  intrust  the  lives  of  our  people  and  the  property  of  the  country,  to  anybody  and  everybody 
who  might  choose  to  bid,  even  though  they  offered  to  give  bonds  for  the  faithful  execution 
of  the  work.  What  we  want,  when  we  have  undertaken  to  build  a  ship,  is  to  be  able  to 
show  a  stanch,  well-constructed,  and  seaworthy  vessel,  and  not  somebMy's  broken  bond. 
If  when  on  the  ocean,  with  officers  and  men  on  board  of  her,  a  vessel  proves  unseaworthy 
or  goes  to  pieces  from  an  explosion,  it  is  no  answer  to  say,  '  *  We  liave  John  Boach*8  bond,** 
or  **  Mr.  such-and-such-a-per8on*8  bond,  that  she  shall  be  good ;  *'  and  the  Navy  Department 
has  never  that  I  know  of  considered  itself  relieved  of  responsibility  upon  any  such  assump- 
tion. • 

Q.  In  other  words,  it  has  not  been  the  practice  of  your  predecessors  to  advertise  for  that 
class  of  work  T — A.  No,  sir.  They  have  done  as  I  have  often  done.  They  have  sometimes 
published  in  the  newspapers — not  advertised  according  to  the  legal  forms  of  advertisements, 
but  published  in  the  newspapers — that  they  wouid  receive  proposals  from  certain  people,  in 
order  to  fix  a  price,  for  one  vessel ;  and  then,  having  done  tnat,  they  have  given  out  to  other 
people  the  others.  Instead  of  doing  that,  I  did  this,  with  regard  not  only  to  these  double- 
turreted  iron-clads,  but  with  regard  to  the  single-turreted  iron-clads.  I  took  note  of  every 
man  whom  I  thought,  from  his  facilities,  from  his  experience,  and  from  his  pecuniary  ability 
was  a  proper  person  to  do  that  sort  of  work,  and  sent  proposals  to  him  or  sent  to  him  to  pro- 
pose to  do  the  work.  With  regard  to  the  single-turreted  iron-clads,  I  may  sav  that  therQ 
was  not  an  iron-working  establishment  on  the  coast,  in  the  cities,  that  did  not  nave  one  of 
them  to  do. 

Q.  Yon  refer  to  the  single-turreted  ones  ? — A.  The  single-turreted  ones.  With  regard  to 
the  double-turreted  iron-clads,  as  I  have  said,  the  work  on  the  one  in  California  was  adver- 
tised for  and  given  under  the  lowest  bid.  The  ones  on  this  coast  were  given  to  Mr.  John 
Roach,  of  the  Morgan  Iron- Works ;  to  Mr.  Cramp,  of  Philadelplga ;  to  Messrs.  Harlan  & 
Hollingsworth,  of  Wilmington ;  the  three  leading  ship-building  firms  of  the  Atlantic  coast. 

Q.  Mr.  Roach  had  two  of  them.  He  had  the  Miantonomoh  f — A.  Mr.  Roach  had  the 
Miantonomoh  originally  at  the  Morgan  Iron-Works.  He  had  none  originally  at  Chester. 
Mr.  Cramp,  at  Philadelphia,  had  the  Terror ;  Messrs.  Harlan  &,  Hollingsworth,  at  Wilming- 
ton, Del.,  bad  the  Amphitrite. 

Q.  Where  was  the  Puritan  T~A.  The  Puritan  was  not  immediately  contracted  for.  It 
was  afterwards  given  to  Mr.  Roach,  for  his  Chester  works.  He  had  two ;  the  others  had 
each  one;  bis  establishments  being  a  good  deal  more  than  twice  as  extensive  as  theirs. 

Q.  State  in  that  connection  whether  that  embraced  nearly  all  the  prominent  Eastern  ship- 
building firms.— A.  That  embraced  every  man  that  I  know  of  to  whom  I  woald  intrust  the 
building  of  a  great  iron-clad.  You  must  remember  that,  as  has  been  aptly  said  by  some- 
body, *'The  strength  of  a  chain  is  its  weakest  link."  So,  also,  with  reference  to  the  strength 
of  an  iron-clad,  its  efficiency  is  its  weakest  element.  I  repeat  that  the  department  would 
not  intrust  work  such  as  that  work  to  anybody  who  had  not  had  extended  experience  in 
the  details  of  such  work,  abundant  facilities  for  carrying  it  on,  and  large  capital  for  its 
prompt  and  thorough  completion. 

Q.  Did  you  regard  the  price  in  the  proposition  submitted  to  yon  for  the  completion  of 
those  double-turreted  monitors  as  being  fair  T — A.  Well,  with  regard  to  the  price,  I  must  be 
allowed  to  say  that  I  never  fixed  the  price  in  any  contract  in  my  life — not  one ;  that  that 
was  not  my  business ;  that  I  directed  tne  bureaus  to  set  these  people  to  competing  against 
each  other  and  to  get  their  lowest  points,  and  then,  after  they  had  got  their  lowest  points, 
to  make  the  lowest  estimates  they  tbemselves  could  nake  and  then  to  give  out  the  work, 
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whick  they  did.  I  think  that  the  secood  contracts  for  these  iron-clads  were  fifty  thousand 
dollars  less  than  the  figures  in  the  bids  of  some  of  the  parties.  They  were  cut  down  in  that 
way. 

Q.  They  were  cut  down  by  your  different  bureaus  T — A.  They  were  cut  down  by  the  dif- 
ferent bureaus  and  by  the  bidders  bidding  against  etch  other. 

Q.  What  i^as  the  fact  as  to  the  3d  of  March  contracts  ?— A.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  prices. 

The  Chairman.  Perhaps  it  would  be  better,  so  far  as  practicable,  for  the  witness  to  pro- 
ceed wlt^  his  statement  in  his  own  way,  the  members  of  the  committee  reserving  for  the 
present  the  inquiries  suggested  by  his  testimony. 

The  Witness  (resuming).  I  have  how  stated  what  was  done  with  regard  to  these  con- 
tracts. I  would  add  here  by  way  of  a  qualification  of  my  remark  on  the  subject  that  there 
may  be  one  firm  in  addition  to  those  that  I  have  mentioned  that  would  be  able  to  build  an 
iron-clad  ship,  though  I  do  not  think  that  that  firm  ever  has  built  one.  I  refer  to  a  firm  in 
Wilmington,  Del.,  by  the  name  of  Pusev  &  Jones.  The  firm  is  a  very  respectable  one, 
but  they  never  applied  for  any  work  to  the  Navy  Department  that  I  know  of,  and  these 
other  gentlemen,  in  Wilmington,  were  selected,  as  they  were  the  only  ones  to  bid  for  these 
contracts. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  How  as  to  Wood,  Dialogue  &  Co.  1 — A   What  about  them  7 

Q.  Did  they  have  the  capacity  to  do  the  kind  of  work  required  7 — 1.  I  should  not  have 
employed  them  for  such  a  purpose.  They  are  in  mv  own  town,  and  if  I  had  had  any  work 
to  give  them  that  I  could  have  given  tnem,  and  that  would  have  furnished  much-needed 
employment  to  labor  there,  I  would  have  given  it  to  them.  But  I  do  not  think  that  they 
have  ever  built  an  iron-clad,  nor  that  they  had  the  capacity  to  do  it,  nor  had  they  the  capital 
with  which  to  do  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  fact  as  to  the  firm  of  Neafie  &  Levy,  at  Philadelphia  T — A.  Neafie  &  Levy 
have  done  some  work  for  us,  but  not  iron-clad  work.  They  finished  the  Quinnebaug.  But 
they  are  not  a  great  firm,  nor  have  they  large  capacity.  In  thus  expressing  myself,  I  ^o 
not  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  anything  derogatory  of  these  or  any  other  of  the  gen- 
tlemen of  5¥hom  I  have  spoken,  nor  of  their  business  standing  as  firms.  ^When  I  sav  that 
they  are  not  the  great  firms  of  the  country,  I  am  not  depreciating  thefr  standing  at  all,  but 
am  only  regarding  them  as  compared  with  others,  who  by  reason  of  their  greater  business 
resources  and  facilities  are  entitled  to  a  special  distinction  as  the  great  firms  of  the  country ; 
firms  whose  commercial  standing  is  unchallenged,  whose  capital  is  very  large,  who  employ 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  laborers,  and  whose  responsibilities  are  correspondingly  great. 

Q.  What  statement  have  you  to  make  in  regard  to  Mr.  Moorhead,  of  Pittsburgh,  a  large 
iron-dealer  7— A.  Mr.  Moorhead  could  not  build  ships. 

Q.  His  business  is  to  prepare  the  ironT — A.  He  used  to  have  a  furnace,  during  the  war, 
at  Pittsburgh,  with  which  he  cast  ordnance  for  the  government. 

Q.  Did  he  never  prepare  the  plating  of  which  mention  has  been  made  T — A.  He  never 
prepared  any  plating,  nor  rolled  a  plate  in  his  life  that  I  know  of.  I  believe  that  he  has,  or 
says  that  he  has,  a  rolling-mill  in  which  he  could  roll  plating  |if  he  had  a  contract  large 
enough  to  justify  him  in  putting  it  up.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  Moorheacf,  ex- 
cept that  he  came  to  me  some  time  early  last  winter.  I  think.  I  do  not  mean  the  winter 
just  past,  but  the  winter  of  1876-77.  He  came  over  with  the  then  Secretary  of  War,  Mr» 
Cameron,  who  introduced  him  to  me,  and  he  asked  me  about  getting  the  iron  for  these  con- 
tracts. I  told  him  then  that  I  did  not  expect  to  make  any  more  contracts  (and  I  did  not 
then  expect  to  make  any ;  I  had  not  th^n  contemplated  the  thing),  and  therefore  I  did  not 
see  anything  more  of  him. 

With  regard  to  these  contracts,  I  believe  that  our  agreement  was  that  the  government- 
should  furuif  h  the  iron,  and  that  those  contractors  should  do  the  work.  Were  I  to  have 
my  own  way  about  it,  I  would  not  give  the  famishing  of  the  iron  to  be  used  by  the  con- 
tractors to  a  particular  firm.  I  would  rather  let  the  contractors  for  the  work  provide  it 
themselves,  because  when  you  have  independent  contractors  about  the  same  work  there  is 
always  a  difficulty.  If  there  is  any  mistake  or  delay,  each  puts  it  on  the  other.  That  fol- 
lows from  the  necessities  of  aflfairs.  My  experience  has  shown  me  that.  Under  ordinary 
circumstances,  however,  I  do  not  think  I  would  have  employed  a  Pittsburgh  firm  who  had 
no  mill  in  operation,  in  order  to  let  them  rebuild  their  mill  for  the  purpose  of  rolling  the 
iron  for  this  work,  particularly  as,  after  all,  I  had  no  evidence  that  they  were  able  to  roll 
twelve-inch  iron. 

Now  I  have  stated  the  reason  for  selecting  the  men  whom  I  did  select  for  doing  the  work 
on  the  vessels,  and  that  was  that  they  were  the  great  iron-ship  building  firms  of  the  country. 
As  I  have  said,  the  million  specially  appropriate  having  been  spent,  these  second  contracts 
were  entirely  dependent  upon  appropriations,  and  were  made  so  dependent  upon  appropri- 
ations. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  current  appropriations  f — A.  The  current  appropriations.  They  went  along  and 
we  paid  what  we  could.    And  I  ought  to  pause  here  to  say  that  in  every  report  which  the- 
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Secretary  of  the  Navj  made  daring  these  years  he  reported  these  facts  to  Congress,  or  to  the 
President,  by  whom  they  were  sent  to  Cong^ss.  There  is  not  one  of  my  reports,  I  think,  in 
which  it  is  not  stated  that  these  double-torreted  iron-clads  are  undergoing  repairs  at  private 
establishments,  and  in  which  Congress  is  not  asked  in  making  their  appropriations  to  con- 
sider that  The  Committee  on  Appropriations  were  specially  informed  on  that  snbject  at 
all  times,  because  they  never  passed  an  appropriation  without  my  being  before  them  and 
explaining  everything.  I  remember  a  discussion  which  arose,  and  which  you,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  doubtless  remember,  as  it  was  spoken  of  before  the  last  committee,  when  I  asked 
them  whether  they  considered  I  had  a  right  to  use  the  old  material  for  the  sake  of  repairing 
these  iron-clads. 

Q.  The  matter  regarding  which  Mr.  Garfield  and  BIr.  Hancock  were  examined  t — A*  Yes ; 
the  matter  regarding  which  Mr.  Garfield  and  Mr.  Hancock  were  examined.  The  committee 
said  that  if  the  old  material  was  put  up  at  auction  and  sold,  the  money  realized  would  have 
to  be  put  into  the  Treasury,  but  there  was  no  reason^why  this  old  material  could  not  be 
utilized  in  these  contracts  for  the  purpose  of  saving  expense.  It  was  the  best  way  to  do  it, 
and  the  way  in  which  there  would  be  the  least  expense  to  the  government.  I  put  the  prop- 
osition to  them,  '*  I  must  have  so  much  money  if  I  use  the  old  material,  and  so  much  if  I 
don't."    They  accepted  the  *'  donH,**  and  I  went  on  and  used  the  old  material. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  have  the  fact  that  you  refer  to  that  testimony  noted  here  T— A.  Yea : 
I  refer  to  the  testimonv  that  was  given  by  Mr.  Hancock,  of  Texas,  who  was  a  member  of 
that  committee,  and  of  Mr.  Garfield,  who  was  the  chairman  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  If  there  is  no  objection,  it  will  be  understood,  then,  that  the  reference  to 
it  which  you  have  made  will  su£Bce  to  make  the  testimony  referred  to  by  you  a  part  of  the 
record  here. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  It  is  a  matter  of  record,  is  it  not  T    Did  it  appear  in  the  report  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  desiie  that  the  testimony  to  which  you  have  alluded,  that  of  Mr.  Garfield  and 
Mr.  Hancock,  shall  be  made  a  part  ot  the  testimonpr  given  here  by  you  to-day  7 — A.  I  think 
I  had  better  ao  that.  I  would  like  to  have  it  considered  as  a  part  of  it.  I  suppose^  that  that 
testimony  is  a  matter  of  record.   It  is  not  in  the  report. 

[Note.— It  is  understood  that  certain  testimony  relevant  to  the  present  inquiry  g^ven  by 
Messrs.  Garfield  and  Hancock,  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the  Forty-third  Con- 
gress, shall  be  regarded  as  here  included.] 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Proceed  with  your  statement,  resuming  at  the  point  at  which  you  were  interrupted. — 
A.  As  I  was  saying,  I  accepted  that,  and  went  on  and  used  the  old^material  as  far  as  we 
could.  We  contracted  with  these  people  that  the  old  material  should  l)e  run  over  and  put 
in  and  used  in  plating  and  wherever  it  could  be  put  in,  in  every  way. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  three  pounds  should  be  given  for  one? — A.  With  regard  to  the  price,  I  mi^bt  as 
well  say  here,  I  never  professed  to  be  an  expert  in  regard  to  price  and  never  fixed  a  pnoe  on 
anything;  1  mean  in  the  Navy  Department ;  that  that  always  was  for  the  experts,  the  chiefs 
of  the  bureaus  and  their  assistants,  who  are  provided  by  law  for  that  purpose. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  about  how  much  was  apjpropflated  that  year,  in  addition  to  the  use  of 
this  old  material  T — A.  No,  I  do  not  remember.  I  was  going  on  to  say  that  I  think  in  that  year 
there  were  the  ordinary  appropriations,  perhaps  of  three  millions  of  dollars,  perhaps  of  a  little 
more  money,  to  the  Bureau  ot  Construction  and  Repair.  We  made  these  contracts  and  we 
had  money  enough  at  the  time  at  which  those  second  contracts  were  made  to  pay  for  them. 
But,  of  course,  as  I  said  before,  they  were  subject  to  the  vicissitudes  of  the  necessities  of  ^ 
service.  It  was  the  general  appropriation,  and  consequently  they  were  made  subject  to  ap- 
propriations. In  the  fall  of  1875,  a  vicissitude  arose  in  the  service  which  took  away  a  large 
portion  of  the  appropriations  to  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  and  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
struction And  Repair.  Your  attention  probably  may  not  have  been  specially  directed  to  the 
fact,  tltOugh  some  of  you  gentlemen  could  not  have  been  ignorant  of  it,  but  we  were  nearer 
getting  into  a  difficulty  with  Spain  in  the  fall  of  1675  than  we  were  at  any  time  during  the 
period  for  which  I  was  in  the  department.  In  connection  with  that  matter,  I  beg  leave  to 
refer  to  a  book  which  I  have  brought  with  me  containing  the  testimony  which  I  gave  on  that 
subject  on  &  former  occasion,  in  order  that  I  may  read  what  I  said  before,  and  that  you  may 
be  better  enabled  than  you  would  be  by  any  statement  I  could  now  make  to  understand  the 
facts  as  they  were.    They  were  fresher  in  my  mind  then  than  they  are  now. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  :  * 

Q.  State  from  what  testimony  you  are  about  to  read.— A.  It  is  the  testimony  given  by 
ine,  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  before  the  Naval  Committee  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, on  the  7th  day  of  July,  1@76. 
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Mr.  Willis,  the  chairman  here,  who  was  a  member  of  the  committee,  asked  this  question 
of  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Navj — [turniuff  to  a  point  in  the  testimony  and  reading:] 
*'Mr.  Hanscom  stated  that  prior  to  Oc  ober  last  his  bureau  had  to  its  credit  an  amount 
equal  to  the  obligations  incurred."  The  answer  given  to  that  by  the  witness  (myself)  was 
this:  '*  A. — In  the  months  of  October  and  November  last  year  it  was  thought  necessary  to 
put  the  Navy  in  a  condition  and  position  for  actual  service.  That  matter  was  up  and  was 
discussed,  it  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  all  branches  of  the  government,  and  it  was 
thought  necessary  and  proper  to  do  so.  That  took  some  money^  took  away  the  money 
whicn  Mr.  Hanscom  had  for  his  contracts.*' 

Then  follows  another  question  by  Mr.  Willis:  '*Q.  Has  that  power  been  exercised  by 
former  Secretaries  T— A.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  that  is  a  power  which  must  be  exercised 
always  when  the  exigency  arises.  There  is  an  act  of  Congress  which  says  that  no  depart- 
ment of  the  government  must  involve  the  government,  or  make  any  contract  except  upon 
appropriations  adequate  to  its  fulfillment.  That  governs  the  action  of  the  departments  ordi- 
narily. We  had  last  summer  certain  contracts  out  for  the  repairing  of  iron-clads  and  other 
vessels.  When  they  were  made  we  had  appropriations  fully  adequate  to  their  fulfillment 
and  more.  The  letter  of  that  law  was  not  violated  in  the  making  of  the  contracts.  But  after 
thc'se  contracts  were  out,  and  while  they  were  in  progress,  the  government  got  idto  a  com^ 
plicated  situation  with  Spain.  Our  dispatches  from  Spain  and  the  dispatches  of  our  gov- 
ernment to  Spain  were  such  as  to  make  it  incumbent  on  the  executive  department  of  the 
government  to  put  the  Navy  in  the  best  possible  position.  The  Secretary  of  State,  by  direc- 
tion of  the  President,  wrote  a  letter  to  tne  Spanish  Government  stating  that  the  time  had 
come  when  we  must  interfere  In  the  island  ot  Cuba  unless  that  government  did  something. 
I  have  that  letter  here,  and  will  read  an  extract  from  it.*' 

The  letter  is  here  in  the  testimony. 

By  Mr.  Pace  : 

Q.  Bead  the  letter. 7-A.  [Reading.]  **The  President  hopes  that  Spain  may  spon- 
taneously adopt  measures  looking  to  a  speedy  restoration  of  peace  and  the  organization  ot 
a  stable  and  satisfactory  system  of  government  in  the  island  of  Cuba.  In  the  absence  of 
any  prospect  of  the  termination  of  the  war  or  any  change  in  the  manner  in  which  it  is  be- 
ing conducted  on  either  side,  he  feels  that  the  time  has  come  when  it  is  the  duty  of  other 
governments  to  interfere  solely  with  the  view  of  bringiog  to  an  end  the  disastrous  and  de- 
structive conflict  and  of  restoring  peace  in  Cuba.  He  will,  therefore,  feel  it  his  duty  at  an 
early  day  to  submit  the  subject  in  tuis  light  for  the  consideration  of  Congress.  This  conclu- 
sion is  reached  with  reluctance  and  regret.  It  is  reached  after  every  other  expedient  has 
been  attempted  and  has  proved  a  failure,  and  in  the  firm  conviction  that  the  period  has  at  last 
arrived  when  no  other  course  remains  for  this  government.** 


[The  witness  here  resumed  his  readin^^  from  the  testimony.] 
''That  is  Mr.  Fish's  dispatch  to  Spain,  of  the  5th   of  Nc 


November,  1875;  and  that,  in 
diplomatic  language,  is  very  strong.  And  it  is  not  necessary  to  conceal  the  fact  that  there 
was  a  very  strong  expectation  that  our  government  would  be  obliged  to  intervene  and  stop 
the  war  in  Cuba.  Tuis  dispatch  was  communicated  to  England,  France,  Germany,  and 
Russia,  and  those  governments  were  asked  to  join  our  government  in  our  intervention. 

'*  Now,  it  is  evident  to  every  man  that  intervention,  if  it  does  not  mean  war,  means  at 
least  warlike  attitude  and  preparation  for  war.  We  may  acknowledge  independence,  we 
msy  acknowledge  belligerency  without  going  to  war,  but  we  cannot  intervene  without  go- 
ing to  war.  At  least,  in  order  to  be  effectual,  peaceful  intervention  must  be  backed  up  with  ' 
warlike  power.  Of  course  it  is  veiy  evident  to  everybody  who  reasons  that,  having  the 
island  oi  Cuba  within  a  hundred  miles  of  our  coast,  we  did  not  mean  to  call  on  England, 
Germany,  France,  and  Russia  to  intervene  with  us  and  we  not  do  anything.  We  would 
not  ask  them  to  come  and  fight  our  battles.  So  it  became  a  part  of  the  policy  of  this  gov- 
ernment to  have  its  only  weapon  of  war  thsd  can  reach  that  point,  the  Navy,  in  proper  con- 
dition and  proper  position.  Whether  that*  was  right  or  wrong  policy  on  the  part  of  the 
President  and  nis  Cabinet,  the  Navy  Department,  as  such,  and  its  Secretary,  as  such,  had 
nothing  to  do  with  it ;  but  as  a  branch  of  the  executive  department  of  the  government,  it 
became  the  duty  of  the  Navy  Department  to  be  ready,  and  therefore,  in  the  months  of 
October,  November,  and  December,  we  spent  a  good  deal  of  our  appropriations  in  getting 
every  available  ship  ready  and  in  position.  If  we  had  not  been  in  that  position  and  war 
bad  come  on  us,  if  our  Navy  had  been  scattered  along  our  coast  for  thousands  of  miles, 
Congress  and  the  people  would  have  had  reason  to  complain  of  the  Navy  Department 
tnd  would  have  complained.  If  war  had  come  last  December,  I  do  not  think  we  should 
have  made  a  failure  ;  I  think  that  we  would  have  had  the  war  settled  in  less  than  a  month's 
time." 

We  had  over  fifty  ships  at  Port  Royal  then  ready.    Now^  that  is  the  story.    That  took 
the  appropriations  to  those  two  bureaus. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  appropriations  to  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  and  the  Bureau  of  Construc- 
tion and  Repair  7 — A.  Yes.    Of  course  these  contracts  were  subject  to  those  appropriations. 
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and  we  had  no  money  to  pay  them  aa  they  came  alon^f.  I  stated  all  this  in  my  report,  and 
stated  what  we  were  doings,  and  asked  Coneress  to  make  approprittians  to  cro  on  with  this 
work.  Instead  of  making  those  appropriations,  Congress  cot  down  the  ordinary  appropri- 
ations quite  one-half;  so  that,  when  the  naval  bill  was  passed,  about  the  1st  of  July,  lc76, 
the  appropriations,  from  three  millions  or  three  millions  and  a  little  over,  were  cut  down  to 
about  fifteen  or  eighteen  hundred  thousand  dollars,     I  have  forgotten  how  much. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  as  to  both  bureaus  or  but  one  ? — A.  They  were  cut  down  to  fifteen  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars,  I  think,  in  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  as  against  three 
million  three  hundred  thousand  dollars ;  and  to  about  eight  hundred  or  nine  hundr^  thousand 
dollars,  as  against  two  millions,  in  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering.  As  soon  as  that  was 
done,  and  early  in  July,  I  think  the  7th  or  8th  of  July,  pe/naps  it  was  a  little  later,  1876, 
the  department  notified  all  these  people  that,  so  far  as  they  depended  upon  the  department 
for  money,  they  might  stop  their  work,  that  we  could  not  pay  them,  and  that  if  tney  went 
on,  they  must  go  on  trusting  to  appropriations  by  Congress. 

By  Mr.  Williams  : 

Q.  At  what  time  was  that  notice  given  f — A.  That  was  on  the  @th  or  9th  of  July,  1876. 
That  was  done  in  all  cases,  except  as  to  the  Monadnock,  in  California,  and  the  Miantonomoh 
here.  When  I  say  **the  Miantonomoh  here,"  I  wish  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  the 
notification  was  given  to  all,  to  start  with.  Then  we  thought  we  would  have  money  enough 
to  go  on  with  one  of  these  shifts,  and  at  least  launch  one  of  them,  because  it  made  a 
very  valuable  part  of  our  naval  power.  So  a  board  was  appointed  to  examine  the  state 
of  the  work  on  all  these  ships,  and  to  find  out  which  could  be  completed  in  the  short- 
est time  and  at  the  least  expense.  They  reported  that  the  Miantonomoh  could  be  com- 
pleted in  the  shortest  time  and  at  the  least  expense  ;  and  as  to  the  Miantonomoh,  the 
work  was  allowed  to  go  on  upon  that.  In  the  winter  of  1876-77 — not  last  winter,  but  the 
winter  of  a  year  ago — I  again  asked  Congress  for  an  appropriation  to  pay  these  bills  and 
go  on  with  this  work,  and  Congress  saw  iit,  in  their  wisdom,  not  to  make  the  appropriation. 
That  brin^  me  along  until  the  winter  of  1876-77.  In  the  latter  part  of  the  winter — Feb- 
ruary is  in  the  wioter— and  after  the  character  of  the  appropriation  bill  had  been  settled,  I 
suppose  it  was  not  passed,  these  people  came  to  me  and  said,  **  Now,  we  have  spent  a  great 
deal  of  money  upon  these  iron-clads ;  they  are  in  our  dock-yards,  occupyinji:  places,  inter- 
fering with  other  work  ;  and  we  ought  to  look,  for  our  benefit  and  the  benefit  of  the  depart- 
ment, to  get  clear  of  them."  I  said,  '*  We  have  no  money  to  pay  you."  *'  Well,"  they 
said,  **  we  cannot  go  on  even  to  do  tlie  work  and  get  it  out  of  our  own  way  unless  we  have 
the  proper  plans  and  specifications  for  doing  the  work."  I  said,  **I  will  consider  that  mat- 
ter and  do  the  best  I  can  about  it.'*  I  appointed  a  board,  therefore,  to  examine  into  the 
condition  of  this  work  and  to  report  upon  it  I  think  it  was  a  board  of  two  constructors  and 
an  engineer,  or  two  engineers  and  a  constructor.  I  do  not  know  exactly  how  the  board 
was  constituted,  but  it  was  a  board  appointed  to  examine  all  these  iron-clads,  to  find  out  the 
exact  condition  of  the  work  upon  them,  and  to  find  out  what  it  would  cost  to  complete  them. 
And  the  board  having  done  this,  their  report  came  in  about  the  1st  or  2d  of  March. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  [Referring  to  a  record.]  It  is  dated  February  15.— A.  Is  it  dated  Febraary  15? 
Well,  it  came  in  somewhere  about  the  1st  of  March,  perhaps  a  little  earlier  than  that.  My 
attention  was  not,  perhaps,  called  to  it  the  moment  it  came  in.  These  gentlemen  pressed 
these  considerations  upon  me,  and  I  thought  they  were  just ;  and  for  the  express  purpose  of 
taking  the  responsibility  myself  of  my  own  contracts  and  not  leaving  them  to  anyoody  else, 
I  concluded  that  I  would  allow  these  gentlemen  to  go  on  with  that  work.  This  scheme, 
this  experiment  of  rebuilding  these  iron-clads,  if  it  was  wise,  was  mine,  if  it  was  unwise,  it 
was  still  mine,  except  so  far  as  it  was  begun  by  the  authorization  of  Congress  and  carried 
on  with  their  knowledge ;  and  as  I  have  never  t>een  in  the  habit  of  shirking  my  own  re- 
sponsibilities, I  told  them  that  I  would  consider  the  thing,  and  if  the  Attorney-General 
thought  it  was  not  illegal,  I  would  allow  them  to  go  on.  I  did  this  because  I  considered  it 
a  mere  continuation  of  this  work  in  the  hands  of  the  old  contractors.  It  would  have  been 
absolutely  ridiculous  to  have  tried  to  get  anybody  else  to  do  it,  because  nobody  out  of  the 
scrape  would  come  in  and  undertake  to  do  the  work  without  any  money,  and  no  other  man 
could  go  in  and  do  it.    The  contracts  are,  to  a  certain  extent,  dependent  upon  each  other. 

Q.  That  is  a  phase  of  this  inquiry  which  I  would  like  to  have  you  present  fully. — A.  As 
you  know,  I  am  not  an  expert,  and  therefore  I  cannot  tell  you  the  particulars.  But  these 
contracts  go  along,  they  must  go  along,  to  a  certain  extent  pari  passu.  That  any  one  may 
see.  These  ships  were  in  the  working  yards  of  these  contractors,  on  the  yards,  on  the  ways 
and  on  the  docks  of  these  firms.  They  could  not  with  any  degree  of  convenience  be  under- 
taken by  other  people  until  they*  had  been  gotten  out  of  there.  If  new  elements  came  ih,  it 
was  veiT  clear  that  we  would  never  be  able  to  tell  where  a  fault  lay,  if  any  fault  was  to  be 
found  afterward,  and  nobody  could  be  held  responsible  for  any  of  the  contracts  in  the  event 
of  their  being  carried  on.  Therefore  I  made  an  order  which  I  find  here  printed  in  the  book 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand. 

Q.  State  the  date  of  the  order.— A.  It  is  dated  the  2d  of  March,  1877.    On  that  day  I 
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made  an  order  which  reads  eA  follows.  You  can  quote  it  if  you  choose.  I  would  like  to 
read  it. 

Q.  Yon  may  read  it.  The  record  here  will  show  the  title  of  the  reference  bj  which  it  may 
be  found  by  the  cofnmittee. 

[Note. — The  order  was  here  read.  It  will  be  found  as  heretofore  printed  in  the  appendix 
to  the  testimony,  p.  23.  In  explanation  of  that  portion  of  the  order  here  given,  the  witness 
made  the  observation  which  follows :  * '  That  the  department  feels  bound  to  direct  that  the 
bureaus  having  charge  of  this  work  do  supply  to  the  various  contractors  for  these  ships  the 
necessary  drawings,  specifications,  and  details  for  their  completion,  and  that  such  as  are 
willing  to  do  so,  at  their  own  risk,  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  the  work  under  proper  stipu- 
lations and  contracts  for  that  purpose,  and  that  means  for  paying  for  the  same  be  taken  to 
the  extent  that  the  means  at  the  command  of  the  bureau,  available  therefor,  will  justify." 
That  is  if  they  had  any  old  material  that  might  go  in,  it  might  be  put  in.] 

A.  I  indorsed  this  order  on  the  back  of  the  report  of  the  Doard  and  referred  it  to  the  vari- 
ous bureaus.  I  first,  however,  submitted  it  to  the  Attorney-General,  who  wrote  upon  the 
back  of  it  this  :  **  The  foregoing  order  having  been  submitted  to  me  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  I  state  that  I  perceive  no  legal  objection  to  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  judicious  and  expe- 
diei^t,  as  well  as  just.'* 

Q.  That  was  written  by  Attorney- General  Taft  T — A.  Yes.  I  will  say  here  that  this  law, 
which  says  that  the  government^hall  not  be  involved  beyond  appropriations,  is  au  old  law, 
one  that  has  been  on  the  statut^book  since  early  in  the  century,  and  that  contracts  of  the 
form  of  these  contracts  have  very  frequently  been  made  under  it,  invoiving  no  responsibility 
to  the  government,  and  that  thire  is  an  opinion  on  that  subject  by  Attorney-General  Gush- 
ing. 

Q.  Give  the  title  of  the  volume  and  page  containing  that  opinion. — A.  I  have  it  here. 
The  question  arose  in  connection  with  contracts  for  the  work  upon  the  extension  of  the 
Capitol,  the  building  we  are  now  in.  Mr.  Pierce  made  the  contracts.  There  was  a  special 
provision  of  law  that  contracts  binding  the  government  should  not  bo  in  excess  of  the  ap- 

Sropriation,  and  yet  he  made  the  contracts  for  the  whole  work,  and  was  sustained  in  so 
oing  by  the  Attorney-General.  The  statute  on  the  subject  was  made,  I  think,  in  1820.  It  , 
ifi  an  old  statute.  You  will  find  in  Mr.  Cushing's  Opinions  (vol.  6)  that  that  question  arose  ' 
as  to  contracts  made  with  Mr.  Pierce  for  the  extension  of  the  Capitol,  and  that  the  Attor- 
ney-General held  that  the  President  acted  properly  in  making  the  general  contract  for  the 
whole  building,  although  there  was  an  express  provision  in  the  act  that  the  government 
should  not  be  bound  by  any  contract  to  an  amount  further  than  the  amount  of  the  appro- 
priation. In  other  words,  it  was  held  that  the  President  made  a  proper  contract,  but  that 
the  government  would  not  be  bound  by  it  in  excess  of  the  appropriations,  and  that  the  con- 
tractors took  the  risk  of  further  appropriations.  I  merely  state  tnat  to  show  what  I  suppose 
to  be  the  ground  on  which  Mr.  Attorney-General  Taft  declared  there  was  nothing  illegal  in 
the  contract 

Q.  "  Illegal"  pro  Mnfo  7— A.  Yes. 

Mr.  W1LLIAM8.  The  assumption  that  it  would  be  legal  in  part ;  that  is,  so  far  as  the  ap- 
propriation went,  and  void  as  to  the  rest,  is  one,  I  think,  that  admits  of  some  controversy. 

The  Chairman.  There  must  be  some  point  beyond  which  it  cannot  go,  and  at  which  the 
liability  of  the  government  ceases. 

The  Witness.  Well,  that  is  a  question  of  law.  Having  obtained  that  opinion  of  the  At- 
tomev-G^neral,  I  gave  that  order.  You  will  see  that  it  does  not  direct  any  contracts 
exactly;  it  directs  merely  a  continuation  of  this  work  that  was  going  on. 

Q.  Work  at  given  prices  T — A.  Work  in  the  hands  of  contractors.  Not  at  any  given 
prices. 

Q.  There  was  no  given  price  f — A.  No  given  price  about  it  at  all.  As  I  have  read,  it  was 
to  be  under  ' '  proper  contracts  and  stipulations." 

Q.  I  misunderstood  you.  You  are  now  speaking  of  the  order  which  you  issued  ? — A.  Yes ; 
of  my  order.  And  I  may  as  well  say  here — so  much  has  been  said  in  the  newspapers  about 
contracts  that  it  becomes  me  to  state  what  was  very  clearly  proved  in  the  previous  investi- 
gation— that  it  never  was  my  practice  to  interfere  in  regard  to  contracts.  Before  the  other 
committee,  every  chief  of  a  bureau  who  had  ever  served  under  me  in  the  period  of  eight  years, 
and  every  purchasing  paymaster  in  the  city  of  New  York,  in  Philadelphia,  or  in  Washing<> 
ton,  swore  that  I  had  never  interfered  with  a  contract  or  a  purchase,  or  ever  intimated 
either  person  or  price  to  him. 

Q.  You  may  refer  again  to  your  previous  testimony  if  you  so  desire. — A.  No  ;  I  can  state 
it  from  recollection.  Twenty-three  heads  5f  bureaus  and  purchasing  paymasters,  including 
every  one  who  ever  served  under  me,  swore  that  I  had  never  interfered  with  a  contract.  I 
directed  the  general  policy  of  the  government  in  the  department,  but  never  interfered  with 
a  contract  as  to  persons  or  prices.  Indeed,  I  never  directed,  that  I  knew  of,  but  one  con- 
tract in  my  life,  and  that  I  did,  I  think,  as  almost  the  last  act  before  I  went  out.  That  was 
a  contract  which  was  in  fulfillment  of  a  promise  which  I  had  made  to  the  South  Boston 
Iron  Company. 

By  Mr.  Carlisle  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  appropriations  to  the  credit  of  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
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fltniction  and  Repair  and  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Ensnneering,  in  the  fall  of  1875,  were  ex- 
pended by  reason  of  an  apprehended  difficulty  with  Spain  on  account  of  the  proposed  inter- 
vention by  the  American  Govertiment. — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  did  not  understand  you  to  state  how  that  money  was  expended. — A.  It  was  e- 
pended  in  putting  every  ship  of  the  Navy  that  would  float  into  condition. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  repairinji^  them,  putting  them  in  condition  by  that  means  ? — A.  Put- 
tine  them  in  condition  to  eo  to  sea  and  sendine  them  to  Port  Royal. 

Q.  Were  any  additionalmen  enlisted  f — ^A.  No  additional  men  were  enlisted. 

Q.  But  the  vessels  were  put  in  condition  to  go  to  sea  and  were  sent! — A.  They  were  ; 
and  they  were  sent  to  Port  Roval ;  apd  the  ships  were  ordered  back  from  Europe ;  the  ships 
were  ordered  back  from  South  America,  and  everything  on  the  Atlantic  Ocean  was  con- 
centrated and  ordered  to  be  concentrated  at  Port  Royal.  There  was  not  much  stir  made 
about  it.  The  newspapers  did  talk  about  it,  but  I  made  up  my  mind  that  within  a  week 
after  we  started,  if  we  did  start,  we  would  be  in  Cuba. 

Q.  Were  any  vessels  brought  from  the  Pacific  coast  T — A.  None  from  the  Pacific  coast. 
With  the  continent  between  us,  we  could  not  reach  those ;  but  everything  on  the  Atlantic, 
from  Brazil  and  from  Europe,  was  brought 

Q,  Were  any  very  expensive  or  extensive  repairs  made  on  any  vessel  f — A.  No  ;  no  ex- 
pensive repairs  were  made  on  any  ship,  but  every  ship  was  put  in  commission.    Ships  that 
*  were  lying  in  ordinary  were  repaired  and  put  in  commission.     I  think.  Mr.  Carlisle,  you 
will  find  all  that  statea  In  my  report. 

Q.  I  have  not  been  able  to  procure  a  copy  of  the  official  report. — A.  I  have  one,  and  I 
think  I  can  find  it. 

Q.  One  other  matter  about  which  I  wanted  to  interrogate  you  was  in  regard  to  the  con- 
tracts with  the  South  Boston  Iron  Company  on  the  7th  of  March,  1877,  to  furnish  boilers 
for  the  Tuscarora,  boilers  for  the  Narragansett,  and  boilers  for  the  Snowdrop,  and,  on  the  10th 
of  March,  1877,  for  boilers  for  the  Dictator,  amounting  altogether  to  |331,62].09.  State  to 
the  committee,  if  you  please,  under  what  circumstances  ana  for  what  reason  those  contracts 
were  made  at  that  time. — A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  what  they  amount  to  in  price, 
because  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  price ;  but  some  time  before  (I  do  not  know 
whether  it  was  a  year  or  more  than  a  year  before)  Mr.  Hunt,  of  the  South  Boston  Iron  Com- 
pany, came  to  me  and  said  he  thought  that  he  ought  to  be  allowed  some  work  in  the  Navy 
Department ;  that  they  had  put  up  large  buildings,  and  had  extensive  works  for  the  beoent 
of  the  government  during  the  war ;  and  that  they  ought  to  have,  whenever  there  was  a 
chance,  some  patronage.  Well.  I  told  him  that  we  did  not  have  any  appropriations  for  ord- 
nance specially  (ordnance  was  his  specialty),  and  that  that  was  not  a  thing  for  which  there 
was  a  crying  necessity.    It  was  in  a  time  of  peace,  and  we  did  not  care  to  have  ammunition. 

Q.  In  other  words,  it  was  not  indispensable  T — A.  It  was  not  indispensable.  But  I  said 
"  if  you  can  do  boiler-work** — we  must  have  boilers  for  our  ships  ;  when  they  are  out  we 
must  supply  them,  no  matter  what  else  g^s,  because  we  must  not  have  defective  boilers ; 
when  boilers  have  given  out  we  cannot  send  the  ships  to  sea  with  them — **  if  you  can  do 
boiler-work,  I  will  give  vou  some."  I  said  that  to  him.  Whether  I  was  justified  in  saying 
it  or  not,  I  did  say  it,  and  perhaps  it  was  natural  that  I  should.  Then,  when  he  came  to  me — 
it  was  just  before  I  was  going  out,  I  think — and  told  me  that  I  had  made  this  promise  to  him 
and  he  had  made  his  arrangements  to  do  this  boiler-work,  well,  I  said  to  him,  *'  There  is 
no  boiler-work  to  be  done."  '*  Yes,"  said  he,  **  there  is  boiler-work  to  be  done ;  boiler- work 
has  been  given  out  to  other  people  here  this  winter."  I  did  not  know  about  it,  and  I  in- 
vestigated about  it,  and  found  that  boiler- work  had  been  given  out,  and  that  he  had  a  just 
right  to  suspect  me  of  not  carrying  out  my  promise.  So  I  then  told  the  chief  of  the  bureau, 
or  the  acting-chief  of  the  bureau,  I  think  it  was — Mr.  Shock,  I  think ;  he  had  not  yet  got 
his  commission,  but  he  was  there  acting — I  asked  him  if  there  was  anything  actually  need- 
ing boilers,  and  if  there  was  to  give  it  to  Mr.  Hunt.  And  he  brought  me  the  names  of  some 
vessels ;  suggested  some  vessels,  whatever  they  were,  the  Dictator  and  some  others,  and  I 
told  him  to  give  it  to  Mr.  Hunt.  And  I  did  that  with  the  less  hesitation,  because  the  appro- 
priations had  already  been  made,  and  because  I  considered  those  contracts  as  being  strictly 
within  my  province.  I  have  seen  it  suggested  in  the  newspapers  that  I  ought  not  to  have 
given  them  out  at  the  last  of  my  term.  That  may  be  a  question  of  taste.  Those  things 
go  along  in  the  various  bureaus,  and,  when  we  want  them,  we  order  them  if  we  have  the 
money  or  the  appropriation  for  them.  When  I  came  into  the  Department  of  the  Navy  there 
were  millions  of  dollars  under  contract,  which  contracts  had  been  made  shortly  before,  which 
I  thought  was  all  right  and  let  it  go  ;  did  not  ipterfere  with  it,  because  the  chiefs  of  the 
bureaus,  who  are  the  experts  with  regard  to  those  things,  must  do  that  ultimately.  It  does 
not  make  any  difference  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Q.  I  was  desirous  of  interrogating  you  upon  the  matter  because  Mr.  Hunt,  when  before 
us,  was  questioned  in  regard  to  it.  His  explanation  was  substantially  the  same  as  that 
which  you  have  now  maiue. — A.  I  want  to  say  that  those  contracts  were  clearly  made,  in 
my  opinion,  after  the  appropriations  were  made,  and  that  there  was  an  appropriation  ade- 
quate to  their  fulfillment. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  the  3d  of  March  contracts  ? — A.  I  do  not  mean  the  3d  of  March  contracts. 
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As  to  them,  I  expressly  provided  tbat  they  should  not  involve  the  government  in  the  absence 
of  appropriations. 

Q.  You  mean  the  contracts  of  the  7th  and  10th  of  March  f— A.  Yes ;  the  South  B^tUm 
Iron  Company  contracts,  whenever  they  were. 

Q.  For  Doilerst — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  may  add  that  these  were  things  thatwbirld  have  to  be 
done  this  year  at  least,  according  to  the  judgment  of  the  bureau ;  add  therefore  I  ordered 
him  to  give  them  to  Mr.  Hilnt.  And  that  was  the  only  case,  in  the  eight  years  for  which  I 
was  Secretary  of  the  Navv,  in  which  I  assumed,  except  in  regard  to  these  general  things,  to 
give  a  contract.  I  have  neard  it  said  that  those  were  not  considered  legal  because  they  were 
made  before  the  fiscal  year  commenced,  although  the  appropriations  hM  been  made.  Now, 
I  desire  to  say  that  the  invariable  habit  of  the  department,  and  of  all  the  departments,  is, 
after  the  appropriations  are  made,  to  issue  their  schedules  and  advertisements  and  to  con- 
tract for  all,  almost  all,  the  supplies  for  the  current  year ;  I  mean  for  the  current  supplies.  Our 
contracts  have  almost  always  been  made  in  May  for  the  fiscal  year,  although  it  did  not  end 
until  the  first  of  July.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  gone  over  all  the  points  upon  which 
the  committee  desire  to  make  inquiries  or  not. 

Mr.  Page.  You  have  gone  over,  and  to  my  mind  very  satisfactorily,  all  the  points  to 
which  I  would  have  directed  your  attention.  I  have  been  present  at  the  taking  of  all  the 
testimony  that  has  been  taken  by  this  committee,  and  I  may  say  that,  in  my  judgment,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  developments  ibade  which  seemed  absolutely  to  require  an  explanation 
from  you  except  perhaps  so  far  as  the  3d  of  March  contracts  were  concerned. 

The  Witness.  As  tne  committee  are  aware,  I  do  not  know  what  it  is  that  the  testimony 
taken  by  them  may  show ;  and  if  there  is  anything  in  regard  to  which  any  gentleman  of 
the  committee  would  like  me  to  speak  or  have  me  explain,  I  would  be  glad  to  know  of  it 
and,  so  far  as  I  may  be  able  to  do  so,  to  make  the  explanation. 

By  Mr.  Page  :* 

Q.  I  have  written  down  here  a  question,  the  answer  to  which,  I  think,  has  already  been 
given  in  your  reply  to  an  inquiry  propounded  by  Mr.  Carlisle.  It  is  this  :  It  appears  that 
when  these  second  contracts  were  made,  in  1875,  there  was  money  in  the  Treasury  to  pay 
them,  and  that  subsequent  events  made  it  necessary  to  use  that  money  for  purposes  other 
than  the  payment  of  such  contracts  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  also  stated  that  those  contracts 
ware  made  subject  to  appropriations. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  By  their  terms  f — A.  By  their  terms. 

By  Mr.  Page: 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  about  the  contract  with  White  for  timber  7 — A.  I  do  not. 
Q.  You  do  not  remember  that  specifically  f — A.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  White  at  all.    Who 
is  he  f 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  He  is  a  Portsmouth  man,  who  sold  some  timber  here,  which  timber  was  purchased  by 
Pay-Inspector  Williams  on  the  order  of  Mr.  Hanscom. — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  additional 
matters  concerning  which  it  occurs  to  me  that  the  committee  would  desire  to  hear  me. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  If  anything  pertinent  to  the  subjects  of  which  you  have  treated  occurs  to  you,  please 
state  it. — ^A.  I  have  only  to  say,  and  desire  to  repeat,  that  If  you  want  to  have  a  navy  out 
of  the  material  that  you  already  have,  the  completion  of  these  iron-clads  is  the  way  in 
which  to  secure  that  object.  Of  course,  if  I  had  not  thought  so  I  wduld  not  have  entered 
upon  their  repair. 

Q.  Is  it  not  absolutely  impossible  for  any  parties  other  than  those  who  have  had  the  con- 
tracts for  them  to  take  those  double- turreted  monitors  and  complete  them  t — A.  Yes. 

Q.  I  mean,  of  course,  comparatively  considered — that  is,  to  anything  like  as  good  advan- 
tage?— A.  I  should  think  it  was  absolutely  impossible. 

Q.  Is  it  impossible  to  move  them  to  any  other  yards  t — A.  No ;  they  must  be  launched 
before  they  can  be  moved.  That  is  very  clear.  Another  consideration  is  this,  that  it  follows 
inevitably,  if  you  let  one  part  of  the  work  upon  a  ship  of  the  character  of  any  one  of  those 
be  done  by  one  party,  and  another  part  by  another  party,  the  responsibility  for  the  whole  is 
impaired  and  lost. 

Q.  It  would  be  divided  among  so  many  t — A.  The  responsibility  is  gone,  because  if  there 
be  anv  remissness  each  puts  it  on  the  other ;  and  the  experience  of  the  department  has  shown 
that  that  will  not  do.  That  was  the  governing  reason  on  my  part  in  the  course  which  I  pur- 
sued as  to  that.  Now,  I  have  said  that  the  way  to  have  a  navy  is  to  have  these  iron-clads 
finished.  Let  me  state  why.  It  must  be  remembered  that  this  country  of  ours  covers  a  con- 
tinent, and  that  neither  by  interest  nor  inclination  are  we  disposed  to  go  over  the  world  seek- 
B^  aggrandizeiinent  or  prestige  by  naval  conflicts.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  abroad  our  Navy 
is  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  our  rights  with  the  semi-barbarous  countries  of  the  world.   In 


176  TESTIMONY  TAKEN   BY   THE   COMMITTEE   ON 

the  civilized  countries  of  the  world  our  rights  are  pretty  well  taken  care  of  by  our  diplomatic 
and  consular  representatives.  We  could  not  do  much  if  we  did  attempt  to  maintain  them 
by  the  naval  power.  The  naval  force  in  the  Mediterranean  is  rather  a  school  of  practice 
than  anything  else.  What  we  want  a  navy  for,  then,  is  that  c  ur  cruisinff- vessels  shall  repre- 
sent us  in  Japan,  China,  the  islands  of  the  Pacific,  on  the  coast  of  South  America,  and  where- 
ever  we  come  in  contact  with  irresponsible  governments.  Then,  we  want  a  navy  as  a 
meatis  of  defense  of  our  harbors  at  home.  I  have  never  been  in  favor  of  great  sea-going 
iron-clads,  any  one  of  which,  to  be  respectable,  would  cost  to  build,  in  this  country,  five  or 
six  millions  of  dollars.  So  far  as  concerns  their  practical  usefulness,  they  go  abroad  only  as 
adding  to  the  dimity  and  circumstance  of  the  commanding  officer  of  the  fleet,  and  are  really 
no  great  power  in  themselves.  I  have  believed  in  our  iron-clads  for  the  protection  of  our 
harbors  on  our  own  coast.  The  great  armored  ships  of  England,  of  France,  and  of  Russia, 
the  really  great  ones,  are  comparatively  powerless  as  an  offensive  force  against  us.-  In  the 
first  place,  they  are  made  for  suort  distances,  for  the  contiguous  waters  and  the  deep  harbors 
of  Europe.  Tueir  draught  is  too  great  to  admit  of  their  coming  into  our  harbors.  There  is 
not  one  of  the  first-class  iron-clads  of  Europe  that  can  come  into  New  York  Harbor.  The 
Bellerophon,  not  of  the  first  class,  nor  by  any  means  one  of  the  heaviest  of  the  European 
iron-clads,  when  here,  two  years  ago.  could  not  come  anywhere  except  outside  of  Newport. 
She  might  possibly  g^t  into  Portland,  Me.,  but  she  could  not  come  anywhere  else.  When 
the  Monarch,  a  sea-going  iron-clad,  was  over  here,  seven  or  eight  years  ago,  she  could  not 
go  anywhere  but  to  Portland,  and  she  laid  two  miles  down  here  in  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  be- 
low Annapolis.  The  captain  of  the  Monarch  told  me  that  that  ship  cost  thirty-seven  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  in  gold  in  Europe.  As  compared  with  rates  here,  at  that  time,  the 
price  of  labor  and  cost  of  materials,  the  cost  of  that  vessel,  in  this  country,  would  have  been 
over  five  millions  of  dollars.  Now,  we  may  complete  these  double-turr^ted  iron-clads  for 
less  money  than  it  would  cost  to  build  one  such  iron-clad  vessel,  and,  when  finished,  they 
are  absolutely  powerful  against  any  force  that  can  be  brought  over  here  against  us.  The 
reasons  are,  first,  because  the  great  foreign  iron-clads  cannot  get  into  our  harbors  ;  second, 
because  they  cannot  carry  enough  coal  to  enable  them  to  do  more  than  cross  the  ocean. 
They  cannot  He  on  our  Jersey  coast;  and  any  one  of  these  double-lurreted  monitors, 
and  particularly  the  Puritan,  would,  in  my  opinion,  thrash  any  one  of  them.  Admiral 
Farragut  told  me,  when  the  Monarch  was  over  here,  that  the  Terror,  which  was  then 
accompanying  the  ship  about,  would  thrash  her  in  a  fight  in  thirty  minutes.  Therefore, 
in  what  1  say  now,  I  do  not  give  you  my  own  opinion  merely.  You  will  perceive  t&at 
the  Monarch,  in  order  to  be  a  sea*going  iron  clad,  nad  to  have  what  they  call  **  a  high  free- 
board *' ;  that  is,  a  big  side,  and,  in  a  fight  such  as  would  be  made  by  any  one  of  these  mon- 
itors of  ours,  she  would  be  struck  by  an  eleven-inch  shot  at  every  discharge  of  our  guns. 
On  the  other  hand,  our  monitors  are  only  a  foot  out  of  water ;  the  sea  breaks  over  them,  but 
they  can  steam  out  against  a  head  wind,  where  other  ships  would  have  to  lay  to,  and  they 
present  at  a  distance  so  little  of  the  side  that  to  strike  at  it  looks  almost  like  striking  at  the 
edge  of  a  knife.  They  are  of  light  draught,  are  suitable  for  our  harbors,  and  are  of  great 
power.  In  my  opinion,  if  we  had  them  finished,  we  would  have,  with  our  fifteen  double- 
turreted  iron-clads,  with  our  single-turreted  iron-clads,  and  our  torpedo  system,  a  Navy  upon 
our  coast  and  in  the  West  India  islands  which,  for  the  defensive  purposes  of  a  peaceful  gov- 
ernment, would  be  powerful  against  anything  that  could  be  sent  against  us  from  three  thou- 
sand miles  away.  Therefore,  1  say  that  this  was  an  endeavor  to  build  up  the  navy,  and  not 
to  let  it  waste  away  or  deteriorate  in  turning  around  in  the  navy-yards.    That  was  my  idea 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  have  stated,  as  to  the  amount  iippropriated  bv  the  department  for  eight  sloops  of 
war,  that  there  was  a  diversion  growing  out  of  a  vicissitude  of  the  service. — ^A.  I  stated 
that  in  1873,  owing  to  the  emergency  gp-owing  out  of  the  Virginius  excitement,  the  whole 
appropriation  available  for  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  including  that  for  the 
eignt  sloops  of  war,  was  spent. 

Q.  You  stated  it  very  fully.  I  only  call  your  attention  to  it  now  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
quiring as  to  one  fact  in  connection  with  it. — A.  I  do  not  like  to  call  it  *'a  diversion,  '*  that 
is  all,  though  it  was  a  diversion.  I  took  the  responsibility  and  reported  my  action  to 
Congress,  and  that  action  was  approved. 

Q.  Now,  vou  stated  there  was  a  reimbursement. — A.  I  stated  that  there  were  four  millions 
appropriated  to  the  Navv  Department — certain  portions  of  it  to  the  Bureau  of  Construction 
and  Repair — and  that  all  the  appropriations  after  that  had  been  general. 

Q.  1  nen  there  was  no  express  provision  in  any  appropriation  Dili  by  which  that  particular 
fund  was  reimbursed  f — A.  None  at  all.  But  I  was  very  anxious  that  those  eight  sloops 
should  be  finished,  and  that  they  should  not  be  mixed  up  anv  more  than  was  unavoidable 
with  the  current  appropriations.  So  that  when  I  recovered  from  Jay  Cooke  Sc  Co.  a  por- 
tion of  the  monev  they  owed  us  (some  of  that  money  had  gone  to  them  from  the  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair;  it  belonged  to  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair)  I  had  it 
turned  in  to  the  credit  of  the  eight  sloops.  I  think  it  was  $75,000,  that  being  the  amount 
contemplated  as  necessary  to  finish  them.  But  that  was  not  an  appropriation  by  Congress ; 
it  was  merely  an  endeavor  of  mine  to  reimburse  that  particular  fund. 
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Q.  That  is  the  fact  which  I  was  desirous  of  eliciting.  Yon  have  stated  also  that  there 
was  an  enlistment  of  1,500  men  additional? — ^A.  Yes, 

Q.  That  was  in  1873  f— A.  Yes. 

Q.  That  was  when  the  appropriation  was  made.  Was  there  anj  extra  appropriation  for 
the  payment  of  these  enlisted  men  f — A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  Then  that  had  to  come  out  of  the  appropriation  for  the  Navy  ?— 'A.  That  extra  enlist- 
ment was  authorised  bj  an  act  of  Congress  which  passed  the  House,  but  before  it  passed 
the  Senate  the  war  was  oyer  and  the  Senate  let  it  drop.    But  the  men  were  in. 

Q.  The  men  were  in  and  had  to  be  paid  t— A.  Yes.  And  I  must  say,  with  regard  to  that 
matter,  the  bill  passed  the  House  without  a  dissenting  yoice  from  either  political  party. 

Q.  You  stated  also  that  in  one  instance  there  was  an  appropriation  for  a  dry-aock  f — A. 
That  was  an  old  appropriation,  made  in  1870,  for  a  dry*dock,  which  remained  to  the  credit 
of  the  department,  abd  it  was  turned  oyer. 

Q.  Remained  up  to  what  year  f — A.  I  do  not  remember.  It  remained  to  the  credit  of  the 
department  I  think  it  was  I873~*74.  Congress  in  the  appropriation  bill,  or  in  an  appropri- 
ation bill,  I  do  net  know  which,  directed  that  the  money  be  put  to  the  credit  of  the  Bureau 
of  Construction  and  Repair,  fDr  the  purpose  of  completely  repairing  the  double- turreted  iron- 
clads. So  that  I  entered  upon  the  repair  of  these  double-turreted  iron-clads  with  tho  direct 
approyal  and  direction  of  Cfongress. 

Q.  You  mean  these  fiye,  yiz,  the  Terror,  Amphitrite,  Puritan,  Miantonomoh,  and  Monad- 
nock  f — A.  Yes.  I  think  the  language  was,  '*such  ones  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Nayy  may 
think  proper.'* 

Q.  Then  that  was  done  in  obedience  to  an  express  proyision  of  law  t— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Then  the  first  contracts  about  which  you  baye  spoken  for  the  repair  or  rebuilding  of 
these  fiye  iron-clads  were  made  under  that  proyision  or  law  7 — A.  Yes.  We  had  a  specific 
fund  to  pay  most  of  it :  it  did  not  pay  it  all.  Haying  this  specific  fund  there  we  did  not 
make  them  subject  to  these  appropriations,  but  when  that  fund  was  expended  and  we  did 
not  make  them  under  general  contract,  we  made  them  subject  to  these  appropriations. 

Q.  Thereafter  you  made  them  subject  to  appropriations  7 — A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  stated  that  while  you  had  nothing  to  do  with  prices  yon  took  precautions  to  insure 
that  they  should  not  be  too  nigh,  and  that  tnere  was  some  method  by  wnich  they  were  fixed. 
I  so  understood  you.  I  mean  that  you  stated  yon  did  this  as  a  matter  of  general  polioy, 
not  with  reference  to  any  particular  contract  T — ^A.  I  will  tell  you  bow  these  prices  were 
fixed. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  hear  your  explanation  as  to  that. — A.  They  were  fixed  by  getting  the 
estimates  of  all  the  firms  wiio  we  tnought  could  do  the  work  and  then  taking  the  lowest  of 
those  estimates,  and  then  the  bureau  estimating  upon  them  themselyes  and  then  saying, 
'*  Here,  we  will  not  giye  you  that,  we  will  giye  you  so  mu6h." 

Q.  And  the  firms  were  obliged  to  come  to  that  point  t~A.  They  were  obliged  to  come  to 
that  point. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  of  a  reduction  was  made  T — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  know  of  the  general  method  t — A.  I  do  know  by  haying  heard.  I  know  that  th^ 
second  contracts  were  reduced  fifty  and,  I  think,  seventy-fiye  thousand  dollars. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  Under  their  estimates  7 — A.  Under  the  estimates  of  some  of  them.  I  do  not  know 
whether  under  the  estimate  of  the  lowest  bidder  or  not,  but  under  the  estimates  of  some  of 
them.  The  bureau  said,  '*  Here,  we  will  giye  you  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars,** 
or  something  of  that  kind ;  and  they  came  down  to  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Please  state  your  yiews  with  reference  to  the  policy  of  haying  these  yessels  built  in- 
nayy-yard  instead  of  in  priyate  yards. — A,  Well,  there  is  no  room  for  question  about  tha 
We  cannot  build  them  in  the  nayy-yard.     We  baye  bo  facilities  in  any  one  of  our  nayy 
yards  for  building  an  iron  ship.    It  would  cost  more  to  get  ready  to  build  one  of  them  than 
it  would  cost  to  build  the  whole  of  them. 

Q.  Then  there  is  not  now  a  nayy-yard  in  the  country  where  they  could  completely  build 
one  of  those  yessels  T— A.  Not  one.  When  I  speak  in  this  way  I  do  not  speak  as  an  expert, 
as  you  know,  but  what  I  haye  stated  is  the  understanding  of  the  departaaent  and  always  has 
been. 

Q.  As  you  haye  had  special  opportunities  in  the  administration  of  the  Nayy  Department 
for  aci^vinng  information  on  the  point,  state  how  such  work  is  generally  done  in  other 
countnes. — A.  I  think  it  is  principally  by  priyate  contract. 

Q.  Haye  you  any  retoUection  of  any  oias  haying  been  put  in  for  these  3d  of  Blarch  con- 
tracts 7 — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  By  ^tiier  Mr.  Moorhead  or  the  firm  of  Neafie  &  Leyy  t— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Your  attention  was  ueyer  called  to  them  t— A.  No,  sir.  If  they  were  put  in,  it  was 
after  I  went  out^ 

Q.  No  ;  they  were  put  in,  according  to  the  testimony,  before  the  date  at  which  you  retired 
from  the  department. — A.  I  do  not  belieye  that  Moorhead  or  Neafie  &,  Leyy,  or  anybody* 
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'else,  woald  have  undertaken  those  contracts.  Plenty  of  people  would  have  bid  for  them  if 
thev  were  going  to  be  paid  for  them  ;  but  you  have  noticed  that  these  last  contracts  were 
made  subject  to  appropriationS|  and  the  people  who  invested  their  money  in  them  would 
have  to  wait  for  their  pay. 

By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q,  The  contracts  themselves,  I  presume,  would  release  the  government  from  any  oblifra- 
tion  until  Congress  made  the  appropriation  f — A.  I  have  heard — I  do  not  know  whether  it 
is  true  or  not;  you  have  the  means  of  finding  out  ms  to  that — I  have  heard  that  since  the 
present  Administration  came  in;  these  prices  and  thib  work  have  been  investigated,  and  the 
prices  found  to  be  low  and  the  work  good.  Indeed,  I  believe  that  some  of  the  work  was 
put  up  at  public  advertisement  and  that  the  bids  were  all  higher  than  the  prices  at  which 
the  work  bad  been  contracted  for  to  be  done. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  have  understood  that  to  be  the  fact. — A.  I  cannot  speak  positively  about  that.  I 
have  heard  that. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  vou  supplied  iron  to  these  contractors  to  put  into  thesd  vessels. 
I  do  not  mean  as  to  where  there  was  an  exchange,  but  I  mean  as  to  where  you  simply  sup- 
plied the  iron  to  be  used  in  the  particular  work.  What  were  your  reasons  for  bo  doing  ?~ 
A.  I  believe  that  was  the  idea  about  it.  My  reason  for  doing  it  was  because  I  wanted  to 
utilize  the  old  material.  I  wanted,  wherever  I  had  any  old  iron,  instead  of  using  it  as  old 
iron,  to  put  it  in  to  be  rerolled  for  these  ships,  because  I  was  looking  out  a  litUe  for  the 
Navy.     We  would  lose  our  material  and  not  get  any  appropriation  for  it. 

Q.  What  was  your  idea  of  this  work — that  it  was  work  such  as  is  known  as  **  repair  "  or 
**  rebuilding  "  f — A.  We  would  ^et  it  upon  the  understanding  that  it  was  repair.  We  took 
out  the  wooden  work  and  put  in  iron.  We  built  them  up — built  them  stronger.  With  re- 
gard  to  the  Puritan,  I  may  say  that  that  vessel  had  some  little  change  in  her  model,  I  think, 
because  her  displacement  was  not  sufficient  under  the  old  system.    The  others  bad  not. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  about  the  purchase  of  the  Burlington  from  Wood,  Dia- 
logue &,  Co.  f — ^A.  I  cannot  remember  much  about  it.  I  remember  m  a  general  way  that 
when  we  were  moving  the  Philadelphia  yard  down  to  League  Island,  or  when  we  had  the 
two  stations  there,  in  some  way  or  other,  the  admiral  in  command  (Admiral  Preble)  re- 
ported that  we  must  have  a  boat :  that  we  had  nothing  but  tug-boats,  and  the  men  were 
oanging  on  to  the  outside  of  those,  and  there  would  be  some  accident  unless  we  got  a  boat 
to  take  them  down  ;  and  on  his  recommendation  the  Burlington  was  bought.  I  think  she 
was  hired  at  first,  and  then  they  loaded  her  so,  hammered  her  so,  and  used  her  so  hard, 
that  the  parties  from  whom  she  was  hired  objected,  and  then  we  bought  her. 

Q.  At  what  price  f — ^A.  I  do  not  remember  now,  but  it  was  a  less  price,  I  guess,  than  that 
a  which  she  was  estimated  to  be  worth— thirty  or  forty  thousand  dollars,  probably. 

Q.  There  were  two  sums  mentioned  in  that  connection — twenty-seven  thousand  and 
thirty  or  forty  thousand  dollars.  I  do  not  remember  which  was  stated  as  the  amount 
p%id.— A.  She  was  put  down  to  Wood,  Dialogue  Sl  Co.,  I  think.  Wood  &.  Dialogue  had 
D  ughty  some  years  previous,  under  certain  condit'ons,  a  floating  dock  that  we  had  down  at 
League  Island — an  old  dock — and  they  had  bought  it  at  a  verv  low  prioe,  as  we  considered — 
thirty  or  forty  thousand  doUars.  The  conditions  of  that  sale  were  that  they  should  pay  a 
certain  proportion  and  secure  the  rest — I  forget  what  was  the  amount ;  and  they  did  a  certain 
proportion  of  work,  and  still  owe  to  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  or,  technically 
speaking,  to  the  department,  a  balance  of  about  ten  thonsand  dollars.  They  were  doing 
work  for  the  department,  and  the  indebtedness  was  secured  in  that  way.  I  think  their 
note  was  taken  tor  |10,000 ;  I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  Why  was  that? — A.  And  it  was  understood  that  that  was  to  be  credited  against  the 
work  that  thev  had.  I  cannot  now  be  accurate  about  it,  but  I  rather  think  that  that  ten 
thousand  dollars  made  a  part  of  the  price  of  the  Burlington.  That  would  make  it,  if  it 
was  twenty-seven  thousand  dollars,  nearly  forty  thonsand  dollars.  I  am  not  sure,  though. 
As  I  have  said,  I  have  not  now  access  to  the  papers  and  figures  as  I  used  to  have,  or  I 
could  answer  with  more  accuracy. 

Q.  Then  there  was  a  certain  amount  of  cash  paid  for  the  steamer  Bnrlineton,  was  there 
not  f  Do  you  know  out  of  what  bureau  that  was  paid  ? — A.  Out  of  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
struction and  Repairs,  because  she  was  a  boat  that  went  into  the  Navy  and  belonged  to  tlie 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

Q.  Do  you  know  under  whose  special  direction  or  by  what  bureau  officer  the  vessels  are 
purchased  ? — A.  It  must  have  been  Mr.  Hanscom. 

<j.  It  was  not  by  order  of  the  Secretary  t — A.  Well,  it  may  have  been  by  my  order.  I  do 
not  want  to  put  a  responsibility  anywhere  that  belongs  to  mvself.  I  cannot  say,  thouffh  I 
think  it  is  ver^  likely  it  was  by  my  order  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  admiral.  I  think 
she  was  examined  by  a  board  add  by  the  chief  of  the  bureau  or  some  experts  and  pronounced 
to  be  worth  a  certain  sum,  more  than  was  asked  for  her  ;  and  very  likely  I  directed  him  to 
buy  her,  and  directed  him  also  to  deduct  from  the  price  what  these  people  owed  the  depart- 
ment. 
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Q.  iDcluding  their  note  T — A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  reference  to  the  Leaji^ae  Island  yard,  there  was  an  appropriation  made  available,  I 
'believe,  for  repairing  that  yard  for  the  purposes  of  a  navy-yard  out  of  the  sum  realized  from 
the  sale  of  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard  7 — A.  Yes. 

Q.  State  how  you  controlled  the  expenditure  of  that  appropriation. — A.  That  was  an  ap- 
proi>riation  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  I  believe.  I  Know  it  was.  I  g^ave  a  certain 
portion  of  it  to  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  for  the  buildin^i^  of  houses  for  officers  and 
for  things  of  that  kind.  I  think  that  the  provision  of  the  law  was  that  this  money  was  to 
be  appropriated  to  pay  the  expense  of  moving  down  there  and  of  repairing  the  place  for  the 
purpose  of  transacting  the  business  of  a  navy-yard.  I  apportioned  a  certain  proportion  of 
It  to  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  and  I  apportioned  a  certain  proportion  of  it  to 
the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  according  to  what  they  said  were  their  expenses  in  mov- 
ing down  there  and  getting  ready.  My  idea  of  that  matter  is  that  there  was  some  difference 
of  opinion  between  the  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  and  myself  upon  the  sub- 
ject. He  seemed  to  think  that  the  whole  work  of  getting  the  place  ready  and  of  preparing  it 
for  the  purposes  of  a  navy*yard  was  merely  that  kind  of  work  which  was  ordinanly  done  oy 
yards  and  docks ;  but  the  purposes  of  a  navy-yard,  as  I  interpreted  them,  included  that  of 
the  building  of  ships,  and  I  thought  I  could  not  better  accomplish  the  end  to  be  attained 
than  by  assisting  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  in  getting  ready  to  do  the  work, 
and  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  in  getting  ready  to  do  tne  work. 

Q.  That  money  was  subject  to  your  control  Just  as  absolutely  as  would  have  been  a  pav 
appropriation  f — A.  O,  yes.  WeU,  a  pay  appropriation  was  not  subject  to  my  control. 
There  is  just  the  difference.  But  it  was  just  as  it  it  bad  been  a  contingent  fund  to  be  ex- 
pended within  certain  limits.  I  must  appropriate  it  for  the  purpose  of  moving  the  Philadel- 
phia navy-yard  down  there  and  erecting  tne  necessary  buildings,  wharves,  and  improve- 
ments, and  for  preparing  the  same.  I  think  that  this  was  the  exact  language  of  that  provis- 
ion of  law,  "for  transacting  the  business  of  a  navy-yard.**  Within  such  limits  as  might 
thus  be  indicated,  it  was  entirelv  in  my  control. 

Q.  I  will  put  my  inquiry  in  this  way.  Before  any  part  of  that  money  was  available  for 
expenditure  oy  any  bureau,  it  had  to  go  into  that  bureau  by  virtue  of  a  warrant  drawn *by 
you  ? — A.  By  a  warrant  on  the  Treasury. 

Q.  That  is  the  fact  t— A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Whether  it  went  to  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  or  to  Yards  and  Docks  depended 
altogether  on  what  you  did  7 — A.  It  was  subject  to  mv  order ;  and  when  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
atruction  and  Repair  sent  their  bill,  I  directed  so  much  to  be  given  to  it ;  when  the  Bureau^ 
of  Steam-Engineering  sent  tiieir  bill,  I  directed  so  much  to  be  g^ven  to  it ;  and  about  bar 
of  it  Ifipave  to  Yards  and  Docks. 

Q.  The  contract  for  the  completion  of  the  Miactonomoh,  as  I  understand  you,  did  not 
belong  to  that  series  of  contracts  made  on  the  3d  of  March  t — ^A.  Do  yon  mean  the  Mian- 
tonomoh  or  the  Monadnock  f 

Q.  The  Miantonomoh,  one  of  the  two  which  Mr.  Roach  had.  Yon  made  a  contract  with 
liim  in  February  f — A.  I  do  not  remember  the  particulars. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  that  as  an  act  which  you  did,  and  that  the  contract  was  not  in- 
cluded with  the  others? — A.  It  was  not  included T    I  thought  it  was. 

Q.  Did  von  not  make  a  contract  with  Roach  a  month  or  two  earlier  7 — ^A.  The  point  is 
this.  As  I  have  already  stated,  I  repeat  that  I  stopped  all  the  work ;  that  then  I  appointed 
a  board  to  see  which  one  shonld  go  on ;  that  that  board  reported  to  me  that  the  Biuantono- 
moh  was  the  nearest  done,  ^c,  and  so  I  ordered  the  work  to  go  on. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  ascertain.— A.  That  work  was  ordered  to  go  on,  and  per- 
haps his  contract  was  not  made  until  some  time  afterward,  or  whenever  it  was  convenient 
to  make  the  contract. 

Q.  It  was  because  that  vessel  had  already  been  launched  7 — A.  Because  his  work  had  been 
so  tar  advanced. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Murtagh  ever  have  any  conversation  with  you  relative  to  the  contracts  that 
were  g^ven  out  to  the  South  Boston  Iron  Company  7— A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  recollect  his  ever 
having  any  conversation.  He  used  to  come  toere  with  Mr.  Hunt.  Well,  Murtagh  used  to 
be  always  around  *  there,  and  he  was  often  there  with  Mr.  Hunt ;  well,  more  than  once. 
When  I  say  **  often,"  I  cannot  say  how  often. 

Q.  But  you  have  no  recollection  of  any  conversation  t— A.  No.  Mr.  Hunt  was  a  busi- 
ness man  who  did  his  own  business,  as  far  as  I  was  concerned. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  about  the  contract  made  with  Ingersoll  for  the  purchase  of  life- 
boats t — A.  No.    I  do  not  know  who  Mr.  Ingersoll  is. 

Q.  Some  question  has  arisen  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  open  purchase.  Please  explain 
whether  you  had  anything  to  do  with  that — A.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  open  purchase. 

Q.  Or  whether  you  are  responsible  in  any  way  in  that  connection. — A.  I  have  nothing  to 
do  with  the  matter  of  purchase. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  the  chiefs  of  the  bureaus  did  that  on  their  own  responsibility  t — 
A.  I  have  stated,  and  you  will  find  the  testimony  of  bureau  officers  to  that  effect,  that  I 
never  interfered  with  a  purchase  in  my  life,  or  suggested  to  anvbody  or  directed  anything  of 
4he  kind.  I  have  been  accused  of  bartering  in  contracts.  I  do  not  know  how  a  man  can 
<betler  prove  a  negative  than  by  that  fact. 
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By  Mr.  Page  : 

Q.  I  understood  yon  to  corroborate  what  was  stated  by  Mr.  Hunt  in  relation  to  the  con- 
versatiou  that  took  place  when  he  and  the  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Cameron,  called  upon  joa, 
which  was  sabetantiallj  that  the  firm  represented  bv  Mr.  Hunt  had  frequently  askea  jou  for 
work,  that  they  had  a  large  institution,  that  it  had  been  of  great  service  to  the  government ^ 
and  that  it  might  be  to  the  interest  of  the  government  to  keep  it  up  when  the  government 
could  give  it  work ;  and  you  told  them,  from  time  to  time,  you  would  give  them  work  .when 
you  could  do  so  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  whether,  as  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  you  deemed  it  right  to  make  a  contract  for 
the  erection  of  a  new  vessel  without  advertisement. — A.  I  would  not  do  it  mvself,  though  it 
had  been  done  previously.    For  instance,  the  contracts  for  the  six  sloops  of  the  Portsmouth 
class  (they  were  sailing -sloops)  were  maae  in  the  Astor  House  hotel. 

Q.  How  loxi^  ago  was  that  f— A.  Oh,  it  was  a  long  time  ago.  I  think  it  was  in  the  ad- 
ministration or  Mr.  Dobbin.    I  am  not  sure  whether  it  was  Mr.  Dobbin's  or  Mr.  Graham's. 

Q.  With  regard  to  repairs  exceeding  in  value  three  thousand  dollars,  do  you  think  it  has 
been  a  regulation  applying  to  the  navy-yards  that  in  all  such  cases  a  board  of  survey  shall 
be  held  before  the  repairs  are  made  f — A.  With  regard  to  repairs,  it  has  been  the  custom  of 
the  service,  whenever  a  ship  came  home  from  a  cruise,  to  have  her  surveyed.  The  sum  ne* 
cessary  to  repair  her  is  reported  to  the  department,  and  that  report  goes  on  file.  They  had 
always  complied  with  the  requirement  of  law  in  that  respect,  and  were  always  ready  to  or- 
der repairs  when  they  were  wanted. 

Adjourned. 
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Exhibit  C. 

Omiract  order  for  hoilei'sfor  United  States  iron-clad  Terror — IVUliam  Cramp  Jf  Son — Januarjf 

14, 1875. 

Philadelfhia,  January  16,  1875. 

Sir  :  We  have  received  yoar  commanicatioD,  and  the  following  is  the  reply  to  your 
several  inqniries : 

We  will  famish  for  the  monitor  Terror  new  motive-power,  according  to  the  plans 
and  specifications  yon  have  submitted  to  as  for  examination,  erect  them  complete  in 
the  vessel,  and  test  them  by  the  regalation-trial  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  bareaa,  for 
the  sam  of  three  hnndred  and  fortv  thoosand  ($340,000)  dollars,  and  the  old  machinery. 
We  estimate  the  power  of  the  machinery  to  be  aboot  1,900  horses,  sufficiently  large,  no 
donbt,  to  drive  the  hnll  12  knots  per  hoar  under  ordinary  conditions. 

We  will  also  agree  to  furnish  six  boilers  and  the  auxiliary  boiler  (without  the  ma- 
chinery), according  to  the  drawings  and  specifications,  including  all  pipes,  both  steam 
and  water,  together  with  all  the  grate  and  bearer  bars,  &c.,  ready  for  steam,  for  the 
sum  of  one  hundred  and  ten  thousand  ($110,000)  dollars. 

The  cost  of  repairing  the  old  machinery  belonging  to  this  vessel,  put  in  complete 
order,  and  erected  on  the  new  hull,  ready  for  trial,  wiU  be  about  sixty-five  thousand 
($65,000)  dollars,  and  the  speed,  with  the  machinery  on  board,  with  steam  from  the 
new  boiler,  will  be  about  7  knots  per  hour. 

The  difference  in  cost  between  using  the  old  machinery  with  the  new  boilers  and 
entire  new  machinerv  and  boilers  will  be,  according  to  the  above,  one  hundred  and 
sixty-five  thousand  ($165,000)  dollars. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  CRAMP  SONS. 

W.  W.  W.  Wood, 

Chief  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineeting, 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineerino, 

Washington,  April  14,  1875. 

Sir  :  Replying  to  your  letter  of  January  16  and  March  24,  making  proposition  rela- 
tive to  the  power  of  the  Terror,  by  direction  of  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  that 
part  relating  to  boilers,  as  follows:  *' We  will  agree  to  furnish  and  erect,  complete,  on 
board  the  United  States  steamer  iron-clad  Terror,  all  the  boilers,  six  in  number,  ac- 
cording to  the  drawings  and  specifications  furnished  us,  including  superheaters,  uptakes, 
smoke-stacks,  and  connections,  grate  and  bearer  bars,^'  &c.,  &c. ;  **  also,  the  auxiliary 
boiler  and  appurtenances,  the  wnole  complete  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  bureau,  for  the 
sum  of  one  hnndred  and  ten  tho«sand  dollars  ($110,000),  the  old  boilers  now  on  board 
to  belong  to  us,''  is  hereby  accepted,  provided  the  material  used  be  of  the  very  best 
quality  and  the  workmanship  first  class. 
Kespectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Cramp  &  Son, 

Philadelphia y  Pa. 


Exhibit  D. 

Contr€ict  order  for  machineryj  boilers^  4*c.,  for  United  Slates  iron-clad  Miantonomoh — John 

Boach—Apnl  2,  1875. 

Chester,  Pa.,  January  16, 1875. 

Dear  Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  15th  inst.,  requesting  an  estimate  for  the  application 
of  entirely  new  machinery  to  the  United  States  monitor  Miantonomoh;  also,  a  sep- 
arate estimate  for  the  application  of  new  boilers  and  the  old  engines  (after  being 
thoroughly  overhauled  and  repaired)  re-erected  on  board  the  vessel,  is  received. 

In  reply,  I  will  agree  to  construct  and  erect  on  board  of  said  vessel  ■  entirely  new 
machinery,  built  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications  furnished,  and  make 
a  satisfactory  trial-trip  for  twenty-four  consecutive  hours,  for  the  sum  of  three  hnndred 
and  forty  thousand  dollars  ($340,000)  and  the  old  machinery  inclusive ;  or,  I  will  agree 
to  furnish  and  erect  complete  on  board  of  said  vessel  new  iron  boilers  (six  in  nnmber) 
and  one  auxiliary.boiler  of  proper  size,  together  with  all  the  appnrtenances.  as  per  spec- 
ifications and  drawings,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  for 
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the  sam  of  one  handled  and  ten  thousand  dollars  (|110,000)and  the  old  hollers  and 
ssemhling  parts  inclosiTe. 

And  I  wul  also  agree  to  repair  the  old  machinery  complete  in  every  respect,  and  erect 
them  on  hoard  the  vessel,  and  make  a  satisfactory  trial-trip  for  twenty-fonr  consecn- 
tive  honrs  for  the  snm  of  sixty-five  thousand  dollars  ($65,000)  and  the  old  machinery 
and  connections  inclusive. 

SUMMING  OF  THE  PROPOSITIONS. 

With  new  machinery  complete,  making  a  satisfactory  trial-trip  for  twenty- 
fonr  consecutive  honrs $340,000 

With  new  hollers  and  the  old  machinery  put  in  complete  running  order,  and 
making  a  satisfactory  trial-trip  for  twenty-four  consecutive  hours 175, 000 

Difference  of  cost  of  entirely  new  machinery 165,000 

In  reference  to  the  prohahle  speed  of  the  vessel  with  new  boilers  and  the  old  ma- 
chinery repaired  and  re- erected  on  board,  we  would  respectfully  say  that,  in  our  opinion, 
about  seven  knots  per  hour  would  be  the  maximum  performance. 

With  entirely  new  machinery,  as  called  for  in  the  plans  and  specifications  (and  after 
a  careful  examination  I  could  not  suggest  any  changes  of  importance),  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  the  engines  would  develop  about  two  thousand  two  hundred  horses' 
power;  and  with  the  hull  finished  as  contemplated  the  vessel  would  maintain  a  speed 
of  twelve  knots  per  hour  for  twenty-four  or  more  consecutive  hours. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  ROACH. 
W.  W.  W.  Wood, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering^  Navy  Deparimenty  Washington,  D.  C, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam  Enqinbering, 

Washington,  April  2, 1875. 

Sir  :  Replying  to  your  letter  of  January  \%,  the  bureau  accepts  that  part  of  your 
proposition  which  relates  to  the  construction,  dec,  of  new  machinery,  dec,  for  the  Mi- 
antonomoh,  provided  you  agree  to  do  the  work  for  the  sum  of  $340,000,  exclusive  of 
the  old  material,  and  that  you  will  also  receive  said  old  material  at  good  and  fair  mar- 
ket prices  in  part  payment  of  the  above-named  sum.  All  the  work  to  be  done  in  the 
very  beet  manner,  with  the  best  material,  and  according  to  plans  and  specifications  in 
this  bureau,  to  include  the  necessary  trial-trip  of  twenty-four  hours  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  bureau. 

You  will  at  once  inform  the  bureau,  if  you  accept  the  above-named  conditions  and 
terms,  at  what  price  yon  will  receive  the  old  material  in  part  payment,  such  as 
wrought-scrap,  shafting,  composition,  &c. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 

John  Roach,  Neic  York, 


Exhibit  £. 

Contract  order  for  the  erection  of  machinery  on  hoard  the  United  States  Steamer  Quinnehaug — 
Neafie  4"  L^y — April  5,  1875. — Report  of  hoard  on  claims  for  extras,  August  26, 1876. 

Philadelphia,  April  5, 1875. 

Dear  Sir  :  We  have  examined  the  machinery  to  be  placed  in  the  United  States  steam- 
sloop  Quinnehaug,  and  beg  herewith  to  give  you  our  price  for  placing  in  the  ship  and 
oonnec*;ed,  all  made  and  tried  with  steam  on,  for  the  snm  of  thirty  thousand  dollars 
($30,000).  Our  estimate  does  not  include  any  of  the  material.  As  we  understand,  it  is 
all  in  the  navy-yard  at  Philadelphia,  ready  to  be  placed  aboard  the  ship  in  working 
order.  We  also  expect  all  the  facilities  of  the  yard  to  enable  us  to  complete  the  work 
promptly,  such  as  blocks,  falls,  shears,  rigging,  smith -fires,  machine-shop  tools,  d&c,  &c. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 
W.  W.  W.  Wood, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Engineering,  Washington,  D,  C, 
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NaVT  DRPARTMSNTy  BURBAU  OF  SxSAM-EMGINKBBmG, 

WaMngUm^  AprU  5, 187& 

Sir  :  Replying  to  yoor  letter  of  ^is  date,  offieriag  to  place  the  enginee,  boilenL  Ac., 
inoladiog  all  the  maohinery  of  the  Qainnebaug,  on  boavd  said  ▼eieel,  at  the  Philadel- 
phia navy-yard,  make  all  the  necessary  attaohmento,  oonneotionBy  d>o.,  complete  Ibr 
sea-service,  inclndinff  steam-trial,  for  the  sum  of  thirty-thoosaod  dollars  (190,000),  is 
hereby  accepted,  by  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  boreaa  to 
furnish  all  the  materials  and  the  necessary  facilities  for  hoisting  or  handling  the  heavy 
parts,  and  the  use  of  smith's  fires  for  dressing  tools,  ^bc.,  but  will  not  furnish  any  other 
tools  rec^nired  in  this  worli:.  The  worlc  te  be  proceeded  with  to  completion  as  rapidly 
as  practicable,  and  all  done  under  the  superintendence  and  to  tiie  satisfaction  of  the 
inspecting  engineer-officer. 
BespecuuUy, 

WM.  W.  WOOD, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Nrafib  ds  Levy,  Philadelpkia,  Pa, 


Washington,  D.  C,  August  26, 1876. 

Sir  :  In  obedience  t'O  your  order  of  the  I8th  instant,  to  examine  the  bills  for  work 
done  extra  to  the  contract  for  the  eight  sloops  and  the  Quinnebaug,  and  to  determine 
which  of  the  charges  are  proper  ones,  and  to  attach  to  each  the  price  which  in  our 
opinion  should  be  paid  for  it,  and  to  state  the  reasons  for  rejecting  such  items  as  we 
disallow,  we  have  carefully  examined  the  bills  of  Murphy  &  Co.,  for  extras  to  the 
machinery  of  the  Huron  (now  ALlliance) ;  the  Atlantic  Works,  for  extras  on  the  ma- 
chioery  of  the  Adams  and  Essex ;  Blodgett  &  Clapp,  assignees  of  the  Woodruff  Iron 
Works,  for  extras  on  the  machinery  of  the  Enterprise ;  and  Neafie  &  Levy,  for  extras 
on  the  machinery  of  the  Quinnebaug;  and  respectfully  present  appended  hereto  our 
findings  in  the  several  cases,  the  papers  in  each  case  being  marked  as  follows : 

Mnrphjjr  &Co A 

Atlantic  Works  (Adams) B 

Atlantic  Works  (Essex) C 

Blodgett  d^  Clapp D 

Neafie  dt  Levy E 

John  Roach  and  the  Harlan  &  HoUingswort^  Co F 

We  are,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

H.  NEWELL, 

Chief  Engineer,  U.  S.  X, 
EDWIN  FITHIAN, 

Chi^  Engineer,  U,  8.  N. 
CHA8.  H.  LOBING, 
Chirf  Engineer,  U,  8.  N. 
Engineer-in-Chief  W.  W.  W.  Wood,  U.  S.  N., 

Chief  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  Washington,  D.  C. 


QUINNEBAUG. 

In  reference  to  the  bill  of  Neafie  &  Levy,  for  extras  to  their  contract  for  erecting 
the  machinery  of  the  Qainnebaug,  we  have  based  our  findings  upon  the  evidence  con- 
tained in  the  records  of  the  bureau  as  to  the  condition  and  terms  of  the  contract| 
which  were,  under  date  of  April  5, 1875,  in  a  letter  accepting  the  ofier  of  Neafie  &  Levy, 
**  to  place  the  engines,  boilers,  including  all  the  machinery  of  the  Qainnebaug,  on 
board  said  vessel,  make  all  the  necessary  attachments,  connections  complete  of  sea 
service,  including  sea  trial,''  the  bureau  to  furnish  all  the  material,  &c. ;  and  the  bu- 
reau's letter  to  Messrs.  Neafie  &  Levy,  under  date  of  April  10, 1875,  stating  that  the 
contractors  were  to  take  all  the  parts  as  they  were,  except  uptake  and  smoke-pipe,  at 
the  time  of  making  the  contract,  complete,  erect  and  test  the  same,  &4).,  the  bureau 
furnishing  the  material  for  the  work.  Our  definition  of  the  word  materif^  is  "  mattar 
in  a  merchantable  shape,"  i.  s.,  in  the  condition  it  is  sold  in  shops  ordinarily. 

From  the  wording  of  the  letters  above  quoted,  it  would  appear  that  no  labor  expended 
upon  this  oontraet  could  be  properly  eharged,  except  that  upon  changes  and  idtera- 
tions  properly  anthorized.  It  is  but  Jost  to  the  eontcaotors  to  say  tnat  they  state 
their  verbal  understanding  to  have  been  that  every  part  of  Uie  engine  was  completed 
ready  to  be  connected.  We  are  at  loss  to  understand,  as  engineers,  how  such  a  eondi- 
tion  of  machinery,  being  in  the  shop,  was  possible ;  but  the  contractors  assert  that, 
nevertheless,  such  was  the  plain  English  of  their  understanding,  bat,  as  before  stated, 
this  board  does  not  presume  to  go  beyond  the  evidenoe  of  the  records  of  the  bureau. 
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The  prices  we  have  used  in  making  np  oar  findings  are  as  follows : 

Mechanics. 35  cents  per  hoar. 

Forge 80  cents  per  hoar. 

Composition  castings 50  cents  per  pound 

Iron  castincrs 5  to  6  cents  per  poand* 

Coppersmiths' work 30  cents  per  ponnd* 

Brass  tubing 35  cents  per  poupd* 


The  following  items  of  charges  are  allowed : 

5.  For  material  for  yenLilators $576  68 

6.  Furnishing  uptakes,  smoke-pipe.  Jacket,  cape,  set-screws,  gearing,  d&c.^ 

materii^and  labor 6,920  51 

7.  Material  used  in  erecting  and  connecting  traps  and  hot- well,  and  braces 

to  steam-drum 151  22 

8.  2,989  pounds  com  position  castings  at  50  cents,  being  prices  agree  dupon.  1,494  50 

9.  Material  on  water  gauges  and  pipes «. 55  70 

10.  Material  used  in  fitting  pump-pistons 16  80 

11.  Removing  chest-covers  and  altering  valve-stem  sockets,  an  altera- 

tion   225  91 

12.  Material  used  for  pipes  for  cooling  Journals 130  81 

14.  Change  to  pass-over  valve 354  52 

15.  Lengthening  reverse-rod,  a  change 24  35 

16.  Connecting  donkey-pumps,  material • 537  60 

17.  Furnishiog  and  repairing  oil- cups 122  51 

18.  Material  for  steam-Jet 70  00 

19.  Altering  Valve-stem 15  35 

20.  Repairs  on  salinometers  and  material 122  26 

21.  Material  used  in  connecting  distiller 23  47 

22.  Labor  and  spare  steam-pipe,  material  in  iron 52  80 

And  brass  steam-pipe 191  81 

23.  Surface  blow-pipe  material 161  00 

24.  Lengthening  injection-gear 25  30 

25.  Material  o»ed  on  whistle  and  gong 43  59 

Repairing  same 25  00 

26.  Material  on  stanchions 10  88 

27.  Hand-rail  material 76  26 

28.  Material  used  on  counter-gear 5  42 

29.  Rings  for  ends  of  line-shaft - 150  29 

30.  Cutting  ofif  and  resetting  boiler-tubes 313  05 

31.  Material  for  connecting  stream  and  vacuum  gauges 78  20 

32.  Copper  wire  for  making  joints  in  steam-pipes,  &  pounds,  at  45  cents..  5  40 
3'S.  Material  used  in  construction  of  ladders 41  04 

34.  Alteration  to  safety-feed 31  85 

35.  Alterinig  relief  valves 82  00 

36.  Fastenings  for  sea-cocks 14  35 

37.  Material  for  fastening  strainers ^ 10  70 

38.  Material  for  feed  and  blow-pipes,  check- valves,  and  fittings  for  connec- 

tions, Muntz  metal  bolts,  wood-screws,  &c 570  65 

39.  Material  for  pipe-hangers 18  60 

40.  Cock-handles,  6  pounds,  at  6  cents 36 

41.  Deflecting-plates 186  30 

43.  Floor-plates 966  25 

44.  Repairing  damages  to  hull.. .>. 182  29 

45.  Altering  pop  safety-valves  L 260  83 

47.  Cast-iron  flanges 9  24 

48.  Material  for  cylinder-jacket 82  95 

49.  Sundries 760  04 

Amount  allowed 15,218  64 

We  disallow  the  following  items  of  charges  for  reasons  placed  against 
each  respectively: 

1.  Cutting  off  shaft  (screw) $199  15 

Re(fuired  by  terms  of  contract. 

2.  Rebonn^  pedestal  boxes 76  00 

Required  by  terms  of  agreement. 

3.  Work  on  foundation-bolts 218  50 

Required  bv  terms  of  agreement. 

4.  Altering  bolt-holes  in  thrust  base-plate 37  10 
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Being  necessary  from  its  coDdltion  at  time  of  making  agreement. 

5.  Labor  on  yentilators f  1,749  60 

5.  Bednction  on  labor  on  hoods 480  00 

Being  incomplete  at  time  of  agreement. 

7.  Labor  connecting  drain-pipes  to  water-traps  and  hot- well,  on  braces 

to  steam-drnms 464  20 

5.  Redaction  in  charge  for  295  pounds  brass  castings,  at  20  cents 59  00 

Labor  on  other  material  in  this  charge  (7) 15  85 

Same  reason  as  other  charges. 

8.  277  composition  flanches,  2,9%  poands,  at  20  cents  per  pound 597  80 

Fifty  cents  being  price  agreed  upon  for  composition  castings. 

9.  Labor  on  water-gaages 102  90 

9.  Labor  on  material 3  10 

Bein^  required  by  terms  of  contract. 

10.  Labor  htting  lignnm-vitce  to  the  pumps 108  95 

12.  Labor  on  fitting  pipes  for  cooling  journals 126  05 

Deduct  5  cents  per  pound  on  6  pounds  brass  castings 30 

40  cents  per  pound  on  15  pounds  brass  tubings 6  00 

As  required  to  make  price  fair. 

13.  Fitting  clutch  and  friction  gear 450  00 

Being  labor  required  by  terms  of  agreement. 

16.  Labor  connecting  donkey-pumps 108  05 

Being  required  by  terms  of  agreement. 

17.  Labor  on  oil-caps  (one* half  charge) 44  00 

The  other  charge  was  proper,  being  repairing  and  changing. 

20.  Labor  on  10  salinometer  pots 126  95 

Being  for  fitting  up  and  connecting,  is  not  a  legitimate  charge. 

21.  Putting  and  connecting  distiller,  labor 25  30 

Same  being  necessary  according  to  terms  of  agreement. 

22.  Labor  on  braces  steam-pipe 174  85 

Reduction  on  pound  prices  of  372  pounds  brass  castings,  to  conform  to 

a^eenient,  5  cents  per  pound 18  60 

23.  Surface  blow-pipe : 

12  pounds  brass  castings,  deduct  5  cents  per  pound 60 

130  pounds  brass  pipe,  40  cents  i>er  pound •  52  00 

To  make  prices  correct. 

25.  Connecting  whistle  and  gong 68  10 

Being  work  they  undertook  as  per  agreement. 

26.  Labor  on  stanchions 40  60 

Being  according  to  terms  of  agreement. 

27.  Labor  on  hand-rail 138  15 

5  cents  per  pound  on  74  pounds  brass  castings 3  70 

40  cents  per  pound  on  98  pounds  brass  tubing 39  20 

Being  required  by  terms  of  agreement  and  our  determination  of  prices. 

28.  Labor  on  counter-gear 46  45 

Being  required  by  terms  of  agreement. 

32.  Reduction  in  price  of  copper  wire,  12  pounds,  at  25  cents 3  00 

33.  Labor  on  ladder 74  45 

Being  required  by  terms  of  agreement. 

38.  Labor  on  blow-ofi^,  feed  pipes,  and  fittings 531  20 

Reduction  on  627  pounds  brass  castings 31  35 

Reduction  of  40  cents  per  pound  on  183  pounds  seam  less  brass  tubing...  73  20 

39.  Labor  on  pipe-hangers 31  00 

This  work  it  was  their  duty  to  furnish. 

40.  Cock-handles,  labor 33  84 

No  labor  value  due  them. 

42.  Wrenches 62  50 

Those  for  permanent  use  are  not  yet  made. 

43.  Labor  of  floor-plates 411  20 

Labor   on   268  pounds  forgings,  deduct  12  pounds,  this  being  re- 
quired by  terms  of  agreement 32  16 

Pattern-lumber 26  00 

This  item  included  in  the  6  cents  per  pound  charged  for  castings. 

45.  Reduction  in  price  of  material  used  in  fitting  levers  to  pop-valves . . . .  6  45 

46.  Straightening  bunker-iron  ;  it  was  their  duty  to  take  the  material  as 

it  came  to  hand 494  00 

Amount  disallowed 7,191  40 

Amount  allowed 15.218  64 

Amount  disallowed 7,191  40 
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Exhibit  F. 

Contract  order  for  boilers  for  United  States  iron-clad  Monadnock — T.  F,  Rowland — Jpril 

13,  1875. 

Continental  Works,  Green  Point, 

Brooklyn,  N,  J.,  January  16,  1875. 

Sir:  Toar  commuaicatioD  of  the  15th  instant,  inviting  propositions  relative  to  the 
motive-power  of  the  United  States  iron-clad  monitor  Monadnock  (now  being  repaired 
by  me)|  is  at  hand. 

In  reply  to  yonr  first  inquiry,  I  have  to  say  I  will  furnish  and  erect  complete,  on 
board  the  vessel,  new  motive-power  in  accordance  with  the  drawings  and  specifications 
and  deliver  the  same,  subject  to  re^nlation  trial,  the  whole  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Barean  of  Steam-Engineering,  and  m  all  respects  complying  with  the  terms  of  you, 
invitation,  fur  the  sum  of  three  hundred  and  forty  thousand  dollars  ($340,000) ;  the 
•old  machinery  displaced  to  revert  to  me,  and  the  department  to  furnish  transportation 
and  insurance  of  the  freight  to  California. 

Or,  I  will  furnish  and  erect  complete,  on  .board  the  vessel,  six  compound  boilers,  also 
one  auxiliary  boiler,  together  witli  all  parts  and  fixtures  set  forth  in  the  drawings  and 
specifications,  and  necessary  to  fit  the  boiler-power  ready  for  service,  the  whole  sub- 
ject to  the  regulation  trial  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineer- 
ing, for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  ten  thousand  dollars  ($110,000),  the  parts  dis- 
placed of  said  boilers  to  revert  to  me;  the  department  to  furnish  transportation  and 
insurance  for  the  freight  to  California. 

The  old  engines  now  in  the  vessel  I  will  undertake  to  repair  and  put  in  thorough 
working  condition,  erecting  the  same  on  board  the  vessel,  and  connect  them  to  the 
new  boilers,  making  the  whole  complete  in  every  particular  feady  for  service  for  the 
sum  of  seventy  thousand  dollars  ($70,000). 

In  regard  to  the  question  as  to  what  may  be  reasonably  expected  in  the  way  of 
speed,  if  the  old  engines  are  utilized,  I  have  to  say,  from  my  knowledge  of  their  design 
and  general  character,  I  doubt  their  ability  to  propel  the  vessel  at  a  speed  of  eight 
knots  for  any  considerable  length  of  time,  and  I  believe  seven  knots  per  hour  would  be 
as  efficient  duty  as  they  could  render  save  under  the  most  favorable  circumstances. 

I  h  .ve  examined  the  design  for  the  proposed  new  engines  of  the  compound  type,  and 
after  duly  weighing  their  merits,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  am  unable  to  suggest  any  im- 

Sortant  changes  therein,  whereby  I  think  their  efficiency  could  be  improved,  and  I 
elieve  that  the  amount  of  grate-surface  proposed,  i. «.,  360  square  feet,  will  afford 
ample  area  for  the  economical  consumption  of  4,500  pounds  of  coal  per  hour,  and  that 
a  horse-power  can  be  produced  with  an  expenditure  of  2^  pounds  of  coal  per  hour, 
thus  easily  developing  a  power  of  2,000  horses,  which,  under  favorable  circumstances, 
will  effect  a  speed  of  twelve  knots  per  hour  for  twenty-four  hours  consecutively. 

The  simple  engines,  which  you  state  are  stored  at  Kittery  and  Boston  yards,  would, 
in  my  judgment,  require  an  expenditure  of  something  over  $150,000  to  utilize  them,  as 
they  must  necessarily  be  constructed  **  rights ''  and  "  lefts ''  to  fulfill  the  conditions  re- 
•quired,  thus  involving  many  and  expensiive  changes ;  in  fact,  the  production  of  one 
entirely  new  machine. 
Respectfully,  &c., 

T.  F.  RO\N  LAND. 
Chief  Engineer  W.  W.  W.  Wood, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam- Engineering ^ 

Navy  Department^  Washington,  D.  C. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

Washington,  Apnl  13,  1875. 
Sir:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  January  16,  making  proposition  relative  to  the  mo- 
4;ive  power  of  the  Monadnock,  by  direction  of  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navy  that 
part  relating  to  boilers,  as  follows :  ''  I  will  furnish  and  erect  complete,  on  board  the 
vessel,  six  compound  boilers  and  one  auxiliary  boiler,  together  with  all  parts  and  fixtures 
set  forth  in  the  drawings  and  specifications  and  necessary  to  fit  the  boiler-power  ready 
for  service,  the  whole  subject  to  regulation  trial  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Bureau 
of  Steam-Engineering,  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  ten  thousand  dollars  ($110,000)  ; 
the  parts  displaced  by  the  said  boilers  to  revert  to  me  the  department  to  furnish 
transportation  and  insurance  for  the  freight  to  California,^'  is  hereby  accepted,  provided 
the  material  used  shall  be  of  very  best  quality  and  the  workmanship  first-class. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chief  of  Bureau 
F.  F.  Rowland, 

Green  Point,  New  York, 


i 
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Exhibit  G. 

Contract  order  for  hoiUrt  fortik%  United  Staim  irom-clad  AmphUrite — the  Harlan  and  Hoi- 

Ungswortk  Cempauff — May  12,  1875. 

Washington,  January  15, 1875. 

Sir  :  Toar  commanioation  of  this  day  is  received,  and  the  matter  has  been  carefully 
considered,  and  we  beg  to  reply  as  follows :  First.  We  will  famish  the  compoand  en- 
gines and  boilers,  with  all  that  appertain  to  them  as  contained  in  yonr  spacitications, 
finished  complete  and  erected  in  the  monitor  Amphitrite  at  our  yard,  tested  bj  a  reg- 
ulation trial  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  bnrean,  for  the  snm  of  three  handled  and  forty 
thousand  dollars  ($340,000),  and  the  old  machinery  besides,  which  same  oat  of  her. 

Second.  We  wiU  build  six  compoand  boilers,  as  shown  by  the  drawings  and  specifi- 
cations, and  set  them  up  in  the  monitor  Amphitrite,  together  with  steam-drums,  super- 
heaters, uptakes,  smoke-pipe,  smoke-connection,  attachments  to  impregnable  pipe,  all 
steam  and  water  connections,  and  appendages  of  all  kinds,  such  as  grate  and  bearing 
bars,  stop-yalves,  safety-yalves,  gauge-cocte,  boiler-stands,  and  fastenings,  &c. ;  also 
Uie  auxiliary  boiler  and  its  appurtenances,  the  whole  to  be  done  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  bureau,  for  the  snm  of  one  hundred  and  ten  thousand  dollars  ($110»000),  and  the 
old  boilers  and  parts  which  came  out  of  her. 

Third.  As  to  the  expense  of  overhauling  and  repairing  the  old  engines  which  came 
out  of  the  vessel,  putting  them  in  thorough  condition,  replacing  anv  missing  parts,, 
and  making  good  anv  derective  parts,  as  well  as  altering  the  length  of  shafts  to  adapt 
them  to  the  new  hull,  with  the  necessary  stern  arrangements  and  fixtures,  and  erect 
the  same  in  the  iron  hull  of  the  Amphitrite,  and  complete  them  ready  for  steam,  and 
then  make  a  regulation  trial  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  bureau,  we  estimate  the  above 
will  cost  sixty-five  thousand  dollars  ($65,000^. 

Fourth.  As  to  the  question  of  speed,  we  think  you  eould  not  safely  eount  on  more 
than  from  7  to  8  kaots  per  hour  with  new  boilers  aud  the  old  engines  pot  back. 

If  the  new  engines  were  adopted  and  put  ia,  we  believe  that  you  ooald  coont  with 
a  certainty  upon  getting  12  knots  per  hour  for  24  hours  consecutively  under  the  con- 
ditions named  in  yonr  letter,  and  with  the  hull  finished  as  contemplated ;  and,  for- 
ther,  we  have  no  radical  changes  to  soggest  in  the  machinery  to  insure  the  speed  de- 
sired, as  they  are  well  adapted,  to  the  vessel,  and  the  power  of  2,000  horses  can  be 
obtained  firom  them. 

In  conclusion,  we  beg  to  present  the  matter  in  a  condensed  form,  as  follows : 

First  proposition :  New  motive-power 1340,000- 

Secona  proposition :  New  boilers $110,000 

Third  proposition :  Repairs  to  machinery 65,000 

175,000 

Difference 165,000 

This  difference  is  the  cost  between  ntilizing  the  old  engines  and  obtaining  7  to  8 
knots  per  hour,  and  using  new  machinery  of  the  best  type  aud  obtaining  a  speed  of  12 
knots. 
All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted  by  yours,  truly, 

J.  T.  GAU8E, 

Vice-Frtsident. 
W.  W.  W.  Wood. 

Chief  of  the  Bureau  Steam' Engineering. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Stkam-Engineering, 

Washingtony  May  12,  1875. 

Sir:  Replying  to  so  much  of  your  proposition  dated  January  15  as  relates  to  the 
boilers  of  the  Amphitrite,  the  same  is  accepted  as  follows:  '*  We  will  build  six  com- 
pound boilers,  as  shown  by  the  specifications  and  drawings,  and  set  them  up  in  the 
monitor  Amphitrite,  together  with  steam-drums,  super-heaters,  uptakes,  smoke-pipes, 
smoke-connections,  attachments  to  impregnable  pipe,  all  steam  and  water  conneC' 
tions  and  appendages  of  all  kinds,  such  as  grate  and  bearing  bars,  stop- valves,  safety- 
valves,  gauge-cocks,  boiler-stands,  and  fastenings,  d:c. ;  also  the  auxiliary  boiler  and 
its  appnrtenances,  the  whole  to  be  done  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  bureau,  for  the  snm 
of  one  hundred  and  ten  thousand  dollars  ($110,000)  and  the  old  boilers  and  parts  which 
came  ont  of  her."  The  material  to  be  of  the  very  best  quality  and  the  workmanship 
first-class.  The  drawings  and  specifications  are  forwarded  herewith. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chi^  of  Bureau^ 
J.  T.  Gause, 

President  Harlan-Hollingaworth  Company,  Wilmingtonf  Del, 
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Exhibit  H.| 

Contract  order  for  hoiler»  for  ike  United  Statm  ateamtert  Shenandoah,  Wachueett,  and 

Triana-^South  Boeton  Iron  Company — September  9, 1875. 

Boston,  September  7, 1875. 

Sir  :  I  haveegaia  oarefblly  examined  the  drawings  and  speoiflcations  of  the  boilers 
forwarded  from  yoar  barean,  and  have  reviewed  all  the  estimates,  weights,  &c.,^ 
and  will  agree  to  constrnct  the  boilers  of  the  very  best  materials,  the  workmanship  to 
be  of  the  first-olass,  sulyect  to  the  snpervislon  and  inspection  of  an  officer  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  supervise  the  work,  and  in  all  respects  in  conformity  with  the  drawings  and 
specifications,  and  deliver  the  same  at  any  navy-yard  north  of  Norfolk,  Va.,  as  may  be 
desired  by  the  Navy  Department,  for  the  sum  of  twenty-seven  and  one-half  (27i)cent» 
per  pound  finished  weight. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  P.  HUNT, 
South  Boston  Iron  Company, 
W.  W.  W.  Wood, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering,  Washingtony  D,  C. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

TFabhingUm,  September  9,  1875, 

Sir:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  the  7th  instant,  proposing  to  construct  and  deliver^ 
in  accordance  with  drawings  and  specifications  furnished  by  the  bureau,  three  sets  of 
boilers  for  the  following  vessels,  viz,  Triana,  Wachusett,  and  Shenandoah,  at  27^  cents 
per  pound,  the  same  is  nereby  accepted,  the  material  and  workmanship  to  be  first- 
class,  and  subject  to  the  most  rigid  inspection. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chitf  of  Bureau, 
Wm.  p.  Hunt,  Boston,  Mass, 

Exhibit  I. 

Contract  order  for  boilers  for  United  States  steamers  AUukaand  Benicia — G,  W.  Quintard — 

September  15, 1875. 

Quintard  Iron-Works, 
Foot  of  Eleventh  Street,  East  River,  . 

New  York,  August  30,  1875. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  favor  of  18th  instant,  I  will  agree  to  construct  the  boil- 
ers of  the  United  States  steamers  Alaska  and  Benicia,  in  accordance  with  the  draw- 
ings and  specifications  submitted  by  you,  in  eluding  asbpanp,  grate-bars,  and  Ash- 
croft's  furnace  doors  and  grates,  for  the  sum  of  thirty-two  and  one-half  (32^)  cents 
per  pound,  delivered  in  navy-yard,  Brooklyn. 

Everything  connected  with  the  construction  to  be  of  the  best  quality,  the  iron 
throughout  the  boilers  to  be  American  fire-box,  the  workmanship  to  be  first-class,  all 
patent  fees  to  be  paid  by  me,  and  the  Job  t  o  be  extra  good  and  complete  in  every  par 
ticular. 
Soliciting  an  order  for  the  above, 
I  am  yours,  lespectfully, 

GEO.  W.  QUINTARD, 
Per  H.  T.  PALMER,  Jr. 
W.  W.  W.  Wood, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

Washington,  September  15,  1875. 

Sir:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  30  h  ultimo,  proposing  to  construct  and  deliver,  in 
accordance  with  drawings  and  specifications  furnished  by  the  bureau,  two  sets  of 
boilers  for  the  following  vessels,  viz,  Alaska  and  Benicia,  at  32^  eents  per  pound,  the 
same  is  hereby  accepted,  the  material  and  workmanship  to  be  first-class  and  subject  to 
the  most  rigid  inspection. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chirf  of  Bureau, 
George  W.  Quintard, 

New  York, 


i 
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Exhibit  J. 

Contract  order  for  boilers  for  United  States  steamer  Lancaster — Providence  Steam  Engine 

Company — October  4,  1875. 

Office  of  Providence  Steam-Engine  Company, 

Providence,  R.  i.,  October  1,  1875. 

Dear  Sir:  I  propose  to  bnild  for  the  Navy  Department  a  set  of  boilers  for  United 
States  steamer  Lancaster,  from  plans  and  specifications  to  be  famished  by  the  bnrean, 
to  be  made  of  the  best  material  and  the  work  done  in  the  best  manner,  for  thirty  cents 
per  ponnd,  delivered  either  at  the  Portsmouth  or  New  York  navy -yard,  as  the  barean 
may  direct. 

Your  obedient  servant, 

HENRY  W.  GARDNER,  Treasurer. 
Engineer-in-Chief,  W.  W.  W.  Wood,  U.  8.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam- Engineering,  Xavy  Department,  Washington,  D,  C. 

9 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

Washington,  October  4,  1875. 

Sir:  The  burean  accepts  the  offer  contained  in  yonr  letter  of  the  1st  instant,  to 
build  a  set  of  boilers  for  **  the  United  States  steamer  Lancaster,  from  plans  and  speci- 
fications to  be  furnished  by  the  bnreau,  to  be  made  of  the  best  material,  and  the  work 
<lone  in  the  best  manner,  for  thirty  cents  per  ponnd,  delivered  cither  at  the  Ports- 
mouth or  New  York  navy-yard,  as  the  bureau  may  direct."  The  drawings  and  specifi- 
cations will  be  forwarded  in  a  few  days,  and  the  work  must  be  done  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Inspecting  engineer  of  the  burean. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chitf  of  Bureau, 
Henry  W.  Gardner, 
Providence,  B.  I. 


Exhibit  K. 

Contract  order  for  boilers  for  United  States  steamer  Colorado — C.  H.  Delamater — December 

14, 1875. 

Chief  Engineer's  Office, 
Kavy-yard  New  York,  December  4,  1875. 

Sir:  Regarding  the  boilers  of  the  United  States  steamer  Colorado,  I  have  respect- 
fully to  report  that  the  examination  of  the  main  boilers  shows  them  to  be  in  such  con- 
dition as  with  great  difficulty  they  can  be  put  in  order  for  temporary  service.  The 
superheaters  are  entirely  gone,  and  the  uptakes  and  water-bottoms  so  thin  that  they 
can  hardly  stand  patching. 

The  boilers  will  be  made  as  tight  as  possible  for  a  maximum  pressure  of  fifteen  pounds 
of  steam,  and  the  greatest  attention  and  constant  repair  will  be  necessary  to  keep  them 
in  service. 

A  drawing  of  the  external  dimensions  for  new  boilers  will  be  prepared,  as  the 
present  ones  will  soon  require  to  be  removed. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  HENDERSON, 

Chief  Engineer  U  S.  N. 
Vice-Admiral  S.  C.  Rowan,  U.  S.  N., 

Commanding  Station,  Navy-yard ^  New  York. 


Morgan  Iron  Works, 

New  York,  December  4,  1875. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  3d  instant,  asking  for  our  price  for  building 
boilers  for  United  States  steamer  Colorado,  we  beg  to  say  that  we  will  construct  two 
boilers  similar  to  those  now  in  the  vessel  in  the  usual  manner  required  for  the  United 
States  naval  service,  with  composition  tubes,  furnace-doors,  &c.,  as  may  be  designated 
in  specifications,  and  deliver  same  on  dock  at  New  York  navy -yard  for  thirty-two 
•cents  per  pound,  and  will  take  the  old  boilers  in  part  payment  at  the  market  rate. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

JOHN  ROACH  &  SON. 
Chief  Engineer  Alex.  Henderson,  U.  S.  N. 
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QuiNTARD  Iron  Works, 

Ntvo  Yorkf  December  4,  1875. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  will  a^^ree  to  coDRtroct  the  boilers  for  the  United  States  frigate  Colorado 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  yoar  favor  of  30th  instant,  at  the  rate  of  thirty- two 
and  one  half  (32^)  cents  per  ponnd,  with  Ashcroft's  patent  faruaoe-doors  and  ^ate- 
bars,  or  thirty  and  half  (30^)  cents  per  poand  with  plain  doors,  and  will  take  the  old 
material  in  part  payment  at  the  market  price. 
Yours,  rerpectf ally, 

GEO.  W.  QUINTARD. 
Per  H.  F.  PALMER,  Jr., 

Secretary, 
A.  Henderson, 

Chiiif  Engineer  U.  S,  X, 


Office  Dbtjimater  Iron-Works, 

Nefo  Torkf  Deoemher  4,  1875. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  regarding  the  new  boilers  required  for  the  United  States 
steamer  Colorado,  we  will  agree  to  build  for  that  vessel  two  main  boilers  and  one 
auxiliary  boiler,  snch  as  are  now  in  her,  from  detail  drawini^s  and  specifications  to  be 
furnished,  and  make  all  parts  of  same  of  best  quality  C.  H.  No.  1,  flange  iron,  except 
flame-exposed  surfaces,  whitth  will  be  of  extra  fire  box,  and  to  do  this  work  in  the  very 
best  manner,  for  thirty  cents  per  pound,  and  to  fit  the  same  with  all  the  necessary 
valves,  doors,  dec,  as  may  be  shown,  for  thirty-one  and  one-half  cents  per  pound, 
delivered  at  the  navy-yard,  New  York,  and  we  will  receive  the  old  boilers  in  part  pay- 
ment of  above  at  twenty-five  dollars  per  gross  ton  of  2,240  pounds  for  iron  and  twelve 
cents  per  pound  for  composition  tubes.  We  will  complete  the  boilers  in  five  months. 
Yours,  very  respectfully, 

C.  H.  DELAMATER  &  CO. 

Chief  Engineer  A.  Henderson,  U.  S.  N. 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

Waehingionf  December  14, 1875. 

Gentlemen  :  The  bureau  has  received  your  offer,  addressed  to  Chief  Eoffineer  Hen- 
derson, to  build  for  the  United  States  steamer  Colorado  the  two  main  boilers  and  one 
auxiliary  boiler,  to  be  of  very  best  material  and  first-class  workmanship,  and  accord- 
ing to  plans  and  specifications  furnished  by  the  bureau,  to  be  fitted  with  the  Ashcroft 
furnace-doors,  at  thirty-one  and  a  half  cents  per  pound,  delivered  at  the  Brooklyn 
navy-yard,  and  to  receive  the  old  boilers  in  part  payment  at  twenty-five  dollars  per 
gross  ton  of  2,240  pounds  for  the  iron,  and  twelve  cents  per  pound  for  the  composition 
tubes,  the  whole  to  be  completed  within  five  months,  which  is  hereby  accept-ed ;  and 
the  work  will  be  done  under  the  supervision  and  inspection  of  Chief  Engineer 
Henderson. 

Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chi^  of  Bureau, 
C.  H.  Delamatbr  &  Co., 

New  York, 


Exhibit  L. 

CoHiract  order  for  hoilera  for  United  States  iron-clad  Puritan — John  Boach — September 

5,  1876. 

Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Enginrering, 

Waehingtonf  September  5, 1876. 

Sir:  A  board  of  naval  ofiQcers  having  examined  the  Puritan,  now  constructing  at 
your  works,  h?ive  recommended  that  the  boilers  be  constructed  and  ereoted,  in  order 
that  the  hull  of  the  vessel  be  not  delayed.  These  boilers  are  to  be  ten  in  number,  of 
the  same  general  design  and  type  as  those  being  constructed  by  Cramp  &,  Son,  Harlan, 
Hollingsworth  Company,  and  T.  F.  Roland  for  the  Terror  class.  Please  inform  the 
bureau  if  you  will  build  these  boilers  as  per  drawings  and  specifications  herewith,  ma- 
terials to  be  of  the  very  best  quality,  and  workmanship  first  class,  for  the  sum  of 
2  A  N 
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$203,700,  which  is  at  the^ame  rate  per  sqaare  foot  of  gratc-iarface  as  paid  for  the  above 
boilers  of  the  Terror  class. 

The  boilers  to  be  complete  in  every  respect,  with  all  fittiDga,  &c. ;  and  altboagh  the 
weight  may  be  proportionally  in  excess  of  the  above  class  of  boilers,  yet  no  eztrn 
charge  shall  be  made  therefor  on  that  account. 

Also  that  you  shall  receive  iu  payment  therefor  (in  part  or  in  whole,  as  may  be)  such 
of  the  old  material  as  can  be  utilized,  comprising  the  present  engines,  boilers,  &o.,  of 
the  Puritan,  and  for  which  material  you  shall  allow  the  very  highest  market  rates, 
it  being  of  the  very  best  quality.  If  you  accept  this  proposition,  please  inform  the 
Bnreau  and  proceed  at  once  with  the  boilers. 

Please  also  to  examine  the  old  material  referred  to,  and  submit  your  prices  therefor 
as  soon  as  practicable  for  approval  of  the  Bureau. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chi^  of  Bureau, 

John  Roach,  New  York, 


Morgan  Iron -Works  (foot  Ninth  Strret,  East  River), 

John  Roach  &  Son,  Propkirtors, 

Kew  York,  September  7,  1876. 

Sir  :  I  am  in  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  Gth  instant,  and  will  accept  the  offer  made, 
viz,  lo  bnild  the  ten  boilers  for  the  Puritan,  as  per  drawings  and  specifications, 
for  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  three  thonsand  seven  hundred  dollars  ($203,700),  the 
boilers  to  be  complete  in  every  respect,  with  all  fittings,  &c.,  and  will  proceed  at  once 
with  the  work.  I  will  also  accept  in  payment  therefor  (in  part  or  in  whole,  as  may  be) 
snch  of  the  old  material  as  can  be  ntilized,  comprising  the  condemned  engines,  boilers, 
&c.,  of  the  Puritan,  and  allow  the  very  highest  market  rates  of  to-day,  as  follows : 
Boilers,  not  cut  np,  $20  per  ton;  wrought-iron  from  engines,  $28  per  ton ;  cast-iron 
from  engines,  $18  per  ton ;  brass  from  engines,  14  cents  per  pound;  copper  from  en- 
gines, 18  cents  per  pound.  Or,  if  boilers  are  cut  np  by  bureau,  $26  per  ton. 
Yours,  respectlnllv. 

JOHN  ROACH. 
Engineer-in-Chief  W.  W.  W.  Wood,  U.  8.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  Hitam-Evgineering,  Waehingtony  D,  C, 


Exhibit  M. 

Contract  order  for  hoilera  for  United  States  steamers  Saco  and  Yantic — Providence  Steam- 

Engine  Company — October  25,  1876. 

Office  of  Providence  Stram-Enoine  Company, 

Providence,  R,  /.,  October  21,  1876. 

Sir  :  Having  learned  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Navy  Department  to  repair  the 
vessels  of  the  Asiatic  squadron,  and  that  the  present  boilers  of  the  United.  States 
steamers  Yantic  and  Saco  have  been  reported  as  entirely  unfit  for  service,  I  would  sub- 
mit, for  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  bureau,  proposition  to  bnild  new  boilers  for 
these  vessels,  to  be  built  from  drawings  furnished  by  the  department,  and  of  the  usual 
specifications  for  United  States  naval  work  of  this  class — the  material  to  be  all  of  thn 
very  best  flange-iron,  and  the  boilers  complete  or  in  snch  sections  as  may  be  most  con- 
venient for  shipment,  and  delivered  alongside  of  vessel  in  New  York.  The  price  of  the 
boilers  to  be  thirty-two  and  one-half  cents  per  pound,  and  will  receive  sucn  old  mate- 
rial for  which  there  is  no  prospective  use  and  as  may  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Depart- 
ment in  part  payment  for  the  same,  such  material  to  be  delivered  on  board  of  vessel 
aud  credited  to  the  bureau  at  the  highest  market  rate. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

HENRY  W.  GARDNER,  Treasurer, 
Engineer-in-Chief  W.  W.  Wood,  U.  8.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam- EngineeHng,  Navy  Department,  Washington,  D.  C, 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Enoineerino, 

WasJdngton,  October  25,  1876. 
Sir  :  The  bureau  accepts  the  offer  contained  in  your  letter  of  the  21st  instant  for 
boilers  for  the  United  States  steamers  Yantic  aud  Saco,  uuder  the  terms  and  conditions 
named,  the  whole  work  and  materials  to  be  subject  to  iuspection  by  an  engineer  officer 
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appointed  by  the  bareaa.  Bills  may  be  ren<2ered  from  time  to  time  as  the  work  pro- 
gresses. The  time  for  payments  thereon  over  and  above  what  shall  be  dae  after  de- 
ducting snch  old  material  as  shall  be  famished  will  be  subject  to  the  convenience  of 
the  department  for  its  approval.  The  drawings  and  specifications  in  detail  will  be 
furnished  as  soon  as  completed. 
Respectfully. 

WM.  W,  W.  WOOD, 

Chi<^  of  Bureau, 
Henry  W.  Gardner, 

Fnmdenoef  B,  I, 


Exhibit  N. 

Contract  order  for  boilers  for  United  States  steamers  Brooklyn  and  Franklin — John  Boach — 

November  21,  1876. 

Morgan  Iron-Works,  foot  of  Ninth  street,  East  River.    John  Roach  &  Sons,  propri- 
etors. 

New  York,  November  15, 1876. 

Sir  :  In  view  of  the  intention  of  the  department  to  build  new  boilers  for  the  vessels 
requiring  to  be  so  refitted,  I  would  respectfully  submit  an  offer  to  build  those  required 
for  the  United  States  steamer  Brooklyn,  now  at  this  navy -yard,  and  also  those  for  the 
United  States  steamer  Franklin,  returning  for  the  purpose.  I  will  build  the  same  of 
the  best  flange-iron  in  all  parts,  and  according  to  the  usual  government  specification, 
for  the  sum  of  thirty-two  and  one-half  (32|)  cents  per  pound,  delivered  at  such  navy- 
yard  on  the  Atlantic  coast  as  the  bureau  may  direct.  I  will  receive  in  part  payment 
for  the  same  the  old  boilers  and  other  materials  that  may  be  at  the  disposal  of  the 
department. 

Respectfully,  yours,  &o.,  * 

JOHN  ROACH. 
Engineer-in-Chief  W.  W.  W.  Wood,  U.  8.  N., 

Chufof  Bureau  of  S team-Engineering ^  Navy  Department 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineerinq, 

Washing  ton  f  November  21, 1876. 

Sir:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  the  15th  instant,  you  are  informed  that  your  offer 
has  been  considered,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  new  boilers  for  the  United  States 
steamers  Brooklyn  and  Frnnklin  are  required,  your  offer  to  construct  the  same  in 
every  respect  according  to  our  specifications  and  drawings,  to  be  of  the  very  best 
material  and  first-class  workmansnip,  is  accepted,  provided  you  will  do  the  work  for 
thirty  cents  per  pound  for  the  boiler  complete  in  every  respect,  and  to  utilize  and  re- 
ceive in  payment  old  condemned  material  at  fair  market  prices.  The  specifications 
and  drawings  will  be  forwarded  as  soon  as  completed. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
John  Roach,  ^019  York. 


Exhibit  O. 

Contract  order  for  boilers  for  United  States  steamer  Kearsarge — Providence  Steam  Engine 

Company — November  27,   1876. 

Office  op  Providence  Steam-Enginb  Company, 

FrovidencCf  Bhode  Island,  November  24, 1876. 

Sir  :  Having  learned  that  new  boilers  are  required  for  the  United  steamer  Kearsarge, 
I  submit  for  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  bureau  a  proposition,  as  follows:  I 
will  build  the  new  boilers  from  drawings  furnished  by  the  department,  and  of  the 
usual  specifications  for  United  States  naval  work  of  this  class,  the  material  lb  be  all  of 
the  very  best  flange-iron,  and  the  boilers  complete,  or  in  sections,  as  may  be  most  con- 
venient for  shipment,  and  delivered  alongside  of  vessel  in  New  York ;  the  price  of  the 
same  to  be  thirty-two  and  one-hal€cents  per  pound;  and  will  receive  snch  old  material 
for  which  there  is  no  prospective  use,  and  as  may  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  depart- 
ment, in  part  payment  for  the  same,  such  material  to  be  delivered  on  board  vessel  and 
credit«*d  to  the  bureau  at  the  highest  market  rate. 
Yours,  truly, 

HENRY  W.  GARDNER, 

Treasurer, 
Engineer-in-Chief  W.  W,  W.  Wood,  U.  S.  N., 

Chlrf  of  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering ^  Navy  Department,  Washington,  D.  C. 
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Navy  DEPARTME!lrTy  Bureau  of  Stbam-EngineerinOi 

WoBhingUm,  November  27,  1876. 

Sir:  The  bureaa  accepts  the  offer  oontaiDed  in  yoar  letter  of  the  24th  iDstant  for  boil- 
ers for  the  Kearsarge,  npon  the  terms  and  conditions  named,  the  whole  work  and  ma- 
terial to  be  subject  to  inspection  and  approval  by  an  engineer  officer  appointed  by  the 
bnrean. 
The  drawings  and  specifications  in  detail  will  be  famished  as  soon  as  completed. 
Respectfally, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
H.  W.  Gardner, 

Providence,  B,  L 


Exhibit  P. 

Contract  order  for  hoilerifor  United  States  steamer  Hartford — South  Boston  Iron  Company — 

JJeoemher  4,  187(i. 

Boston,  November  20, 1876. 

Sir  :  I  have  carefully  examined  the  drawings  and  specifications  of  the  boilers  for  the 
United  States  steamer  Hartford,  forwarded  from  yoar  barean,  and  will  agree  to  con- 
struct the  said  boilers  of  the  very  best  materials,  the  workmanship  to  be  of  the  first 
class,  subject  to  the  supervision  and  inspection  of  an  officer  to  be  appointed  to  super- 
vise the  work,  and  in  all  respects  in  conformity  with  the  drawings  and  specifications, 
and  deliver  the  same  at  the  Charlestown  navy -yard,  for  the  sum  of  30  cents  per  pound, 
finished  weight,  complete  in  every  respect. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  P.  HUNT, 
President  South  Boston  Iron  Company, 
W.  W.  W.  Wood, 

Chi^  of  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

United  States  Navy  Department,  JFashingtonf  D.  C, 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Enqineerino, 

Washingtonf  December  4,  1676. 

Sir:  Your  offer  contained  in  your  letter  of  the  30th  ultimo,  fur  boilers  for  the  Hart- 
ford^is  hereby  accepted,  and  you  will  proceed  with  the  work. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD. 

Chiff  of  Bureau. 
Wm.  p.  Hunt, 

Boston,  Mass. 


Exhibit  Q. 

Contract  order  for  boilers  for  United  States  steamers  Omaha  and  Richmond — Providence 

Steam-Engine  Company — February  8, 1877. 

Office  of  Providence  Steam-Enoins  Company, 

Providence,  B.  /.,  February  6, 1877, 

Sir  :  Ifiropose  to  baild  for  the  Navy  Department,  from  drawings  and  specifications 
furnished  by  your  bureau,  boilers  for  the  United  Statids  steamers  Richmond  and  Omaha, 
to  be  built  whole  or  in  sections  and  delivered  at  the  New  York  navy-yard,  or  on  dock 
in  New  York,  as  your  bureau  may  direct,  for  thirty^two  and  a  half  cents  per  pound, 
payments  to  be  made  as  is  customary,  or  by  such  condemned  material  as  the  bureau 
may  have  at  its  disposal,  at  the  highest  market  prices. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

HENRY  W.  GARDNER,  Treasurer. 
Engineer-in-Chief  W.  W.  W.  Wood,  U.  S.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam^Engineering,  Washington,  D.  C 
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Nayy  Department,  Bubeau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

Washington,  February  8, 1877. 

Sir  :  The  barean  accepts  yonr  proposition  of  the  5th  instant  for  boilers  for  the  Rich- 
mond and  O.maha,  provided  they  are  constracted  of  the  very  best  material  and  of  (irst- 
olass  workmanship,  according  to  acoompaoying  drawings  and  specifications,  and  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  sup arin tending  engineer,    i'ricd  and  payment  to  be  as  proposed  in 
your  offer. 

Respectfully, 

\VM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
H.  W.  Gardner, 

ProvidencCj  B,  I, 


Exhibit  R. 

Contract  order  for  boilers  for  U.  S,  steamer  Wabash,    John  Roaoh,    February  8, 1877. 

New  York,  January  25, 1877. 

Sir  :  Understanding  that  new  boilers  are  required  for  the  U.  S.  steamer  Wabash,  in 
place  of  those  condemned,  I  have  to  submit  the  following  proposition,  viz :  To  construct 
a  set  of  boilers  for  that  vessel  according  to  plans  and  Bpecifications  to  be  furnished  by 
the  bureau,  to  be  made  of  the  very  best  material,  with  brass  tubes  and  all  necessary 
valves,  to  be  subjected  to  the  uAual  government  test  required,  and  deliver  the  same 
when  completed  at  the  Boston  or  Brooklyn  navy-yard,  for  the  sum  of  thirty-one  (31) 
cents  per  pound,  and  to  receive  in  part  payment  therefor  any  old  condemned  ma- 
chinery as  may  be  of  no  future  use  to  the  government,  allowing  highest  market  rates 
for  such  material. 

Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  ROACH. 
Engineer-in-Chief  W.  W.  W.  WooD.U.  S.  N., 

Navy  Department,  Washington,  D,  C, 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  ok  Steam-Engineering, 

Washington,  February  8,  1877. 

Sir  :  The  bureau  accepts  yonr  offer  of  the  25th  ult.  to  construct  new  boilers  for  the 
Wabash,  provided  the  material  shall  be  of  the  very  best  quality,  and  workmanship 
first  class,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  superintending  engineer,  according  to  drawings 
and  Bpecifications  furnished  by  the  bureau.  Price  and  payment  to  be  ai  proposed  in 
your  offer. 

Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
John  Roach,  Xew  York, 


Exhibit  S. 

Completion  of  iron-olads — Report  of  board,  composed  of  Chief  Engineer  A,  Henderson  and 
Naval  Constructors  F,  L,  Femald  and  R,  W,  Steele,  recommended  under  order  of  February 
9,  1&77— Report  dated  February  15,  1877 ;  Department  order  dated  March  2, 1877. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  15, 1877. 

Sir  :  In  obedience  to  the  instructions  contained  in  yonr  order  of  the  9th  instant,  re- 
convening the  board  detailed  under  dat-e  of  August  9,  1876,  for  the  purpose  of  examin- 
ing into  the  present  condition  of  the  hulls  and  machinery  of  the  double-turreted  iron- 
clf^  monitors  belonging  to  the  United  States  Navy,  viz:  the  Amphitrite,  rebuilding  at 
Wilmington,  Del. ;  the  Puritan,  rebuilding  at  Chester,  Pa. ;  the  Terror,  rebuilding  at 
Philadelphia;  and  the  Mooadnock,  machinery  building  at  New  York,  and  report  upon 
the  condition  of  the  hulls  and  machinery  of  each  at  the  present  time,  and  the  work 
still  to  be  done  to  complete  them,  with  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  material  and  labor, 
in  addition  to  existing  contracts,  and  the  time  required  to  finish  each  of  the  vessels 
named,  we  have,  as  directed,  taken  into  consideration  the  general  conditions  of  these 
verisels  and  their  importance  for  protecting  the  principal  harbors  and  cities  on  both  the 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  coasts,  and  have  to  report : 
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AMPHITRITE. 

Rebailding  ander  contraot  with  the  Harlao-Holliugsworth  Compaay,  WilmiogtoD , 
Del. 

Contract  of  September,  1874.    Frame,  &^,,  completed. 

Contract  of  April,  1875.    Plating,  &,c.f  nine-tenths  completed. 

Contract  for  boilers,  Slc,    Being  bnilt. 

The  hall  contracts  can  be  completed  in  one  month,  and  the  boilers  can  be  finished 
in  fonr  months.  To  finish  this  vessel  we  would  report  that  it  will  cost,  for  hull  and 
equipments,  $385,000 ;  engines  and  appurtenances,  $230,000. 

TBRROR. 

Rebnilding  nnder  contract  with  William  Crany  &  Son,  Philadelphia. 

Contract  of  September,  1874.    Frame,  &c.,  completed. 

Contract  of  April,  1875.    Plating,  &c.,  nine-tenths  completed. 

Contract  for  boilers,  ^o.    Being  built. 

The  bull  contracts  can  be  completed  in  one  month, 'and  the  boiler  in  four  months; 
and  to  finish  this  vessel  we  would  estimate  that  it  would  cost,  for  hull  and  equipments, 
1385,000 ;  for  engines  and  appnrteuances,  $230,000. 

MONADNOCK. 

Rebuilding  under  contract  with  Phineas  Burges,  at  Valejo,  Cal. 

Contract  ior  re-erection  of  frame  completed. 

Contract  for  plating,  &c.,  nine-tenths  completed. 

Contract  for  boilers,  being  bnilt  by  T.  F.  Rowland.    • 

From  reports  received  regarding  the  progress  made  in  the  completion  of  the  con- 
tract for  plating,  we  would  estimate  that  it  can  be  finished  in  one  month ;  and  to  pat 
this  vessel  in  service  it  would  cost,  for  hull  and  equipments,  $540,000;  for  engines  and 
appurtenances,  $285,000.  And  in  this  connection  we  would  urgently  recommend  to  the 
department  that  this  vessel  be  finished. 

The  Monadnock  has  been  built  of  the  strongest  possible  section,  with  capabilities  of 
encountering  any  weather,  and  is  being  fitted  with  solid  armor-plating,  and  turrets 
of  fifteen  inches  in  thickness ;  and  she  is  capable  of  cruising  along  the  whole  extent  of 
the  Western  coast,  and  giving  protection  to  San  Francisco,  the  principal  harbor  of  the 
Pacific,  against  any  iron-clad  that  could  be  sent  to  that  part  of  our  conntry.  With  the 
exception  of  a  small  single-tnrreted  monitor,  there  is  not  an  iron-clad  on  that  coast 
available  for  the  projection  of  the  harbor  of  California,  and  this  will  place  a  powerfal 
monitor  on  the  Pacific  capable  of  protecting  the  government  interests  in  California 
against  any  foreign  iron-clad  that  can  keep  the  sea  and  be  sent  on  that  station. 

PURITAN. 

Rebnilding  under  contract  with  John  Roach,  at  Chester,  Pa. 

Contract  of  April  7, 1875,  for  frame,  &c.,  completed. 

Contract  of  April  7,  1875,  for  plating,  &c.,  nine-tenths  completed. 

Boilers  being  built. 

Such  progress  has  been  made  on  these  contracts  that  the  above  work  on  hull  can  be 
completed  in  one  month  and  the  boiler  in  four  months,  and  we  wonld  estimate  the  cost 
of  completing  this  vessel  to  be,  for  hull  and  equipments,  $997,642;  for  engines  and  ap- 
purtenances, $420,000. 

This  vessel,  when  completed  nnder  the  design  of  the  Bnrean  of  Construction  and  Re- 
pair, will  be  the  most  powerful  vessel  ever  owned  by  the  United  States  Government, 
and  equal  in  strength  of  attack  and  resist  ince  to  any  yet  built  by  foreign  powers,  and 
as  yet  put  in  commission.  The  advanced  state  of  the  vessel  will  permit  her  to  be  com- 
pleted in  eighteen  mouths  with  the  facilities  of  the  establishment  of  John  Roach,  at 
Chester,  Pa.,  for  doing  work  of  this  character. 

In  recommending  the  completion  of  this  vessel,  the  board  have  in  view  the  fact  that 
it  will  put  in  the  possession  of  the  government  the  Miantonomoh  and  Monadnock  of 
their  class,  one  on  the  Atlantic  coast,  the  other  on  the  Pacific,  and  the  Puritan  of  this 
class  will  add  to  the  defenses  of  our  eastern  harbors  a  greater  strength  than  any  other 
expenditnre  of  money  could  give.  This  is  the  only  vessel  of  the  kind  that  the  govern- 
ment can  possibly  procure  for  years,  and  as  a  large  part  of  the  work  is  already  done, 
and  Ska  the  three-turret  iron-clad  frigate  Roanoke,  now  in  New  York  harbor,  has  been 
condemned  as  nnfit  even  for  temporary  use  in  the  defense  of  that,  the  largest  com- 
mercial city  in  this  country,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  Puritan  should  be  finished 
as  soon  as  possible. 

We  have  to  make  the  following  recommendations  as  for  the  best  interests  of  the  gov- 
ernment, viz: 

That  as  the  old  material  of  armor-plating,  turrets,  and  old  machinery  of  the  Roanoke 
cannot  be  used  for  any  available  purpose  by  the  department,  it  could,  in  our  opinion, 
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be  most  economically  atllized  ia  the  completion  of  the  Paritan.  To  dispose  of  the 
Roanoke  by  anction,  or  to  break  the  vessel  up  in  the  navy-yard,  would  hardly  yield 
greater  value  in  old  material  than  would  pay  the  cost  in  so  doing. 

In  making  the  above  estimate  the  board  have  taken  into  consideration  the  great  cost 
of  making  solid  armor-plates,  d^c,  of  the  general  dimensions  designed  for  these  vessels, 
and  08  made  for  the  largest  iron-clads  of  European  countries. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ALEX.  HENDERSON, 

Chief  Engineer,  U,  S.  N. 
F.  S.  FERNALD. 

Naval  ConstruotoTf  U,  8.  N. 
R.  W.  STEELE, 
Naval  ConairucloTf  U.  S,  JV. 
Chief  Constructor  Isaiah  Hanscom,  U.  S.  N., 

Chitf  of  Bureau  ConetrucHoH  and  Repair ,  Navy  Department^  Wa^Jiingion^  D,  C. 


Navy  Department, 
March  2,  1877. 

Sir:  It  is  of  qo  much  importance  to  the  country  that  these  iron-clad  ships  should 
be  completed,  or,  at  least,  that  their  repairs  should  proceed  to  such  a  point  that  they 
could  be  rapidly  fitted  for  service,  if  required,  and  they,  in  the  mean  time,  cease  to  be 
an  expense,  and  it  is  obviously  so  much  for  the  interest  of  the  government  that  the 
wotk  of  their  repairs  should  progress  regularly  on  a  continuous  and  consistent  plan, 
under  the  same  general  directions  and  withont  the  delays,  imperfections,  and  surely 
increased  expense  of  pursuing  the  concarrent  and  mutually  dependent  parts  of  the 
work,  under  interfering  and  perhaps  clashing  contracts,  and  it  is  so  clearly  a  matter 
of  common  justice  to  the  contractors  who  have  entered  upon  this  work,  and  who  have 
employed  their  property  and  advanced  their  money  in  it,  trusting  to  the  justice  of  the 
government 'for  reimbursement,  that  they  should  (if  they  choose  to  advance  their  means 
and  incar  the  further  risk  and  expense  necessary  to  complete  the  ships,  at  least  to  a 
point  where  they  can,  without  injury,  be  got  off  of  their  hands,  and  out  of  the  way  of  their 
other  operations),  have  the  opportunity  and  facilities  for  so  doing ;  that  the  denartment 
feels  bound  to  direct  that  the  bureaus  having  charge  of  this  work  do  supply  to  the 
various  contractors  for  these  ships  the  necessary  drawings,  specifications,  and  details 
for  their  completion,  and  that  such  as  are  willing  to  do  so,  at  their  own  risk,  be  allowed 
to  proceed  with  the  work  under  proper  stipulations  and  contracts  for  that  purpose,  and 
that  means  for  paying  for  the  same  be  taken  to  the  extent  that  the  means  at  the  com- 
mand of  the  bureau,  available  therefor,  will  Justify,  it  being  expressly  understood, 
however,  that  the  government  is  not  to  be  involved  in  liability  by  reason  of  such 
action,  and  that  the  several  contractors  are  to  do  their  work,  if  they  do  it,  waiting  for, 
and  accepting  for  their  pay,  such  appropriations  as  may  be  made  by  Congress  therefor. 

GEO.  M.  ROBESON, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  above  copy  of  report  and  orders  is  referred  to  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam 
Engineering  for  his  instruction  and  guidance. 

GEO.  M.  ROBESON, 
Secretary, 


Washington,  D.  C. 

The  foregoing  order  having  been  submitted  to  me  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  I 
state  that  I  perceive  no  legal  objection  to  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  judicious  and  expedi- 
ent, as  well  as  jast. 

ALPHONSO  TAFT, 
Attorney- General, 
March  2, 1877. 


Exhibit  T. 

Contract  order  for  m4ichineryf  j-c,  for  United  States  steamer  iron-clad  Monadnock — Phineas 

Burgess — March  3,  1877. 

New  York,  March  3, 1877. 

Sir:  Understanding  that  it  is  intended  to  complete  the  iron -clad,  double-turreted 
monitor  Monadnock  at  the  Mare  Island  yard,  and  that  the  department  has  authorized 
a  board  of  competent  officers  to  estimate  the  cost  of  finishing  the  work  still  to  be  done 
on  that  vessel,  and  as  I  have  already  set  up  the  frame,  and  have  the  vessel  nearly 
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plated,  iDwide  and  oot,  and  have  the  necessary  facilities  for  doing  the  work,  I  wonld 
respectfully  make  the  following  proposition,  viz :  I  will  baild  two  pair  of  compound 
engines  for  the  Monadnock,of  the  same  description,  and  equal  in  every  respect  to  those 
now  built  for  the  Miantonomoh,  and  place  them  in  the  vessel  complete  in  all  respects 
(with  duplicate  parts)  and  ready  for  steam,  the  understanding  being,  however,  that 
the  boilers  are  to  be  furnished  by  the  government,  and  put  in  place  and  connected  by 
me  for  the  sum  of  three  hundred  thousand  dollars  (|300,000),  and  I  will  remove  the 
machinery  and  appurtenances  now  in  the  old  Monadnock,  for  the  sum  of  six  thoosaod 
four  hundred  ana  forty  dollars  ($6,440),  and  take  them  at  a  fair  valuation  in  part  pay- 
ment for  doing  the  work  of  building  and  erecting  the  new  engines. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

PHINEAS  BURGESS. 
Engineer-in-Chief  Wm.  H.  Shock,  U.  8.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering , 

Xavjf  Deparimentf  fVaehingtonf  D.  C, 

Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Enoinbrring. 

March  3,  1877. 

Accepted  by  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  his  order  of  March 
2,  at  the  terms  as  set  forth  in  report  of  board  accompanying  said  order. 

W.  H.  SHOCK, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 

Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam- Engineerino, 

March  3,  1877. 

Note. — The  instructions  and  orders  upon  which  the  within  proposition  was  enter- 
tained and  work  for  machinery  ordered,  will  be  found  attached  to  reports  of  board 
with  the  Attorney- General's  decision,  &,c, 

W.  H.  SHOCK, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

Waihington,  March  3, 1877 

Sir:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  this  date,  in  relation  to  the  construction  of  the  new 
machinery  for  monitor  Monadnock,  the  bureau  accepts  the  same  by  direction  of  the 
Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  under  date  of  2d  instant,  provided  yon  agree  to  do  the 
work  for  the  sum  of  $285,000 ;  all  the  work  to  be  done  in  the  very  best  manner,  with  the 
best  material  and  workmanship,  and  according  to  plans  and  specifications  submitted, 
and  to  include  the  necessary  trial-trip  of  twenty-four  hours,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
bureau.  Be  pleased  to  inform  the  bureau  if  you  accept  the  above,  it  being  expressly 
understood  that  the  government  is  not  involved  in  liability,  however,  by  this  action, 
and  that  yon  proceed  to  do  this  work  at  your  owu  risk,  waiting  for  and  accepting  for 
pay,  such  appropriation  as  may  be  made  by  Congress  therefor.  Payments  to  be  made 
in  twelve  equsil  payments  less  10  per  centum. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
Phineas  Burgess, 

Xo,  80  Broadway f  New  York, 


Exhibit  U. 

Contract  order  for  machinery,  ^o.,  for  United  States  iron-clad  Puritan — John  Roach — 

March  3, 1877. 

Morgan  Iron- Works,  Foot  Ninth  Street,  East  River, 

John  Roach  &  Son,  Proprirtors, 

New  York,  February  27,  1877. 

Sir  :  In  addition  to  the  proposition  made  by  me  to  complete  the  United  States  iron- 
•clad  Puritan,  the  hull  of  which  vessel  is  now  nearly  finished  at  my  work?  at  Chester, 
Pa  ,  I  would  submit  the  following: 

To  build  for  this  vessel  two  pairs  of  direct-acting  horizontal  compound  engines  of 
sufficient  capacity  to  indicate  3,700  horse-power  with  80  pounds  ot  steam-pressnre, 
with  screws  and  all  appurtenances  complete  and  erected  on  board,  with  all  instrn- 
ments,  tools,  and  duplicate  pieces,  in  accordance  with  the  usual  requirements  of  the 
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Navy  Department.  I  will  complete  the  same  in  twelve  months  and  do  the  above  work 
for  the  sum  of  four  hundred  and  tifty  thousand  (450,000^  dollars,  according  to  the 
general  drawings  and  specifications  which  I  have  to  submit  with  this  offer.  It  is  un- 
ci erstood  that  this  machinery  is  to  be  complete  in  every  respect,  and  ready  for  trial 
w  ithout  further  expense  to  the  government,  and  all  the  work  to  be  done  to  the  satis- 
faction of  an  inspecting  engineer  officer  to  be  appointed  by  the  Navy  Department. 

I  will  further  agree  to  receive,  at  its  fair  market  value,  any  condemned  machinery 
that  may  be  on  hand  and  of  no  further  use  to  the  department,  and  will  reconvert  the 
same  into  the  new  machinery  on  this  vessel. 
Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  BOACH. 
Chief  of  Burka.u  Steam-Enoixebrino, 

Navy  Department,  Washington,  D,  C, 

Accepted  by  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  his  order  of  March 
2,  at  the  terms  set  forth  in  report  of  board  accompanying  said  order. 

W.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chief  of  Bureau,    m 

NoTE.^The  instructions  and  orders  upon  which  the  within  proposition  was  enter 
tained  and  work  for  machinery  ordered,  will  be  found  attschtd  to  report  of  boaid 
with  the  Attorney-Generars  decision,  &o. 

WM.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam  Ekgineerino, 

Washington^  March  3,  1877. 

Sir:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  27th  ultimo,  inclosing  plans  and  specifications  for 
the  construction  of  new  machinery,  &c.,  for  the  Puritan, -the  bureau  accepts  the  same, 
by  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  under  date  of  the  2d  instant, 
provided  you  agree  to  do  the  work  for  the  sum  of  $420,000,  and  that  you  will  receive 
such  parts  of  the  condemned  machinery  of  the  Roanoke  as  the  board  of  officers,  under 
date  of  February  15,  recommended  to  be  reconverted,  in  the  construction  of  the  new 
machinery,  and  at  such  prices  as  may  be  decided  upon  for  such  part  used.  Also, 
that  you  will  receive  the  balance  of  the  old  material  of  the  Roanoke's  machinery  at 
the  prices  decided  upon  by  said  board,  and  any  other  material  as  may  be  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  department,  allowing  highest  market  prices  for  the  same.  All  the  work 
IS  to  be  done  in  the  very  best  manner,  with  the  best  material,  and  according  to  plans 
and  specifications  submitted,  and  to  include  the  necessary  trial-trip  of  24  huurs  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  bureau. 

Be  pleased  to  inform  the  bureau  if  von  accept  the  above,  it  being  expressly  under- 
stood that  the  government  is  not  involved,  however,  by  this  action,  and  that  you  pro- 
ceed with  this  work  at  your  own  risk,  waiting  for  and  accepting  for  pay  such  appro- 
priation as  may  be  made  by  Congress  therefor. 

Payments  to  be  made  in  twelve  equal  payments,  less  10  per  centum  reservation. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 

* 

John  Roach,  New. York. 


Exhibit  V. 

Contract  order  for  machinery  4ro,,  for  United  States  iron-clad  Terror — Wm.  Cramp  j-  Son- 
March  .3,  1877. 

Philadelphia,  March  2, 1877. 

Sir  :  Having  examined  the  drawings  and  specifications  of  machinery  designed  by 
to  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  for  the  monitor  Terror,  and  class,  we  beg  leave 
present  you  the  following  proposition  : 

We  will  build  and  furnish  the  engines  complete,  according  to  the  drawings  and 
specifications  (the  boilers  being  already  contracted  for  and  nearly  finished  b^  us), 
erect  the  same  on  board  the  monitor  Terror  for  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  thirty 
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thoQsand  (2:^0,000)  dollars.    Tbe  oonditioDS  to  be  similar  to  those  speciBed  in  the  cod- 
tract  with  Mr.  John  Roach  for  the  machinery  for  monitor  Miantonomoh. 
Respectfally  yours, 

W.  CBAMFS  SONS,  S.  E.  B.  Co, 
W.  M.  CRAMP. 
W.  H.  Shock, 
.    Chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering. 


NA.VY  Department, 
Bureau  of  Stbam-Engineerino, 

March  3,  1877. 

Accepted  by  direction  ef  tbe  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  his  order  of  March  2 
at  the  terms  as  set  forth  in  tbe  report  of  board  accompanying  said  order. 

W.  H.  SHOCK. 

Chief  of  Bureau. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam>Eeginrbrino, 

March  3,  1877. 

Note. — ^The  instructions  and  orders  npon  which  the  within  proposition  was  enter- 
tained, and  work  for  machinery  ordered,  will  be  found  attached  to  report  of  board, 


with  the  Attoruey-General's  decision,  &c. 


W.  H.  SHOCK, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering, 

WaehingtoUf  March  3, 1877. 

Sir  :  Replying  to  your  letter  of  this  date  in  relation  to  the  oonstrnction  of  tbe  new 
machinery  for  monitor  Terror,  the  bureau  accepts  the  same  by  direction  of  the  honor- 
able Secretary  of  tbe  Navy,  under  date  of  2d  instant,  provided  you  agree  to  do  the 
work  for  the  sum  of  $230,000.  All  tbe  work  to  be  done  in  the  very  best  manner,  with 
the  best  material  and  according  to  plans  and  specifications  submitted,  and  to  include 
the  necessary  trial-trip  of  twenty -four  hours  to  the  satisfaction  of  tbe  bureau. 

Be  pleased  to  inform  the  bureau  if  you  accept  the  above,  it  being  expressly  under- 
stood that  the  government  is  not  involved  in  liability,  however,  by  the  action,  and 
that  you  will  proceed  with  this  work  at  your  owu  risk,  waiting  for  and  accepting  for 
pay  such  appropriation  as  may  be  made  by  Congress  therefor; 

Payments  to  be  made  in  twelve  equal  payments,  less  10  per  centum. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  H.  SHOCK. 

Wm.  Cramp  &,  Sons, 

Philadelphia,  Pa. 


Exhibit  W. 

Contract  order  for  machinery ^  <f c,  for  United  States  iron-clad  Amphitrite — The  Harlan  ^ 

HolUngnoorth  Co. — March  3, 1877, 

Office  of  the  Harlan  &  Hollingsworth  Compai^y,        • 

Wilmington,  Del,  March  3, 1877. 

Sir:  Having  examined  the  drawings  and  specifications  prepared  by  the  Department 
of  Steam  Eogmeering,  and  approved  by  a  board  of  officers,  for  the  compound  engines 
designed  for  tbe  monitor  Amphitrite,  we  beg  to  band  you  tbe  following  proposition  : 

We  will  furnish  the  engines  complete,  according  to  the  plans  and  specifications  re- 
ferred to  above,  and  erect  the  same  on  board  the  Amphitrite  at  our  yard,  tested  by  a 
trial  of  twenty-four  hours  to  tbe  satisfaction  of  the  bureau  (exclusive  of  tbe  boilers 
and  what  appertains  to  them,  according  to  the  contract  made  under  date  of  May  12, 
1875),  (or  the  sum  of  $230,000. 

This  proposition  is  made  upon  the  basis  of  furnishing  everything  to  the  same  extent 
as  is  required  by  the  department  in  the  contract  made  with  Mr.  John  Roach  for  the 
engines  to  be  built  for  the  monitor  Miantonomoh. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  T.  GAUSE, 
*  VicC' President. 

To  Engineer-in-Chief  Wm.  H.  Shock, 

Chiff  of  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  Washington. 
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Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering, 

March  3,  1877. 

Accepted  by  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  his  order  of  March 
2  at  the  terms  as  set  forth  in  report  of  board  accompanying  said  order. 

W.  H.  SHOCK, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering, 

March  3, 1877. 

Note. — The  iostractions  and  orders  npon  which  the  within  proposition  was  enter- 
tained, and  work  for  machinery  ordered,  will  be  fonud  attached  to  report  of  board,  with 
the  Attomey-GeueraPs  decision,  &.o, 

W.  H.  SHOCK, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering, 

Washington,  March  3,  1877. 

Sir  :  Replying  to  yonr  letter  of  this  date  in  relation  to  the  eonstraction  of  new  ma- 
chinery for  the  monitor  Amphitrite,  the  bnrean  accepts  the  same,  by  direction  of  the 
honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  nnder  date  of  2d  instant,  provided  you  agree  to  do 
the  work  for  the  sum  of  $230,000. 

,  All  the  work  to  be  done  in  the  very  best  manner,  with  the  best  material,  and  accord- 
ing to  plans  and  specifications  submitted,  and  to  include  the  necessary  trial-trip  of 
twenty-foar  hours  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  bureau.  Be  pleased  to  inform  the  bureau 
if  vou  accept  the  above^  it  being  expressly  understood  that  the  government  is  not  in- 
volved, however,  by  this  action,  and  that  you  proceed  with  this  work  at  yonr  own 
risk,  waiting  for,  and  accepting  for  pay,  such  appropriations  as  may  be  made  by  Con- 
gress therefor.  Payments  to  be  made  in  twelve  equal  payments,  less  10  per  centum 
reservation.  * 

Respectfully,  WM.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Harlan  &  Hollingsworth  Company, 

fVilmingtonf  Del. 


Exhibit  X. 

Contract  order  for  boilers  for  United  States  steamers  Narragansett^  Tasoarora,  and  Snowdrop. 

South  Boston  Iron  Company.    March  7, 1877. 

Boston,  March  5, 1877. 

Sir:  Having  learned  that  new  boilers  are  required  for  the  United  States  steamers 
Narragansett  and  Tnscarora,  now  at  Mare  Island  navy-yard,  California,  I  submit  the 
following  proposition  for  the  consideration  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering,  viz  : 
I  will  build  such  new  boilers  as  may  be  required  for  the  above-named  ships,  complete 
in  all  respects,  from  drawing  and  specifications  furnished  by  the  bureau,  the  material . 
to  be  of  the  very  best  quality  and  the  workmanship  to  be  first  class  in  all  respects. 
The  boilers  to  be  finished  complete,  ready  for  sea,  excepting  erection  on  board  the  ves- 
sels, or  in  sections  convenient  for  shipment,  as  the  bureau  m%j  determine.  The  price 
of  the  same  to  be,  if  erected  complete  ready  for  use,  thirty  and  seven-eighths  (30|)  cents 
per  pound.  If  in  sections,  thirty  and  three-quarter  (30f )  cents  per  pound ;  in  either 
case  to  be  delivered  alongside  ship  at  New  York  or  Boston,  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  bureau.  I  agree  to  receive  in  part  payment  such  old  material  as  may  be  at  the 
disposal  of  the  department,  at  the  highest  market-prices.  I  will  also  build  one  small 
boiler,  complete  in  all  respects,  ready  for  use,  for  the  tug-boat  Snowdrop,  now  at 
Norfolk,  from  designs  and  specifications  furnished  by  the  bureau,  and  deliver  at  navy- 
yard,  Norfolk,  material  and  workmanship  to  be  of  the  best  quality,  price  to  be  thirty 
and  seven-eighths  (30|)  cents  per  pound. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  P.  HUNT, 
President  South  Boston  Iron  Company, 

Wm.  H.  Shock, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Stiam-Engineering.  Navy  Department,  Washington. 
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Navy  Departmbkt, 
BcREAU  OF  Steam-Engixeerino, 

March  7, 1877. 

Accepted  by  verbal  direotioas  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Nary,  io  obedience  to  his  order 
of  this  date. 

W.  H.  SHOCK, 
Chief  Bureau  Steam  Engineering, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam  Enginberino, 

Wathington,  March  7, 1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  yoar  offer  of  the  5th  instant, 
for  boilers  for  the  Narragansett  and  Tuscarora,  is  accepted  npon  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions named  in  said  letter,  the  same  to  be  delivered  alongside  vessel  in  New  York  Har- 
bor, for  shipment  to  Mare  Island  navy  yard.  Also  your  offer  for  boilers  for  tug  Snow- 
drop, to  be  delivered  in  the  Norfolk,  Va.,  navy-yard.  The  specifications  and  drawings 
will  be  furnished  as  soon  as  prepared. 
Respectfully, 

W.  H.  SHOCK, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Wm.  p.  Hunt, 

BaetoUf  Ma$9. 


Exhibit  Y. 

Contract  order  for  hoilers  for  United  Slatee  iron-olad  Dictator-^South  Boston  Iron  Com' 

pany — March  10,  1877. 

Boston,  March  3, 1877. 

Sir:  Having  learned  that  new  boilers  are  required  for  the  iron-clad  monitor  Dicta- 
tor, I  submit  the  following  proposition  for  the  consideration  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam- 
Engineering,  viz:  I  will  build  such  new  boilers  as  may  be  reouired  for  the  above-named 
vessel,  complete  in  all  respects,  from  drawings  and  specihcations  fnrnished  by  the 
bureau,  the  materials  to  be  of  the  very  best  quality,  and  the  workmanship  to  be  first 
class  in  all  respects,  the  boilers  to  be  finished  complete,  ready  for  use  and  erection  on 
board  the  vessel.  The  price  of  the  same  to  be  thirty  and  seven-eighths  (30|)  cents  per 
pound,  and  to  be  delivered  alongside  ship  at  New  York. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  P.  HUNT, 
President  South  Boston  Iron  €ompany, 
W.  H.  Shock, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Steam- Engineering,  Nary  Department,  Washington, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

March  10, 1877. 

Accepted  by  direction  of  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  obedience  to  his  ord  r 
of  this  date. 

WM.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 


/  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

Washington,  March  10, 1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  your  offer  of  the  3d  instant, 
for  boilers  for  the  United  States  iron-clad  Dictator,  is  accepted,  upon  the  terms  named 
in  said  letter,  the  same  to  be  delivered  alongside  ship  or  navy-yard  ^hai^  (as  may  be 
required)  in  New  York. 
The  specifications  and  drawings  will  be  furnished  as  soon  as  possible. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
Wm.  p.  Hunt. 

Boston,  Mass, 
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BUREAU  OF  CONSTRUCTION  AND  REPAIR. 

Exhibit  A. 

Amphitrite* — The  Harlan  and  HolUngsworth  Company ^  oontradon. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

Septemher  24, 1874. 

Gentlemen  :  Yoar  proposition  *  to  "  perform  all  the  labor  necessary  to  put  in  place 
an  iron-clad  monitor  in  accordance  with  the  drawings  and  specifications  yoo  nave 
submitted  to  us,''  that  is  to  say,  "to  erect  the  frame,  garboard-streaks, keelsons,  floors, 
deck-beams,  making  the  structure  complete,  in  readiness  to  receive  the  internal  and 
external  plating,  also  in  readiness  for  the  internal  fittings,  d^c,  deck-plating,  and  side- 
armor,  "  for  the  sum  of  |13.^),000,''  is  received. 

This  proposition  is  accepted)  with  the  understanding  that  the  work  to  be  performed 
by  you  embraces  stem  and  stem  post,  the  intercostal  plates,  with  all  necessary  passages 
for  water-courses  and  ventilation,  all  ledges  and  cartings  for  hatches,  deck-pipes,  tor- 
rets  for  turret-beds  and  shaft,  all  work  for  propeller-shaft  connected  with  the  vessel, 
and  all  other  work,  except  the  internal  and  external  plating.  To  paint  with  metallic 
paint  or  red  lead  all  work  requiring  the  same  composing  the  frame  of  the  vessel  or 
the  repairing  of  the  Amphi trite  double- turreted  monitor.  The  iron  that  you  will  fur- 
nish for  this  work  will  be  the  best  quality  charcoal-iron,  and  have  a  tensile  strength 
of  60,000  pounds  the  square  inch,  for  which  the  government  will  pay  by  delivering  to 
yon  three  pounds  of  old  or  scrap  iron  for  each  pound  of  new  iron  used. 

And  it  is  further  understood  that  in  making  any  further  contract  or  agreement  for 
the  completion  of  the  repairs  of  the  Amphitrite  no  disadvantage  (to  the  government) 
shall  occur  by  having  the  vessel  on  the  stocks  at  your  yard ;  but  if  it  shall  appear 
that  a  higher  price  is  demanded  for  completing  the  work  still  to  be  done  than  in  the 
opinion  of  the  department  should  be  paid  therefor,  the  government  shall  have  the 
right  to  bargain  with  any  other  party  to  go  into  the  yard  and  do  the  remainder  of  the 
work  required  to  complete  the  repairs  of  the  said  monitor. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 

The  HARIJkN  AND  HOLLINOSWORTH  COMPANY, 

Wilmington,  Del, 


Washington,  April  2, 1875. 

!Dbar  Sir  :  We  beg  to  band  you  the  following  proposition  for  finishing  the  iron  hull- 
work  and  deck-armor  plating  of  the  double-tnrreted  monitors,  as  follows:  Do  all  the 
inside  and  outside  plating,  all  the  fore  and  aft  and  thwart-ship  iron  bulkheads,  turret 
bulkheads,  wing-passage  bulkheads,  all  the  foundations  for  engines,  boilers,  and  ma- 
chinery, including  foundations  for  tuirjt-mco^iineryand  blowing- eagines,  all  the  alley- 
ways, coal-bunkers,  manhole  plates  for  the  inner  skin,  foundations  complete  for  tur- 
rets, all  the  pipes  and  ventilators  required  for  the  blowing-engines,  and  iron  rudder 
made  and  hung,  together  with  preparing,  laying,  and  finishing  the  deck  armor  com- 
plete— that  is  to  say,  the  deck  composed  of  two  courses  of  i  plates  strapped  on  the 
under  side  thwart-ship  and  fore  and  aft — riveted  and  calked  water-tight,  boring  all 
holes  for  deck-lights  and  attaching  the  old  deck-lights  and  fitting  the  ventilator-tops, 
also  forming  all  natchways  and  finishing  the  hatches  complete,  iron  ventilators,  coal- 
openings  and  fitting  to  them  the  battle-platen  belonging  to  them,  making  the  hawse- 
pipes,  channel- ways  for  chains,  and  putting  down  the  timber-heads  and  capstan,  and 
putting  up  the  boat-davits,  preparing  the  work  as  aforesaid  complete  in  readiness  for 
the  wooden  deck.  Will  perform  all  the  labor  as  above,  exclusive  of  the  materials,  for 
1200,000.  We  do  not  embrace  side  armor  and  armor  backing,  no  deck  outfit,  and  no 
wood- work. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

J.  T.  QAU8E,  Vice-PreeidenU 

Isaiah  Hanscom,  Esq., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repairs. 

(*  Not  on  file.) 
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Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

April  5,1875. 

Gentlemen  :  The  bureau  proposes  to  yon  that  yoa  shall  finish  ^^^he  iron  bull-work 
and  deck  armor-platiof^  of  the  double-turreted  monitor  Amphitrite,  now  at  yonr  yard, 
that  is  to  say :  Do  all  the  inside  and  outside  platinfir,  all  the  fore  and  aft  and  athwart - 
ship  bulkheads,  turret  bulkheads,  wing-passaj^e  bulkheads,  all  the  foundations  for  en- 
gines, boilers,  and  machinery,  including  foundations  for  turret-machinery  and  blowing- 
engines,  all  the  alley- ways,  coal-bunkers,  manhole  plates  for  the  inner  skin,  founda- 
tions and  gearing  complete  for  turrets,  all  the  pipes  and  ventilators  required  for  the 
blowing-engines,  and  iron  rudder,  made  and  hung ;  together  witii  preparing,  laving, 
and  finishing  the  deck-armor  complete;  that  is  to  say,  the  deck  composed  of  two 
courses  of  {-inch,  strapped  on  the  under  side  ath  wart-ships  and  fore  and  aft,  riveted 
and  calked  water-tight,  boring  all  holes  for  deck-lights  and  attaching  the  old  deck- 
lights,  and  fitting  the  ventilator-tops,  and  setting  and  fitting  complete  all  ship-pnmpe, 
also  pumps  worked  by  hand,  forming  all  hatchways  and  finishing  the  hatches  complete, 
iron  ventilators,  coal-openings,  and  fitting  to  them  the  battle-plates  belonging  to  tnem  ; 
making  the  hawse-pipes,  channel-ways  ^r  chains,  and  putting  down  the  timber-heads, 
putting  up  the  boat-davits,  preparing  the  work  as  aforesaid  complete,  in  readiness 
for  the  wocden  deck,  including  painting  the  hull  with  three  coats  of  such  paint  as  may 
be  furnished  and  c«-menting  <ul  parts  required ;  it  being  agreed,  however,  that  neither 
side-armor,  armor-backing,  deck-outfit,  nor  wood- work  is  embraced  in  the  work  to  be 
done,  and  that  no  materials  are  included  in  this  prox)osition 

And  in  consideration  of  your  doing  the  work  as  before  set  forth,  the  bureau  agrees 
to  pay  to  you  the  sum  of  $155,000  in  ten  equal  payments,  20  per  centum  to  be  reserved 
from  each  payment  until  the  completion  and  acceptance  of  the  work.  Bills  to  be  ren- 
dered by  you,  under  certificate  of  the  inspecting  officer  that  the  work  has  progressed 
sufficiently  to  entitle  you  to  the  payment  named. 

Please  signify  in  writing  your  acceptance  of  this  proposition. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chirf  of  Bureau, 

The  Harlan  &>  Hollinqsworth  Company, 

Wilmington^  Del, 


Wilmington,  Del.,  April  7,  1875. 

Dear  Sir  :  We  are  in  receipt  of  vour  favor  of  the  5th  instant,  directing  certain  work 
to  be  done  in  finishing  the  hull  of  double-turreted  monitor  Amphitrite,  laying  deck- 
armor,  and  doing  deck-work,  and  stipulating  that  the  aame  must  be  done  for  not 
exceeding  $155,000. 

This  price  is  very  considerably  below  our  estimate,  and  is  really  much  below  what 
should  ue  paid  for  such  a  job,  considering  the  character  of  the  work  and  the  amount 
to  be  done ;  but  we  want  work  for  our  men  badly,  and  business  is  exceedingly  dull  at 
this  time,  and  we  are  thankful  to  get  anything  to  keep  them  employed.  We  will  there- 
fore accept  your  price  and  go  ahead  Vith  the  work  accordingly. 

We  take  it  for  granted  that  the  materials  will  be  furnished  by  us  on  the  same  con- 
ditions as  stipulated  in  the  contract  for  putting  the  vessel  in  frame.    Please  advise  us. 
Tours,  truly, 

J.  T.  GAUSE. 
Fice-Prmdeni, 

Isaiah  Hanscom,  Esq.. 

Chief  of  Bureau  Conetruction  and  Repair, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

April  13,  1875. 

Gentlemen  :  The  department  proposes  to  utilize  all  the  material  composing  the 
hull  of  the  Amphitrite,  and  for  that  purpose  desires  to  have  you  employ  some  good 
men  to  break  it  up  and  carefully  preserve  the  valuable  parts,  which  may  be  us^  in 
rebuilding  the  vessel,  either  in  their  present  condition  or  after  being  worked  over. 
The  work  of  breaking  up  to  be  in  charge  of  a  superintendent  to  be  appointed  by  the 
government,  who  will  keej)  a  careful  account  of  the  men  emx>toyed  and  see  to  the  tak- 
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iDg  care  of  the  materials.  Payment  to  be  made  to  you  for  the  men  so  employed  in  break- 
iBg  np  the  hull  as  aforesaid. 

You  will  please  inform  the  bureau  if  you  are  willing;  to  have  the  work  done  on  the 
above-mentioned  terms. 

EespeotfulJy,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chitf  of  Bureau, 
The  Harlax  &>  IIollings worth  Company, 

Wilmington^  Del. 


Wilmington,  Del.,  April  14,  1875. 

Dear  Sir:  We  have  your  favor  of  the  13th,  instant,  in  refereooe  tobreaking  up  the 
hull  of  Amphitrite  and  utilizing  the  materials.    The  conditions  you  name  are  satisfac- 
tory, and  we  will  carry  them  out  strictly. 
Yours,  truly, 

J.  T.  GAUSE, 
Vice-President, 
ISALAii  Hanscom,  Esq., 

Chief  Bureau  Conetruotion  and  Bepair, 


Exhibit  A  a. 

The  United  Stales  iron-clad  monitor  Amphitrite — the  Harlan  and  HMingswirth  Co. — Mag 

3, 1877. 

Navy  Depaiitmest, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  3,  1877. 

Gentlemen  :  Your  proposition  of  the  2d  instant,  to  complete  the  work  to  be  done 
to  the  United  States  iron-clad  doable-turreted  monitor  Amphitrite,  belonging  to  and 
coming  under  the  cognizance  of  this  bureau,  and  not  covered  by  existing  contracts, 
has  been  received  and  considered. 

The  work  to  be  done  to  this  vessel,  or  the  principal  part  thereof,  is  as  follows :  To 
drill  and  prepare  armor  bolt-holes  for  side-armor  and  skin-plating;  furnish  and  put  ou 
side-armor  backing  of  white-oak,  and  secure  the  same  ;  make  and  erect  complete  tur- 
ret-beds for  the  turrets ;  build  iron  house  on  deck  and  secure  same  as  per  plan  ;  put  on 
wooden  deck  of  yellow  pine,  free  from  shakes  and  bad  knots,  4  by  7  inch  plank,  with 
coamings  or  covering-boards  of  12,  10,  and  8  inches  in  width  around  side  of  deck,  and 
with  deck  plank  nibbed  forward  and  aft  in  the  inner  strake  ;  also  around  hatches, 
house  on  deck,  ventilators,  smoke-stack,  and  wherever  else  required,  and  properly  se- 
curing the  same ;  making,  framing,  and  fitting  complete  all  hatches  with  battle-plates 
and  Hyatt  lights,  fitted  with  brass  hinges  and  patent  lifters  for  the  same,  and  with 
iron  coamings  fitted  with  improved  water-tight  doors,  scuppers,  and  valves,  as  may 
be  required,  the  iron  coaming  well  fitted  and  secured  to  the  deck-plating:  also  mak- 
ing and  fitting  all  hatches  and  scuttles  below  with  brass  bolts,  locks,  and  hinges  for 
same,  of  such  material  as  may  be  required ;  making  and  furnishing  of  the  best  sea- 
soned material,  in  oak,  pini*,  and  walnut,  as  may  be  required,  all  Joiner  and  car- 
penter work  on  deck  and  below,  complete  and  entire,  such  as  cabin  and  ward-rooms 
below  and  aft,  and  in  house  on  deck  ;  also  berth-deck  for  men,  store-rooms  for  offi- 
cers and  men  below  and  on  deck ;  making  and  furnishing  mast  and  fittings,  and  all 
furniture  coming  within  the  cognizance  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 
as  defined  in  the  new  allowance-book  of  the  Navy,  for  all  parts  of  the  ship,  the  said 
furniture  to  be  made  of  the  best  material  and  of  the  best  workmanship,  and  fitted, 
both  below  and  on  deck,  according  to  the  requirements  of  the  service ;  also  make,  fit, 
and  secure  anchor-crane  davit,  boat-davits,  davits  for  hatches,  and  wherever  else 
necessary,  all  to  be  of  the  best  iron,  fitted  and  secured  in  the  most  substantial  manner, 
and  according  to  approved  plans  from  the  department.  Also  to  be  furnished  and 
fitted  complete,  tiller  and  all  steering-pulleys,  hangers,  slides,  wire-rope,  wheels  (by 
hand  or  steam),  complete  in  all  respects  for  sea;  fitting  all  galleys  for  officers  and 
men  with  pipes  of  copper  or  iron,  with  rods  complete  in  every  respect  for  use,  with 
wooden  beids  lined  with  lead,  &c.  (the  government  furnishing  the  galleys  and  pots  for 
the  same).  All  plumbing  of  the  vessel  to  be  furnished  complete,  above  and  below, 
including  water-clo«ets  of  improved  pattern  for  officers  and  men,  fixed  wash-bowls, 
bath-tubs,  urine  drills.    Furnishing  and  fitting  cocks  and  valves,  and  lining  maga- 
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eines,  Bbell-roomB,  ligbt-rooms,  and  boxes,  and  Btore-rooms,  witb  lead,  iroD,  and  tin, 
as  required  and  as  per  regulations  of  tbe  Navy;  also  doiog  all  bras^>work,  tin  work, 
and  lead- work  of  sills,  pantries,  closets,  state-rooms,  and  cabin,  complete  and  entire, 
ready  for  officers  and  men,  and  in  every  respect  necessary  to  fit  tbe  sbip  for  sea- 
service.    Faniisbing  and  fitting  with  all  tbe  necessary  pipes,  snotions,  and  strainers 
tbree  (3)  improved  steam-pumps,  one  forward,  one  aft,  and  one  amidsbips,  respectively, 
to  be  arranged  to  work  by  band  wben  required,  and  to  take  water  from  tbe  main  bold 
as  well  as  from  tbe  different  water-bottom  compartments,  as  may  be  required;  also 
to  fnmisb  and  fit  witb  tbe  necessary  piping  all  pumps  for  scuttle-butt  and  harness- 
casks,  and  connections  to  fresh-water  casks  and  tank.s;  also  all  wash,  deck,  and  band 
pumps  necessary  for  tbe  vessel  and  according  to  tbe  regulations  of  tbe  Navy,  except 
those  furnished  by  tbe  government  and  named  in  the  allowance-book.    Build,  fit,  and 
connect  all  wat«r- tanks,  witb  pumps  for  the  same,  and  witb  cocks,  valves,  and  fittings. 
To  furnish  and  fit  all  branches  from  air- ventilator  to  registers  in  the  deck  and  wher- 
ever else  required,  and  to  make  and  fit  the  registers  for  the  same ;  also  to  furnish  and 
fit  improved  blowers  and  connections,  equal  to  the  Hawkins  patent,  for  exhausting  tbe 
foul  air  from  the  vessel  and  furnishing  fresh  air  to  tbe  different  parts,  as  may  be  re- 
quired.   To  build,  fit,  equip,  and  furnish  complete,  with  all  the  necessary  outnts  aud 
fittings,  agreeably  to  the  regulations  of  the  service,  one  iron,  steel,  or  wood  steam- 
launcn,  four  (4)  cutters,  and  one  (1)  dinghy.    All  the  boats,  except  the  steam-launch, 
to  be  of  wood,  to  be  furnished  complete  in  all  their  parts,  equipped  witb  outfits  com- 
plete, and  painted  ready  for  use.    The  plans  of  these  boats  will  be  furnished  by  tbe. 
bureau  on  application  to  tbe  department.    Fitting  and  furnishing  steam-beaters, 
and  their  connections  throughout  the  vessel,  also  deck-lights 'Ho  be  double  lights,^' 
brass  rings,  castings,  and  gratings  for  tbe  same,  witb  copper  cowls  fittiog  on  the 
deck  over  the  same  and  battle-plates  to  take  their  place  wben  unshipped,  as  per 
plans.     Coal-chutes  to  be  fitted  witb   battle-plates  for  same,  as  per  plan.     Man- 
boles  and  plates  where  required  and  designated  by  tbe  inspecting  officer,  where  not 
called  for  by  previous  contracts.    Oil  and  spirit  tanks,  drip-pans,  &o.,  made  and  fitted 
in  place.    Shot  and  shell  elevating  apparatus  aud  cranes;   fittiug  large  and  small 
ventilators  with  goose-neck  tops  and  cowls,  fitted  to  turn  from  below  over  the  engine 
and  boiler  rooms,  and  with  battle-plates  fitted  for  the  same  when  unshipped.    To  fur- 
nish, plane,  drill,  tap,  fit,  and  secure  tbe  side-armor  plating  of  best  rolled  iron,  the 
upper  or  outer  plates  to  be  7  inches  in  thickness,  and  of  snch  dimensions  in  length  and 
width  as  may  be  required,  and  according  to  plans  to  be  furnished  by  the  department. 
The  lower  plates  will  be  furnished  and  fitted,  as  regards  size  and  shape,  in  like  manner, 
according  to  plans  which  will  be  furnished.    All  toe  a^-mor  plating  to  be  made,  fitted, 
and  furnished  subject  to  such  tests  as  to  teuHile  strength  and   resistance  as  may  be  re- 
quired and  determined  necessary  by  such  officer  or  officers  as  may  be  assigned  to  that 
duty  by  the  department. 

The  plans  herein  spoken  of  and  to  be  furnished  by  tbe  department,  showing  size, 
&c.,  of  side-armor  plates  and  other  parts,  will  also  show  tbe  size  and  description  of 
rivets  and  fastenings  for  the  same.  The  work  must  be  done  in  a  firdt-class  manner, 
tbe  bolts  and  rivets  to  be  of  the  best  material  and  manufacture,  and  be  fitted,  secured, 
and  completed  in  all  respects  to  the  satisfaction  of  tbe  department  and  its  insnecting- 
officer  or  officers.  If  it  should  be  determined  to  have  a  steam-windlass  ana  steam- 
steering  gear  (to  be  furnished  by  the  government)  on  the  vessel,  it  will  be  required  to 
fit  and  seoure  the  same. 

Painting  the  sbip  throughout,  in  every  department,  tbree  coats ;  cabin  and  ward- 
room, four  coats.  Furnishing  and  fitting  compressors  for  anchors  and  chains  and 
launching  and  insuring  tbe  ship.  This,  and  all  other  work  herein  set  forth  and  de- 
scribed, to  be  done  as  directed  and  to  tbe  entire  satisfaction  of  the  government  in- 
spector who  will  be  appointed  to  superintend  the  same. 

It  is  deemed  by  the  department  and  bureau  of  the  highest  importance  that  tbe 
Amphitrite,  which,  when  completed,  will  be  one  of  tbe  most  powerful  iron-clad  ves- 
sels of  the  Navy,  and  is  greatly  needed  for  the  protection  of  the  narbors  of  the  Atlantic 
coast,  should  be  put  in  such  a  state  of  progress  toward  completion,  that  she  oonld^  if 
an  emergency  should  arise,  be  got  ready  for  sea  within  a  short  time,  and  this  necessity 
is  deemed  sufficient  to  Justify  the  department  (a  due  regard  being  had  for  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  government)  in  making  any  legal  contract  whereby  that  end  may  be 
accomplished. 

The  department,  therefore,  consents  to  allow  yon  to  commence  the  work  of  com- 
pleting the  Amphitrite  upon  the  following  conditions,  viz :  That  the  work  to  be  done 
by  you  upon  said  vessel  shall  embrace  all  work  of  every  description  required  to  com- 
plete her  ready  for  sea-service,  and  fully  equipped  for  one  year's  service,  whether  em- 
braced in  your  proposition  or  specified  in  this  letter  or  not,  and  that  the  omission 
herein  of  any  detail  or  object  necessary  to  so  complete  her  will  not  be  to  tbe  detriment 
of  the  government,  but  that  she  shall  be  luUy  completed  for  the  sum  to  be  hereinafter 
named,  and  no  extra  bill  or  claim  upon  her  shall  be  allowed  or  paid.  Farther,  that 
the  work,  as  above,  shall  be  done  and  fully  completed  by  yon  for  tbe  sum  of  $348|000, 
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divided  into  ten  equal  paymentSi  to  bo  made  as  the  work  procuresses  and  as  appropri- 
ations may  be  made  by  Congress  and  become  available  for  the  purpo^ie  ;  tea  per  centnro, 
however,  of  the  amount  of  each  payment  to  be  reserved  until  the  entire  work  shall 
have  been  completed  according  to  the  plans  and  specificatioos  to  be  fnraished  by  the 
department  and  to  its  full  and  entire  satisfaction.  It  being  understood  that  thi  s 
qualified  acceptance  of  your  proposition  does  not  bind  the  ^vemment  to  pay  parties 
entering  into  contract  for  this  work  except  after  appropriations  are  made  for  the  pur- 
pose. 

If  throngh  any  cause  yon  should  be  unable  to  continue  the  work^of  rebuilding  the 
yessel,  as  aforesaid,  should  appropriations  be  made  for  the  purpose,  it  is  to  be  under- 
stood that  the  government  shall  have  the  right,  after  giving  two  months'  notice,  to 
enter  npon  and  take  charge  thereof,  and  to  complete  it  at  your  expeuse,  charging  any 
aatoeae  of  cost  over  and  above  the  price  agreed  npon  to  you. 

The  fact  that  the  time  of  payment  for  doing  the  work  herein  specified  or  referrred 
to  cannot  be  stated  with  certainty  but  depends  entirely  upon  the  aotiou  of  C  insress 
in  making  the  appropriations  necessary  for  the  purpose,  should  be  borne  in  mind  and 
duly  considered  by  yon  before  deciding  to  continue  the  same ;  but  your  decision,  in 
writing,  in  the  matter  should  be  submitted  to  the  bureau  as  early  as  practicable. 
Bespectfnlly,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
.  The  Harlan  &  Hollxnosworth  CoMPAxr, 

Wilminoton  DtA. 


Wilmington,  Del.,  March  2, 1877. 

Sir:  Learning  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the  N.%vy  Ddpartmeot  to  have  the  monitor 
Amphitrite completed,  and  that  a  board  has  baen  appointed  which  has  already  exam- 
ined and  estimated  the  cost  of  fiuishing  same,  and  believing  also  we  can  make  it  the 
interest  of  the  department,  basing  our  figures  on  the  present  low  prices  for  materials 
and  labor,  we  beg  leave  to  hand  you  a  proposition,  as  follows,  viz : 

We  offer  to  complete  the  said  vessel,  ready  for  sea,  covering  whatever  comes  under 
the  Bureau  of  Coustruction  and  Repair,  and  chargeable  to  that  department,  exclusive 
of  what  is  embraee<i  to  be  furnished  in  our  two  former  contracts,  and  deliver  said  ves- 
sel, when  completed,  to  the  United  States  navy-yard  at  League  Island,  f  )r  the  sum  of 
$3^,500,  the  work  to  be  commenced  at  once  and  finished  as  rapidly  as  the  department 
may  desire,  consistent  with  making  a  first-class  job. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  T.  GAUSE, 

Vict-PreBtdenU 
To  Isaiah  Hanscom, 

Chirf  of  Bureau  of  Comtraetion  amd  Bepahr^  Wa$huufUw,  D.  C. 


Wilmington,  Del,,  March  14,  1877. 

Sir:  Yonr  coramanioation  of  March  3,  in  reply  to  our  proposition  for  finishing  the 
monitor  Amphitrite,  was  duly  received  and  has  had  our  careful  consideration.  We 
feel  it  to  be  pretty  hard  that  you  should  reduce  the  price  below  what  we  ofifered  ;  but, 
coosidering  the  condition  of  the  times  and  the  necessities  of  oar  men,  and  at  the  same 
time  our  desire  to  work  for  the  government  at  the  very  lowest  possible  rates,  we  have 
decided  to  accept  the  priee  yon  name,  $348,000,  with  all  the  conditions  and  stipulations 
of  your  letter.  Will  arrange  speedily  to  go  on  with  the  work. 
Yonrs,  very  respectfully, 

J.  T.  GAU8E, 

Vice  PreeidetU, 
Isaiah  Hanbcom, 

Cki^  of  Bureau  Cotutruethu  and  Bepair,  Waihiugi^nf  D.  C. 


Exhibit  A  h. 

United  States  iron-elad  rnvnUor  Puritan— John  Roach — March  3,  1877. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  3,  1877. 

Sir:  Yonr  proposition  of  the  27th  ultimo,  amended  under  date  of  the  3d  instant,  to 
eomplete  the  work  to  be  done  to  the  United  Statea  iron*clad  d<mble  turreted  monitor 
Puritan,  belonging  to  and  coming  under  this  bnrean,  and  not  covered  by  existing  coa- 
tracts,  has  been  received  and  eoneidered  except  as  to  turrets  and  appurtenances. 

3  AN 
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The  work  to  be  done  to  this  vemel,  or  the  principal  part  thereof,  is  as  follows:  to 
drill  and  prepare  armor  bolt-holes  for  side-armor  and  skin  plating ;  fnrnish  and  put  on 
side-armor  backing  of  white  oak  and  secure  the  same ;  build  iron  house  on  deck  and 
secure  same  as  per  plan  :  put  on  wooden  deck  of  yellow-pine,  4  by  7  inch  plank,  with 
coamings  or.oovering  boards  of  12, 10,  and  8  inches  in  width  around  side  of  deck,  and 
with  deck-plank  nibbed  forward  and  aft  in  the  inner  strake,  also  around  hatches,  tur- 
rets, house  on  deck,  ventilators,  smoke-stack,  and  wherever  else  required,  and  properly 
securing  same;  making,  framing,  and  fitting  oomp!et«  all  hatches  with  battle-plates, 
and  Hyatt  lights  fitted  with  brass  hinges  and  patent  lifters  for  the  same,  and  with  Iroa 
coamings  fitted  with  improved  water-tight  doors,  Bcnppers,  and  valves,  as  mav  be 
required,  the  iron  coamings  well  fitted  and  secured  to  the  deck-plating ;  also  making 
and  fitting  all  hatches  and  scuttles  below  with  brass  bolts,  locks,  and  binges  for  same 
of  such  material  as  may  be  required ;  making  and  furnishing  of  the  best  seasoned 
material  in  oak,  pine,  and  walnut,  as  may  be  required,  all  Joiner  and  carpenter 
work  on  deck  and  below  complete  and  entire,  such  as  cabin  and  ward-rooms  below 
and  aft.  and  in  house  on  deck,  also  berth-deck  for  men,  store-rooms  f  »r  ofilcers  and 
men  below  and  on  deck;  making  and  furnishing  mast  aqd  fittings  and  all  furniture 
coming  within  the  cognizance  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  ai  defined 
in  the  allowance- book  of  the  Navy,  for  all  parts  of  the  ship,  the  said  furniture  to  be 
made  of  the  best  material  and  of  the  best  workmanship,  and  fitted,  both  below  and 
on  deck,  according  to  the  requirements  of  the  service.  To  furnish,  make,  and  finish 
complete,  of  such  size  and  plan  as  may  hereafter  be  determined,  the  pilot-housee  and 
appurtenances ;  armored  smoke-stack  and  air-ventilators  projecting  above  the  deck 
to  be  composed  of  rolled  iron  plates  of  improved  manufacture  and  quality,  subject  to 
such  tests  as  may  be  required  and  determined  necessary  to  ascertain  the  strength,  tex- 
ture, and  quality  of  the  iron  for  iron-armor  plating  of  this  description  by  such  officer 
or  officers,  as  may  be  assigned  to  that  duty  by  the  department,  and  with  all  their  fit- 
tings complete.  To,  in  like  manner,  furnish,  plane,  drill,  tap,  fit,  and  secure  the  side- 
armor  plating,  of  best  rolled  iron,  the  nnper  or  outer  plates  to  be  twelve  inches  in 
thickness,  and  of  snch  dimensions  in  length  and  width  as  may  be  required,  and  accord- 
ing to  plans  to  be  furnished  by  the  department.  The  lower  plates  will  be  furnished 
and  fitted,  as  regards  size  and  shape,  in  like  manner  according  to  plans  which  will  be 
famit^hed.  All  the  armor-plating  herein  named  to  be  made,  fitte<l,  and  furnished 
Bobject  to  snch  tests  as  to  tensile  strength  and  resistance  as  heretofore  named  and  re- 
ferred to. 

The  plans  herein  spoken  of  and  to  be  furnished  by  the  department,  showing  size,  dee., 
of  side-armor  plates  and  other  parts,  will  also  show  the  size  and  description  of  bolts, 
rivets,  and  fastenings  for  the  same.  The  work  must  be  done  in  a  first-class  manner, 
the  bolts  and*  rivets  to  be  of  the  best  material  and  manufacture,  and  be  fitted,  secured, 
and  completed  in  all  respects  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  department  and  of  its  inspect- 
ing officer  or  officers. 

There  will,  also,  be  asteam-windla^ss  and  a  steam-steering  gear  to  fit  and  secure  (the 
government  furnishing  the  same) ;  also  to  m  ike,  fit,  and  secure  anchor-crane  davit,  boat- 
davits,  davits  for  hatches,  and  wherever  else  necessary,  all  to  be  of  the  best  iron,  fitted 
and  secured  in  the  most  rtubstantial  manner,  and  according  to  apnroved  plans  from 
the  department.  Also,  to  be  furnished  and  fitted  complete,  tiller  and  all  steering-pnl- 
leys,  hangers,  slides,  wire  rope,. wheels,  by  hand  or  steam,  complete  in  all  re«peors  for 
sea;  fitting  all  galleys  for  officers  and  men  with  pipes  of  copper  or  iron,  with  rods  com- 
plete in  every  respect  for  use,  with  wooden  beds  lined  with  lead.  &c.  (the  government 
fnrnishiug  the  galleys  and  pots  for  the  same).  All  plumbing  ot  the  vessel  to  be  fur- 
nished complete,  above  and  below,  including  water-closets  of  improved  pattern  for 
officers  and  men,  fixed  wash-bowls,  bath-tuba,  urine-dills;  furnishing  and  fitting  cocks 
and  valves,  and  lining  magazines,  shell-rooms,  light-rooms,  and  boxes  and  store-rooms 
with  lead,  iron,  and  tin,  as  required,  and  per  regulations  of  the  Navy  ;  also,  doing  all 
brass-work,  tin-work,  or  lead-work  of  sills,  pantries,  closets,  state-rooms,  and  cabin, 
complete  and  entire,  ready  for  officers  and  men,  and  in  every  respect  necessary  to  fit 
the  ship  for  sea-service ;  furnishirg,  and  fitting  with  all  the  necessary  pipes,  sucrions 
and  strainers,  three  improved  steam-pumps,  forward  and  aft,  and  amidships,  respect- 
ively, to  be  arranged  to  work  by  hand  when  required,  and  to  take  water  from  the  main 
hold  as  well  as  from  the  different  water-bottom  compartments,  as  may  be  required ; 
also  to  furnish  and  fit  with  necessary  piping  and  pumps  for  scuttle,  butt,  and  harness 
casks  and  connections  to  fresh-water  casks  and  tanks ;  also  all  wash,  deck,  and  hand 
pnmps  necessary  for  the  vessel,  and  according  to  the  regulations  of  the  Navy,  except 
those  furnished  by  the  government,  and  named  in  the  allowance-book.  Build,  fit  and 
connect  all  water-tank^,  with  pumps  for  the  same,  and  with  cocks,  valves  and  fittings. 
Te  fnrnish  and  fit  all  brancnes  from  air-ven;ilator  to  registers  in  the  deck,  and 
wherever  else  required,  and  to  make  and  fit  the  registers  for  the  same;  also  to 
furnish  and  fit  improved  blowers  and  connections,  equal  to  the  Hawkins  patent, 
for  exhausting  the  foul  air  from  the  vessel  and  furnishing  fresh  air  to  the  differ- 
ent parts  as  may  be  required.    To  build,  fit,  equip  and  iaruish  complete  with  all 
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the  necessary  ontfita  and  fittiDj;s  a^creeablj  to  the  regnlations  of  the  service,  one 
iron,  steel,  or  wood  stesm-lannch,  foar  cutters,  one  din^^hy  and  one  other  boat  to  be 
hereafter  named  and  described  by  the  department—all  the  boats  except  the  steam- 
lannch  to  be  of  wood ;  to  be  famished  complete  in  all  their  parts,  equipped  and 
paint<ed  ready  for  ose.  The  plans  of  these  boats  will  be  furnished  by  this  bureau  on 
application  to  the  department.  Fittinji^  and  furnishing  steam- heaters  and  their  con- 
tions  throughout  the  vessel ;  also  deck  lights,  "  to  be  doable  lights,''  brass  rings,  castings 
and  frratings  for  the  same,  with  copper  combs  fitting  on  the  deck  over  the  same,  and 
battle-plates  to  take  their  place  when  unshipped,  as  per  plans.  Coal-chutes  to  be  fitted 
with  battle-plates  for  same,  as  per  plan.  Manholes  and- plates  where  required  and 
designated  by  the  inspecting  officer  where  not  called  for  by  previous  contracts.  Oil 
and  spirit  tanks,  drip- pans,  &c.,  made  and  fitted  in  place;  shot  and  shell  elevating 
apparatus  and  cranes ;  fitting  large  and  small  ventilators  with  goose-neck  tops  anrl 
eowls,  fitted  to  tnrn  from  below  over  the  engine  and  boiler  rooms,  and  with  battle- 
plates  fitted  for  the  same  when  unshipped.  Painting  the  ship  throughout  in  every  de- 
partment, three  coats,  cabin  and  ward-room  four  coats.  Furnishing  and  fitting  com- 
pressors for  anchors  and  chains,  and  launching  and  insuring  the  ship.  All  of  which 
work,  herein  set  forth  and  described,  will  be  required  to  be  done  as  directed  and  to 
the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  government  inspector  who  will  be  appointed  to  superin- 
tend the  sam««. 

It  is  deemed  by  the  department  and  bureau  of  the  highest  importance  that  the  Pu- 
ritan, which,  when  completed,  will  be  the  most  powerful  iron-clad  vessel  of  the  Navy, 
and  is  greatly  needed  for  the  protection  of  the  harbors  of  the  Atlantic  coast,  should  be 
put  in  such  a  state  of  progress  toward  completion  that  she  could,  if  an  emergency 
should  arise,  be  got  reaay  for  sea  within  a  short  time ;  and  this  necessity  (a  due  regard 
being  had  for  the  best  interests  of  the  government)  is  deemed  sufficient  by  the  depart- 
ment to  Justify  the  making  of  any  legal  contract  whereby  that  end  may  be  accom- 
plished. 

The  department,  therefore,  consents  to  allow  you  to  commence  the  work  of  com- 
pleting the  Puritan,  so  far  as  herein  specified,  upon  the  following  conditions,  viz : 
That  the  work  to  be  done  by  you  upon  said  vessel  shall  embrace  all  work  of  every 
description  required  to  complete  her  ready  for  sea-service,  except  turrets  and  appnr- 
tf'uances,  whether  embraced  ift  your  proposition  or  specified  in  this  letter  or  not,  and 
that  the  omission  herein  of  any  detail  or  object  necessary  to  so  complete  hnr  will  not 
be  to  the  detriment  of  the  irovernment,  but  that  she  shall  be  fully  completed,  so  far  as 
herein  specified,  for  the  sum  to  be  hereinafter  named,  and  no  extra  bill  or  claim  upon 
her  for  the  work  heretofore  specified  shall  be  allowed  or  paid.  Further,  thar.  the  work 
as  above  shall  be  done  and  fully  completed  by  yon  for  the  sum  of  $183,934,  divided 
into  twenty  equal  payments,  to  be  made  as  the  work  progresses  and  as  appropriations 
may  be  made  by  Congress  and  become  available  for  the  purpose,  ten  per  centum,  how- 
ever, of  the  amount  of  each  payment  to  be  reserved  until  the  entire  work  shall  have 
been  completed  according  to  the  plans  and  specifications  to  be  furnished  by  the  de- 
partment and  to  its  full  and  entire  satisfaction,  it  being  understood  that  this  qualitied 
acceptance  of  yonr  proposition  does  not  bind  the  government  to  pay  parties  entering 
into  contract  for  this  work  except  aftor  appropriations  are  made  for  the  purpose. 

With  reference  to  the  second  part  of  your  proposition  relative  to  the  Roanoke, 
which  vessel  has  been  condemned  by  a  board  of  naval  officers  as  unfit  for  repairs,  as 
it  is  the  desire  of  the  departmeut,  in  the  interest  of  economy,  to  use  such  parts  of  her 
as  can  be  properly  applied  to  Ae  rebuilding  of  the  Puritan,  it  is  accepted  with  the  fol- 
lowing modifications,  viz:  That  the  condemned  monitor  vessel  Roanoke  will  be 
delivered  to  you,  at  your  works  in  Chester.  Pa,  by  the  department ;  that  the  valu- 
able parts,  which  can  be  utilized  without  cnange  of  form  or  plan,  shall  be  removed 
by  you  and  turned  over  to  you,  to  be  used  on  the  new  work,  without  expense  to  the 
government ;  that  the  same  shall  be  appraised  and  valued  when  removed  by  a  board 
of  such  officers  as  may  be  assigned  to  the  duty,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  depart- 
ment ;  the  remaining  material  to  be  also  removed  from  the  hull  without  expense  to 
the  government  and  turned  over  to  you  for  reworkinp^  in  such  manner  as  may  seem 
best,  the  delivery  to  yon  to  be  made  after  said  material  has  been  weighed  under  the 
supervision  of  such  government  officer  as  may  be  assigned  to  the  duty,  or  the  inspect- 
ing-officer  of  the  work,  and  at  fair  market-iates  to  be  fixed  and  agreed  upon  by  the 
department.  As  regards  your  proposing  to  take  the  boll  of  the  Roanoke,  after  she 
has  been  stripped  of  the  materml  aforesaid,  far  the  sum  of  $18,000,  it  is  considered  by 
the  department  that  the  vessel,  after  having  been  strippe<l,  as  above  stated,  may  be 
utilized  in  rebuilding  the  Puritan  to  the  value  of  $20,000,  at  which  price  she  will  be 
turned  over  to  yon,  and  the  gross  amount  which  may  be  realized  as  aforesaid  from  the 
material  which  can  be  ntilized  without  change  of  form  or  plan,  from  that  to  be  turned 
over  to  you  to  be  reworked,  and  from  the  hull  of  the  Roanoke,  taken  at  the  price  here- 
in named,  as  the  valuation  set  by  the  department,  will  be  deducted  from  the  amount 
which  under  your  contract  you  would  otherwise  receive  for  completing  the  Puritan. 

If,  through  any  cause,  you  should  bd  unable  to  continue  the  work  of  rebuilding  the 
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vessel  Paritati,  as  afbresaid,  shonld  appropriatiotis  be  made  for  the  purpose,  it  is  to  be 
understood  that  the  government  shall  have  the  right,  after  two  months'  notice,  to 
enter  upon  and  take  charge  thereof,  and  to  ooroplete  it  at  yoor  expensei  charging 
any  excess  of  cost  over  and  above  the  prioe  afipreed  upon  to  you. 

The  fact  that  the  time  of  payment  for  doing  the  work  herein  specified  or  referred  to 
cannot  be  stated  with  certainty,  but  depends  entirely  upon  the  action  of  Congress  in 
making  the  appropriations  necessary  for  the  purpose,  shonld  be  borne  in  mind  and  be 
duly  considerea  by  'you  before  deciding  to  oontinne  the  samo ;  but  your  decision,  in 
writing,  in  the  matter  shonld  be  submitted  to  the  bureau  as  early  aa  practicable. 

Your  proposition  for  building  the  turrets  and  appurtenanoes  at  the  price  named  in 
report  of  the  board  herein  referred  to,  or  the  memorandum  attached  and  belonging 
thereto,  viz,  the  sum  of  |513,706,  is  also  accepted,  subject  to  the  same  terms  and  oondi- 
tions  as  in  regard  to  the  work  heretofore  specified  in  regard  to  the  hull  of  the  vessel 
for  which  they  are  intended,  viz,  the  Puritan,  with  the  understanding  that  they,  when 
built,  are  to  be  finished  complete  in  every  respect,  and  according  to  plans  and  apecifi- 
nations  to  be  furnished ;  also,  should  the  oost  thereof  be  reduced  below  the  estimate  of 
the  board,  by  reason  of  change  in  size  and  weight  of  iron,  that  a  corresponding  reduc- 
tion shall  be  made  in  the  price  herein  agreed  upon,  and  you  are  requested  to  notify  the 
bureau  if  yon  will  build  them  on  these  terms. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  8er?ant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 

JoRX  Roach,  Esq., 

CkeeteTf  Pa, 


New  York,  February  87, 1877. 

Sir  :  Understanding  that  a  board  of  oflloera  have  assembled  at  ray  works  at  Chester 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  cost  of  the  completion  of  the  United  States  iron- 
clad Puritan,  there  rebuilding,  i  would  state  that  after  the  consideration  of  the  expense 
of  making  the  heavy  armor,  new  turrets,  &e.,  for  this  vessel,  I  would  submit  the  fol- 
lowing proposition  for  the  C4>nsideralion  of  the  departnibnt. 

I  will  agree  to  complete  the  work  under  cognizance  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction 
and  Repair,  not  included  in  my  existing  contracts,  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the 
government,  in  accordance  with  the  plans  to  be  by  them  furnished,  of  the  same  gen- 
eral design  as  the  Miantonomob,  but  of  the  increased  dimensions  suitable  to  this^larger 
vessel,  to  build  her  new  turrets  and  side-armor,  and  kiolting  the  armored  smoke-pipe 
and  pilot-house  complete,  for  the  sum  of  $8115,000. 

To  furnish  all  the  details  in  ^neral,  aa  set  forth  in  the  nooompanying  list,  for  the 
further  sum  of  $245,000,  and  finish  all  the  above  in  eighteen  months. 

As  a  large  portion  of  the  turret-engine  and  ventilating  maoliinery,  with  general  fit- 
tings, &c,  of  the  Roanoke,  which  vessel  has  been  condemned,  can  be  utilized  in  the 
rebuilding  of  the  Puritan,  1  will  agree  to  receive  any  such  parto  at  a  fair  valuation  to 
be  determined  by  a  board  of  officers,  and  also  to  receive  any  old  material  from  that 
ship  at  fair  marl^et-rates.  to  be  worked  over  and  used  in  the  finishing  of  said  ship,  and 
after  the  removal  of  all  the  above  I  will  give  for  the  hulk  so  stripped  the  sum  of 
$18,000. 

RMipeotfhlly,  • 

JOHN  ROACH. 

Chief  Naval  Constructor  L  Hanscom,  U.  S.  N., 

Ckii^  of  Bureau  of  Cometructiou  and  EepaiTf  Navy  D^^aritueut 


Washikoton,  D.  C,  March  3, 1877. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  this  date,  proposing  to  me  to  furnish  the  material  and  labor  to 
complete  the  United  States  iron-clad  monitor  Puritan,  ready  for  sea,  for  the  gross  sum 
for  bull  and  turrets  of  $997,642,  is  received,  and  I  hereby  unqualifiedly  contract  and 
agree  to  do  the  work  therein  specified,  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  proposed  to 
me,  and  will  proceed  to  perform  the  same  in  acoordance  therewith. 
Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  ROACH. 
Chief  Naval  Constructor  J.  Hanscom,  U.  S.  N., 

Bureau  ConBtruetiou  and  Bepair,  Navjf  Dfparimini,  Watikington^  D.  C. 
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New  Yorw,  March  8, 1877. 

8ir:  YoTir  letter  of  the  3d  instant,  embracing- the  details  of  materials  to  be  famished 
and  labor  done  to  complete  the  iron-olad  monitor  Puritan,  ready  for  sea,  except  tnr- 
rets  and  appurtenances,  and  that  you  propose  that  I  shall  do  for  the  sum  of  (450,000, 
is  received. 

In  answer  to  the  same,  I  would  say  that  the  snm  named  by  you  for  doing  this  work 
is  entirely  too  low.  The  plating  for  this  vessel  is  of  nnnsnal  thickness  and  size.  None 
of  this  character  has  ever  been  made  in  this  country.  I  have  already  made  extensive 
preparation  for  the  manufacture  of  the  armor- iron  for  the  Miantonomoh,  with  facili- 
ties equal  to  if  not  superior  to  works  manufacturing  this  description  of  iron  in 
England,  which  costs  there  an  average  of  fifteen  cents  per  pound,  without  fi'eight, 
handling,  or  placing  it  on  the  ship,  l^e  report  of  the  board  of  naval  officers  recently 
directed  by  the  department  to  estimate  the  cost  of  completing  the  Puritan  and  other 
iron-clads  give  an  average  of  about  four  cents  per  pound  for  this  description  of  work, 
and  taking  into  account  the  additional  thicknejs  or  the  inm  for  this  vessel,  over  that 
to  be  made  for  the  Terror  class,  the  difficulty  of  handling,  planing,  fitting,  bending  to 
shape,  punching,  and  drilling  such  plates,  the  amount  named  by  the  board  referred  to 
above  is  but  a  just  and  fair  price,  althoufi^h  relatively  in  the  aggregate  considerably 
below  the  prices  named  for  the  Terror  class.  I  would  like  to  complete  during  the 
depressed  condition  of  business  this,  the  best  vessel  of  war  ever  built  in  this  country 
at  any  yard,  and  I  will  now  reduce  my  previous  bid  for  doing  the  entire  work,  com- 
pleting and  fitting  the  Puritan  for  sea-service,  including  the  turrets  and  their  appur- 
tenancee,  from  $  1,(^*0,000  to  $997,642,  the  price  named  by  the  board  heretofore  spoken 
of,  and  complete  the  vessel  in  all  respects  ready  for  sea,  or  I  will  do  the  woric  named 
in  your  letter  and  memorandum  contract  of  March  3,  already  referred  to,  for  the  sunt 
of  $550,000,  excepting  the  turrets  and  appurtenances,  which  is  less  than  paid  anywhere 
else  for  similar  work. 

Very  respectfully,  v 

JOHN  ROACH. 

I.  Hakscox,  Esq., 

Chief  Bureau  Construction  and  Repair ,  Kavy  Department, 


Exhibit  A  c. 

United  States  steam  iron-clad  monitor  Monadnock — Phineas  Burgess-- March  3, 1877. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  Construction  a.nd  Repair, 

March  3,  1877. 

Sir  :  Tour  proposition  of  the  24th  nltimo  to  complete  the  work  to  be  done  to  the 
United  States  iron-dad  doubleturreted  monitor  Monadnock,  at  Vallejo,  Cal.,  belong- 
ing to  and  coming  uader  thM  cognizance  of  this  bureau,  and  not  covered  by  existing 
contracts,  also  to  remove  such  parts  of  the  old  vessel  as  can  be  utilized  in  rebuilding 
her  in  her  present  form,  either  in  their  present  oonditiou  or  after  having  been  reworked, 
has  been  received  and  considered. 

The  work  to  be  done  to  this  vessel,  or  the  principal  part  thereof,  is  as  follows :  To 
drill  and  prepare  armor  bolt-holes  for  side  armor  and  skin  plating;  furnish  and  put  on 
side  armor-backing  of  best  quality,  well  seasoned,  yellow  pine,  and  secure  the  same; 
build  iron  house  on  deck,  and  secure  the  same,  as  per  plan ;  put  on  wooden  deck  of 
yellow  pine,  or  equal,  free  from  shakes  and  bad  knots,  4  by  7  inch  plank,  with  coam- 
ings or  covering  boards  of  12,  10,  and  8  inches  in  width,  around  side  of  deck,  and  with 
deck-plank  nibbed  forward  and  aft  in  the  inner  strake;  also  around  hatches,  turrets, 
house  on  deck,  ventilators,  smoke-etaok,  and  wherever  else  required,  and  properly  se- 
curing the  same ;  making,  framing,  and  fitting  complete  411  hatches  with  battle-platen 
and  Hyatt  lights,  fitte<l  with  brass  hinges  and  patent  lifters  for  the  same,  and  witn  iron 
coamings  fitted  with  improved  water-tight  doors,  scuppers,  and  valves,  as  may  be  re- 
qnired— the  iron  coamings  well  fitted  and  secured  to  the  deck-plating ;  also  making  and 
fitting  all  hatches  and  scuttles  below  with  brass  bolts,  locks,  and  binges  for  same  of  such 
material  as  may  be  required ;  making  and  furnishing,  of  the  best  seasoned  material,  in 
oak,  pine,  and  walnut,  as  may  be  required,  all  joiner  and  carpenter  work  on  deck  and 
below  complete  and  entire,  such  as  cabin  and  ward-rooms  below  and  aft,  and  in  house 
on  deqk,  also  berth-deck  for  men,  store-rooms  for  officers  and  men,  below  and  on  deck, 
making  and  furnishing  mast  and  fittings,  and  all  furniture  coming  within  the  cogni- 
zance of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  as  defined  io  the  new  allowance- 
book  of  the  Navy,  for  all  parts  of  the  ship,  the  said  furniture  to  be  made  of  the  best 
material  and  of  the  best  workmanship,  and  fitted,  both  below  and  on  deck,  aooordiug 
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to  tie  reqnirementB  of  the  service.  Also  make,  fit,  and  secare  anchor-crane  davit,  boat 
davits,  davi'ts  for  batches,  and  whereve^  else  necessary,  all  to  be  of  the  best  iron,  fitted 
and  secured  in  the  most  substantial  mat)ner,aud  according  to  approved  plans  from  tbo 
department ;  also  to  be  furnished  and  fitted  complete,  tiller,  and  all  steering  pulleys, 
hauf^ers,  slides,  wire  rope,  wheels  (by  hand  or  steam),  complete  in  all  respects  for  sea ; 
fittiiig  all  galleys  for  ofilcers  and  men  with  pipes  of  copuer  or  iron,  with  rods  complete 
in  eveiy  respect  for  use,  with  wooden  beds  lined  with  lead,  &c,  (the  governmenr  fur- 
nishing ihe  galleys  and  pots  for  the  same).  All  plambingof  the  vessel  to  be  furnished 
complete,  above  and  below,including  water-closets  of  improved  pattern  for  oflficers  and 
men,  fixed  wash-bowls,  bath-tubs,  urine  dills,  furnishing  and  fitting  cocks  and  valves, 
and  lining  magazines,  shell-rooms,  light-rooms,  and  boxes,  and  store-rooms,  with  lead, 
iron,  and  tin,  as  required,  and  per  regulations  of  the  Navy ;  also  doing  all  brass-work, 
tin-work,  and  lead- work  of  sills,  pantries,  closets,  state-rooms  and  cabiu  complete  and 
entire,  ready  fgr  officers  and  men,  and  in  every  respect  necessary  to  fit  the  ship  for  sea- 
service.  Furnishing  and,fitting  with  all  the  necessary  pipes,  suctions,  and  strainers, 
three  improved  steam-pumps,  one  forward,  one  aft,  and  one  amidships,  respectively, 
to  be  arranged  to  work  by  hand  when  required,  and  to  take  water  from  the  main  hold 
as  well  as  fium  tie  difierent  water-bottom  compartments,  as  may  be  required  ;  also  to 
furnish  and  fit  with  necessary  piping  all  pumps  for  scuttle-butt,  and  harness  casks 
and  connections  to  fresh- water  cHsks  and  tanks  ;  also  all  wash  deck  and  hand  pumps 
nece^tsary  for  the  vessel,  and  according  to  the  regulations  of  the  Navy,  except  those 
furuislieil  by  the  government  and  named  in  the  allowance-book ;  build,  fit,  and  con- 
nect all  water-tanks  with  pumps  for  the  same,  and  with  cocks,  valves,  and  fittings. 
To  furnish  and  fit  all  branches  from  air- ventilator  to  registers  in  the  deck,  and  wher- 
ever else  required,  and  to  make  and  fit  the  registers  for  the  same;  also  to  furnish  and 
fit  improved  blowers  and  connections,  equal  to  Hawkins's  patent,  for  exhausting  the 
ioul  air  from  the  vessel  and  furnishing  fresh  air  to  the  different  parts  as  may  be  re- 
quired. To  build,  fit,  equip,  and  furnish  complete,  with  all  the  necessary  outfits  and 
fittings,  agreeably  to  the  regulations  of  the  service,  one  iron,  steel,  or  wood  steam- 
launch,  four  cutters,  and  one  dinghy  ;  all  the  boats,  except  th^  steam-launch,  to  be  oi 
wood  ;  to  be  furnished  complete  in  all  their  parts,  equipped  with  outfits  complete,  and 
])ainted,  rea<ly  for  use.  Tbe  plans  of  these  boats  will  ne  furnished  by  the  bureau  on 
application  to  the  department.  Fitthig  and  furnishiug  steam-heaters  and  their  con- 
nections throughout  the  vessel ;  also  deck-lights,  "  to  be  double  lights,''  brass  rings, 
castings  and  gratings  for  the  same,  with  copper  cowls  fitting  on  the  deck  over  the 
same,  and  battle-plates  to  take  their  place  when  unshipped,  as  per  plans.  Coal-chutes 
to  be  fitted  with  battle-plates  for  sanif),  as  per  plan,  manholes  and  plates  wtAre  re- 
quired, and  designated  by  the  inspecting  officer  where  not  called  for  by  previous  con- 
tracts ;  oil  and  spirit  tankf,  drip-pans,  &c.,  made  and  fitted  in  place ;  shot  and  shell 
elevating-apparatus  and  cranes ;  fitting  large  and  small  ventilators  with  goose-neck 
tops  and  cowls,  fitted  to  turn  from  below  over  the  engine  and  boiler  rooms,  and  with 
battle-platos  fitted  fur  the  same  when  unshipped.  Raising  turrets  in  manner  as  follows : 
the  turret-base,  as  shown  on  plan,  to  be  composed  of  bar  iron  3  inches  thick  and  15 
inches  high,  in  four  courses,  making  them  when  finished  12  inches  thick  and  15  inches 
high ;  the  butts  to  be  planed  for  a  square  butt  and  the  bars  bent  and  accurately  fitted 
togetber;  the  holes  drilled  and  countersunk  for  2-inch  rivets,  as  per  plan,  and  when 
riveted  together  and  secured  to  the  deck  and  framing  to  show  a  smooth,  fair,  and  true 
face  for  the  composition- plate  to  rest  upon. 

If  it  is  not  practicable  to  use  the  four  3-inoh  flat  bars  for  this  purpose  the  turret 
base  may  be  of  10  inch  by  15  inch  solid  forged  bars,  in  four  or  five  pieces,  forming  the 
circle,  forged  and  bent  to  shape  of  the  deck,  the  butts  scarfed  together  with  a  flat 
scarf  vertically,  with  Ij-inch  nibs,  properly  fitted  and  riveted  together;  in  either  case 
a  heavy  angle  will  be  fitted  against  tbe  outer  lower  edge,  and  also  an  angle  against  the 
inner  lower  edge  of  the  turret-base,  each  to  be  riveted  with  1-inch  rivets  through  the 
deck-armor,  and  tapped  to  the  base  rivets  5-inch  centers. 

There  will  also  be  an  angle  of  suitable  size  tapped  on  the  upper  inner  edge  of  the  turret- 
base,  forming  a  fair  and  true  surface  for  tue  brass  plate,  ana  with  the  necessary  water 
ways,  scuppers  and  pipes,  to  the  water  bottom,  to  carry  off*  the  swash  that  may  enter 
the  lower  edge  of  the  turret  in  a  seaway.  '\ 

The  gearing  and  engiues  will  require  to  be  refitted  and  erected  in  the  vessel  complete, 
ready  to  receive  the  turrets.  To  furnish,  plane,  drill,  tap-fit,  and  secure  the  side  armor- 
plating  of  best  rolled  iron,  the  upper  or  outer  plates  to  be  7  inches  in  thickness,  and 
of  such  dimensions  in  length  and  width  as  may  be  required,  and  aooording  to  plans 
to  be  furnished  by  the  department.  The  lower  plates  will  be  furnished  ana  fitted,  as 
regards  size  and  shape,  in  like  manner  according  to  plans  which  will  be  furnished.  All 
the  armor  plating  to  be  made,  fitted  and  furnished  subject  to  such  tests,  as  to  ^osile 
strength  and  resistance  as  may  be  required  and  determined  necessary  by  such  ofiicer 
or  officers  as  may  be  assigned  to  that  duty  by  the  department. 

The  plans  herein  spokeil  of,  and  to  be  furnished  by  the  department,  showing  size,  &c., 
of  side  armor-plates  and  other  parts,  will  also  show  the  size  and  description  of  rivets 
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and  fasteninji^s  for  the  same.    The  work  mast  be  done  in  a  Orst  claw  mannor,  the  bolt 
aad  rivets  to  be  of  the  best  material  and  m-iuufaoturd,  and  be  tittdd,  seoured,  and  com' 
pleted  in  all  respects  to  the  satisfaotiou  of  the  department  aad  its  iaspectiug  otBoer  or 
officers. 

If  ic  sbonld  be  determined  to  have  a  steam-windlass  and  steamsteerin^i^  ji^ear  (to  be 
famished  by  the  government)  on  the  ve^^ie],  it  will  be  reqnired  to  tit  and  secure  the 
same.  Painting;  the  ship  throu>;hout,  in  every  department  three  coats,  cabin  and  ward- 
rooms four  coats.  Famishing;  and  fitrin);  compressors  for  anchors  and  chains,  and 
launching  and  insuring  the  ship.  This  and  all  other  work  herein  set  forth  and  de- 
scribed, to  be  done  as  directed,  and  to  the  entire  satii^faction  of  the  government  inspec- 
tor, who  will  be  appointed  to  superintend  the  same. 

It  is  deemed  by  the  department  and  bureau  of  the  highest  importance  that  the 
Monadnock  which,  when  completed,  will  be  one  of  the  most  powerful  iron-clad  vessels 
of  the  Navy,  and  is  greatly  needed  for  the  protection  of  tbe  harbors  of  the  Pacific  coast, 
should  be  put  in  such  a  state  of  progress  toward  completion  that  she  could,  if  an 
emergency  should  arise,  be  got  ready  for  sea  within  a  sluirt  time,  and  this  necessity  is 
deemed  sufficient  to  justify  the  department  (a  due  regard  being  had  for  the  beat  inter- 
ests of  the  government)  in  making  any  legal  contract  whereby  that  end  may  be  accom- 
plished. 

The  department,  therefore,  consents  to  allow  you  to  commence  the  work  of  complet- 
ing the  Monadnock  upon  the  following  conditions,  viz :  That  the  work  to  be  done  by 
yon  npou  said  vessel  shall  embrace  all  work  of  every  description  required  to  complete 
her  ready  for  sea  service  and  fully  equipped  for  one  year's  service,  whether  embraced 
in  your  proposition  or  specified  in  this  letter  or  not,  and  that  the  omission  herein  of 
any  detail  or  object  necessary  to  so  complete  her  will  not  be  to  the  detriment  of  the 
government,  bnt  that  she  shall  be  fully  completed  for  the  sum  to  be  hereinafter  named, 
and  DO  extra  bill  or  claim  upon  her  shall  be  allowed  or  paid.  Further,  that  the  work, 
as  above,  shall  be  done  and  fully  completed  by  you  for  the  sum  of  four  hundred  and 
ten  thousand  dollars  ($410,000)  divided  into  twenty  equal  payments,  to  be  made  as  the 
work  progresses  and  as  appropriations  may  be  made  by  Congress  and  become  available 
for  the  purpose,  ten  (10)  per  centum,  however,  of  the  amount  of  each  payment  to  be 
reserved  until  the  entire  work  shall  have  been  completed  according  to  the  plans  and 
specifications  to  be  furnished  by  the  department  and  to  its  full  and  entire  satisfaction. 
It  beiog  understood  that  this  qualified  acceptance  of  your  proposition  does  not  bind 
the  government  to  pay  parties  entering  into  conttact  for  this  work  except  after  ap- 
propriations are  made  for  the  purpose. 

For  the  purpose  of  mooring  the  ship  after  she  is  afloat  you  will  be  furnished,  free  of 
charge,  tbe  necessary  moorings;  also  use  of  derrick  at  the  Mare  Island  navy-yard;  also 
use  of  the  dry  doek  at  that  yard,  wherever  it  may  be  found  necess:«ry  to  dock  the  ship ; 
also  of  tug  for  towing  her  from  your  works  to  tbe  yard  and  wherever  else  required. 

With  reference  to  the  second  part  of  your  proposition,  relative  to  removing  there- 
from and  utilizing  such  portions  of  the  old  vessel  as  can  be  used  in  rebuilding  tbe 
new,  it  is  accepted  by  the  bureau  with  the  following  understanding,  viz,  that  you  will 
take  the  old  Monadnock,  remove  the  turrets,  to  be  subsequently  placed  on  the  new 
vessel,  at  the  Mare  Island  yard;  also  remove  the  pilot-house  connected  with  tbe  tur- 
rets, together  with  each  and  all  their  fittings  and  appurtenances  and  turret-gearing; 
also  imprt«gnable  smoke-stack,  large  ventilator,  ^c,  all  of  which  it  is  contemplated  to 
nse  on  the  new  iron  hull.  All  this  being  done  that  you  then  procee<l  to  remove  the 
deck  and  armor  plating,  which  will  be  weighed,  stored,  and  an  account  kept  of  the 
same  by  the  inspecting  officer,  and  for  removing  which  the  bureau  agrees  to  pay  you 
the  sum  of  $8  per  ton  of  2,240  pounds.  The  other  parts  that  can  be  utilized  or  re- 
worked, such  as  stanchions,  portion  of  deck-lights,  or  general  fittings  may  be  taken 
for  that  purpose.  After  the  vessel  is  stripped  and  the  engines  and  boilers  and  such 
other  articles  as,  in  the  judgment  of  the  inspecting-offlcer  may  be  properly  used,  taken 
therefrom,  the  deck  and  side  armor  will  be  turned  over  to  you  at  the  market-rate  in 
San  Francisco  for  iron  of  that  description  at  the  time  of  such  removal,  and  the  old 
hull  will  also  be  turned  over  to  you  for  the  sum  of  |!J,000,  the  sums  in  each  case  to  be 
deducted  from  the  contract-price  herein  given  for  completing  the  Monadnock,  on  final 
settlement.  The  facilities  of  the  dry-dock  at  Mare  Island  will  be  allowed  you  only 
for  the  purpose  of  stripping  tbe  metal  from  tbe  vessel  and  removing  the  turrets. 
Ton  may  also  have  tbe  use  of  tbe  tug,  shears,  hawsers,  tackles,  hydraulic  jaok^  and 
such  tools  as  can  be  spared  from  the  navy-yard  while  removing  and  placing  the  heavier 
portions  of  the  materials  of  tbe  vessel. 

If,  through  any  cause,  you  should  be  unable  to  continue  the  work  of  rebuilding  the 
vessel  as  atoresaid,  should  appropriations  be  made  for  the  purpose,  it  is  to  be  under- 
stood that  the  government  shall  have  the  right,  after  giving  two  months'  notice,  to 
enter  upon  and  take  charge  thereof,  and  to  complete  it  at  your  expense,  charging  any 
excess  of  cost  over  and  above  the  price  agreed  upon,  to  you. 

Tbe  fact  that  tbe  time  of  payment  for  doing  the  work  herein  specified  or  referred  to 
cannot  be  stated  with  csrtaiutyi  but  depends  entirely  upon  the  action  of  Congress  in 
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makinf;  the  appropriations  neoeasary  for  the  purpose,  should  be  borne  in  mind  and 
daly  coDHiderea  by  yon  before  deoidiof;  to  coDtinae  the  same ;  but  your  deoisioo,  in 
writing,  in  the  matter  should  be  submitted  to  the  bureau  as  early  as  practicable. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chirf  of  Burmm. 
Fhineas  Burgbss,  Esq., 

80  BroadioQjit  New  Fori. 


Exhibit  A  d. 
CONSTRUCTION  AND  REPAIR. 

Unii^  States  iteam  iromdad  monit^tr  Terrw-^Wm.  Cramp  4-  Sont^  Skip  and  Enffime  BaM-' 

ing  Compamgf  March  3, 1H77. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  or  Construction  and  Repair, 

WaBhimytan,  March  3,  1677. 

Gfntlemen:  Your  proposition  of  the  2d  instant,  to  complete  the  work  to  be  done  to 
the  UDited  States  iron-clad  donble-turret-ed  monitor  Terror,  belouj^n);  to  and  cominfj^ 
under  the  cognizance  of  this  bureau,  and  not  covered  by  existing  contracts,  has  been 
received  and  considered. 

The  work  to  be  done  to  this  vessel,  or  the  principal  part  thereof,  is  as  follows :  To  drill 
and  prepare  armor  bolt-holes  for  side-armor  and  skin-plating,  furnish  and  put  on  side- 
armor  backing  of  white-oak  and  secnre  the  same  ;  make  and  erect  complete  turret-beds 
for  the  turrets ;  build  iron  house  on  deck,  aud  secure  same  as  per  plan  ;  put  on  wooden 
deck  of  yellow  pine,  free  fnim  shakes  and  bad  knots,  4  by  7  inch  plank,  with  coamings 
or  covering-boards  of  12, 10,  and  8  inches  in  width  around  side  of  deck,  nibbed  forward 
and  aft  in  the  inner  strake ;  also  around  hatches,  house  on  deck,  ventilators,  smoke- 
stack, and  wherever  else  required,  a\id  property  securing  same ;  making,  fastening, 
and  fitting  complete  all  hatches  with  battle-plates  and  Hyatt  lights  fitted  with  brass 
hinges  and  patent  lifters  for  the  same,  and  with  iron  coamings  fitted  with  improved 
water-tight  doors,  scuppers,  and  valves,  as  mav  be  required,  the  iron  coaminas  well 
fitted  and  secured  to  tne  deck-plating ;  also  making  and  fitting  all  hatches  and  settles 
below  with  brass  bolts,  locks,  and  hinges  for  same,  of  such  material  as  may  be  reqnired ; 
making  and  furnishing  of  the  best  seasoned  material,  in  oak,  pine,  and  walnut,  as  may 
lie  required,  all  Joiner  and  carpenter  work  on  deck  and  below,  complete  and  entire, 
such  as  cabin  aud  wardrooms  l»elow  and  aft,  and  in  house  and  on  deck ;  also  berth- 
deck  for  men,  store-rooms  for  officers  and  men,  below  and  on  deck,  making  and  ^tting 
mafet  and  fittings,  and  all  fnrniture  coming  within  the  cognizance  of  the  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair,  as  defined  in  the  new  allowance- book  of  the  Navy,  for  all 
part«  of  tbe  ship,  the  said  furniture  to  be  made  of  the  best  material  and  of  the  best 
workniauHhip  and  fitted,  both  below  and  on  deck,  according  to  the  requirements  of 
the  service.  Also  make,  fit,  and  secure  anchor-crane  davit,  boat-davits,  davits  for 
hatches,  and  wherever  else  necessary,  all  to  be  of  the  best  iron,  fitted  and  secured  in 
tbe  most  substantial  manner,  and  according  to  approved  ]ilans  from  the  department. 
Also  to  be  furnished  and  fitted  complete,  tiller  ana  all  steering-pulleys,  hangers,  slides, 
wire  rope,  wheels  (by  hand  or  steam),  complete  in  all  respects  for  sea,  fitting  all  galleys 
for  officers  and  men  with  pipes  of  copper  or  iron,  with  rods  complete  in  every  respect 
for  use,  with  wooden  beds  lined  with  lead,  &,c,  (the  government  fnrnishing  the  galleys 
and  pots  for  the  same).  Ail  plumbing  of  the  vessel  to  be  furnished  complete  above 
and  below,  including  water-closet.s  of  improved  pattern  for  officers  and  men,  fixed 
wash-bowls,  bath-tubs,  urine-dills;  furnishing  and  fitting  cocks  and  valves,  and  lining 
magazines,  shell-rooms,  light-rooms  and  boxes  and  store-rooms  with  lead,  iron,  and  tin, 
as  required  and  as  per  Regnlations  of  the  Navy;  also  doing  all  the  brafis-work,  tin- 
work,  aud  lead-work  of  sills,  pantries,  closets,  state-rooms,  and  cabin  complete  and 
entire,  ready  for  officers  and  men,  and  in  every  res^iect  necessary  to  fit  the  whip  for  sea- 
service.  Furnishing  and  fitting  with  all  the  necessary  pipes,  suctions,  and  strainers, 
three  improved  steam-pumps,  one  forward,  one  aft,  and  one  midships,  respectively,  to  be 
arranged  to  work  by  hand  when  required,  and  to  take  water  fh>m  the  main  hold  as  well 
as  fr«>ni  the  different  water  bottom  compartments,  as  may  be  reqnired ;  also  to  furnish 
and  fit  with  the  necessary  piping  all  pnuips  for  scnttle-bntt  and  harness-casks  and  con- 
nections to  fresh- water  casks  aud  tanks;  also  all  wash,  deck,  aud  band  pumps  necessary 
for  tbe  vessel  and  according  to  the  Regulations  of  the  Navy,  except  those  furnished  by  the 
government  and  named  in  the  allowance-book.  Build,  fit,  and  connect  all  water-tanks 
with  pumps  for  the  same,  and  with  cocks,  valves,  and  fittings.  To  furnish  and  fit  all 
branches  from  air-ventilators  to  registers  in  the  deck  and  wherever  else  required^  and 
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to  make  and  fit  the  r^^etem  for  the  same ;  also  to  faniish  and  fit  improved  -l^bwers 
aDd  oonneotioDS,  ec^aafto  the  Hawkins  patent,  for  exhaastiog  the  foul  air  'from  the 
vessel  and  famishing  fresh  air  to  the  different  parts,  ae  may  be  required.  •  To  baild, 
fit,  ec^nip,  and  farnish  oomplete  with  all  the  necessary  ontfits  and  fittings,  agreeably 
to  the  regulations  of  the  service,  one  iron,  steel,  or  wood  steam-lauuoh,  fsnr  oatters, 
and  one  dinghy.  All  the  boats,  except  the  steam-launch,  to  be  of  wood,  to  be  fnruished 
complete  in  all  their  parts,  equipped  with  outfits  complete,  and  painted ^ ready  for  use. 
The  plans  of  these  boats  will  be  fnroished  by  the  bureau  on  application  to  the  depart- 
ment. Fitting  and  furnishing  steam-heaters  and  their  oonnectioQS-4hroughont  the 
vessel,  also  deck-lights,  "to  be  double  light<s,''  brass  rings,  castings,  and  gratings  for 
the  same  with  copper  cowls  fitting  on  the  deck  over  the  same,  and  battle-plates  to 
take  their  place  when  unshipped,  as  per  plans.  Coal-chutes,  to  be  fitted  with  battle- 
plates  for  same,  as  per  plan.  Manholes  and  plates  where  required  and  designated 
by  the  inspecting  officer,  where  not  called  for  by  previous  contracts.  Oil  and  spirit 
tanks,  drip-pans,  d:,c.,  made  and  fitted  in  place.  Shot  and  shell  elevating  apparatus, 
and  cranes,  fitting  large  and  small  ventilators  with  goose-neok' top%  and  cowls  fitted 
to  turn  from  below  over  the  engine  and  boiler-rooms,  and  with  battle-plates  fitted  for 
the  same  when  unshipped.  To  furnish,  plane,  drill,  tap,  fit,  and  secure  the  side  armor- 
plating  of  best  rolled  iron,  the  npper  or  outer  plates  to  b^  seven  inches  in  thick- 
ness, and  of  such  dimensions  in  length  and  width  as  may  be  required,  and  according 
to  plans  to  be  furnished  by  the  department.  The  lower  p/lates  will  be  furnished  and 
fitted,  as  regards  size  and  shape,  in  like  manner,  according  to  plans  which  will  be  fur- 
nished. All  the  armor-plating  to  be  made,  fitted,  and  furnished,  subject  to  such  tests 
as  to  tensile  strength  and  resistance  as  may  be  required  and  determined  necessary  by 
such  officer  or  officers  as  may  be  assigned  to  that  duty  by  the  department. 

The  plans  herein  spoken  of  and  to  be  furnished  by  the  department,  showing  size,  &.o. 
of  side-armor  plates  and  other  parts,  will  also  show  the  size  and  description  of  rivets 
and  faistenings  for  the  same.  The  work  must  be  done  in  a  first-class  manner,  the  bolts 
and  rivets  to  be  of  the  best  material  and  manafacture,  and  be  fitted,  secured,  and  com- 
pleted in  all  respects  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  department  and  its  inspecting  officer  or 
officers.  If  it  should  be  determined  to  have  a  steam-windlass  ana  steam-steering 
gear  (to  be  furnished  by  the  p>vemment)  on  the  vessel,  it  will  be  required  to  fit  and 
secnre  the  same;  painting  tne  ship  throoghont  in  every  department  three  ooats; 
cabin  and  wardroom  four  coats;  furnishing .aad  fitting  compressors  for  anchors  and 
chains,  and  launching  and  insuring  the  ship.  This,  and  all  other  work  herein  set 
forth  and  described,  to  be  done  as  directed  and  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  gov- 
ernment inspector  who  will  be  appointed  to  superintend  the  same. 

It  is  deemed  by  the  department  and  bnreau  of  the  highest  importance  that  the  Ter- 
ror, which,  when  completed,  will  be  one  of  the  most  powerful  iron-clad  vessels  of  the 
Navy,  and  is  greatly  needed  for  the  protection  of  the  harbors  of  the  Atlantic  coast,  should 
be  put  in  such  a  state  of  progress  towaid  completion  that  she  could,  if  an  emergency 
should  arise,  be  |2fot  ready  for  sea  withiq.  a  short  time,  and  this  necessity  is  deemed 
sufficient  to  Jnstify  the  depd^rtment  (a  due  regard  being  had  for  the  best  interests  of 
the  government)  in  making  any  I^gal  contract  whereby  that  end  may  be  accom- 
plished. ^ 

The  department,  therefore,  oonseirts  to  allow  you  to  commence  the  work  of  complet- 
ing the  Terror  upon  the  following 'Conditions,  viz:  That  the  work  to  be  done  by  yoa 
upon  said  vessel  shall  embrace  all  .work  of  every  description  required  to  complete  her 
ready  for  Hca-service,  and  fully  eqnipped  for  one  year's  service,  whether  embraced  in 
yonr  proposition  or  npecified  in  this  letter  or  not,  and  that  the  omission  herein  of  any 
detail  or  object  necessary  to  co^lete  her  will  not  be  to  the  detriment  of  the  GUivem- 
nient,  but  that  she  shall  be  fully  completed  for  the  sum  to  be  hereinafter  named,  and  no 
extra  bill  or  claim  upon  her  shall  be  allowed  or  paid.  Further,  that  the  work,  as 
above,  shall  be  done  and  fully  completed  bv  yon  for  the  sum  of  $34^^,000,  divided  into 
ten  eqnal  payments,  to  be  made  as' the  work  progresses  and  as  appropriations  may  be 
made  by  Congress  and  becom^ available  for  the  purpose;  ten  per  centum,  however,  of 
the  amount  of  each  payment  to  be  reserved  until  the  entire  work  shall  have  been  com- 
pleted according  to  the  plan^tttii  specifications  to  be  furnished  by  the  department,  and 
to  its  full  and  entire  satisfaction.  The  amount,  t"J»000,  which,  under  agreement,  you  were 
to  allow  for  the  wooden  huttof  theold  Terror,  heretofore  tarned  over  to  you,  will  be  de- 
ducted from  your  final  payment  on  the  completion  of  this  work;  it  being  understood 
that  this  qualilied  aocepSance  of  your  proposition  does  not  bind  the  government  to 
pay  parties  entering  inta.ooQtaiot  lor  this  work  except  after  appropriations  are  made 
lor  the  purpose. 

If,  through  any  canae,  yon  should  t>e  unable  to  continue  the  work  of  rebuilding  the 
vessel,  as  aforesaid,  sbqnld  appropriations  be  made  for  the  purpose,  it  is  to  be  under- 
stood that  the  government  shall  have  the  right,  after  giving  two  months'  notice,  to 
enter  upon  and  take  charge  thereof,  and  to  complete  it  at  your  expense,  charging  a  ly 
excess  of  cost  over  a^  above  the  price  agreed  upon  to  yon. 

The  fact  that  the  time  of  payment  for  doing  the  work  herein  specified  or  referred  to 
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canoot  be  stated  with  certainty,  bat  depends  entirely  npon  the  action  of  Congrem  in 
malciag  appropriations  necessary  for  the  purpose,  should  be  borne  in  mind  and  duly 
considered  by  you  before  deciding  to  continue  the  same ;  but  your  decision  in  writiiig 
in  the  matter  should  be  submitted  to  the  bureaa  as  early  as  prausticable. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
ChU\f  of  Bureau, 
Wm.  Cramp  &,  Sons, 

Ship  and  Engine  Building  Ccmpany,  Philadelphiaf  Pa, 


PHiLADBrj>HiA,  March  2,  1877. 

Sir  :  Having  made  contracts  for  framing  and  plating  the  hull  of  the  United  States 
monitor  Terror,  wh  ch  contracts  we  have  as  far  as  practicable  completed,  and  as  this 
time  is  most  favorable  for  the  department  to  contract  for  completion,  owing  to  the  low 
prices  which  labor  and  material  can  be  secured,  we  beg  leave  to  oftor  tlie  following 
proposition : 

We  will  complete  the  said  vessel  ready  for  sea,  fnrni<«hing  all  the  mat<erialt  labor, 
and  outfit  reouired  under  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  and  deliver  the  said 
vessel  to  the  League  I^iland  navy-yard,  for  the  snm  of  $365,000.    The  delivery  of  said 
vessel  in  a  reasonable  time,  as  may  be  required. 
Youi-s,  &c., 

W.  CRAMP  &  SONS,  5.  E.  B.  Co. 
WM.  CRAMP. 
Isaiah  Hanscom, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Conatruotion  and  Repair, 


Phkladblpbia,  March  7, 1877. 

Sir  :  Tour  order  of  March  3,  for  completing  the  work  to  be  done  to  the  United  States 
iron-clad  double-tnrreted  monitor  Terror  for  the  sum  of  $348,000,  subject  to  the  condi- 
tions mentioned  therein,  is  accepted  by  us. 
Yours,  truly, 

TH£  W.  CRAMP  <&  SONS  8.  &  E.  B.  CO. 

THEO.  CRAMP, 
Secretary  and  Treaeurer, 
J.  Hakscom,  Esq., 

Chief  of  Bureau  Conetruction  and  Repair, 


Philadelphia,  Fehruarjf  26, 1877. 

DkakSir:  We  will  furnish  the  armor-plating  and  armored  smoke-stacks  for  the 
monitors  Miantonomoh,  Terror,  and  Amphitrite,  place  them  in  position,  and  fasten 
them  as  called  for  by  the  specifications  of  the  department,  for  the  sum  of  $135,500.40 
each. 

Very  truly, 

NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 

If  the  vessels  would  require  docking  it  would  increase  the  cost  $6,000. 

NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 
Hon.  Gro.  M.  Robesox, 

Secreiarg  United  Statee  Navg,  Waehington,  2>.  C, 


Philadelphia,  March  2, 1877. 

Dear  Sib  :  In  case  yon  should  have  a  proposition  to  furnish  the  armor-plating  aad 
iron  for  armored  smoke-stacks  from  other  parties,  not  including  the  putting  of  it  on, 
we  would  state  that  we  will  take  said  plates  if  shaped  so  as  to  conform  to  sides  of 
vessel,  and  drill  and  fasten  them  as  called  for  by  the  department,  for  the  snm  of  $43,000 
for  eauh  vessel  on  the  Atlantic  coast,  all  material  to  1^  furnished  by  the  government. 
Very  truly, 

NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 

If  the  vessels  would  require  docking  it  would  increase  the  cost  $6,000  each. 

NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 
Chief  Constructor  I.  Hanscom, 

Navy  Department^  H^ashiiigton,  D,  C, 
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New  York,  February  24, 1877. 

Sir  :  It  would  seem  proper  that  the  government  sbonld  prepare  and  complete  for 
nea  the  irou-c)ad  monitor  Monaduock,  now  rebuilding,  for  the  protection  of  the  Pacitio 
coast.  With  a  view  of  acciimplishing  this  and  giving  greater  security  to  the  commer- 
cial interests  of  San  Francisco  and  adjacent  ports,  I  learn  the  dApartment  has  author- 
ized a  board  of  competent  officers  to  estimate  the  cost  of  finishing  the  work  still  to  be 
dime  on  that  vessel.  As  I  have  already  pnt  un  the  frame  and  have  the  vessel  nearly 
plated  inside  and  ont,  and  as  it  was  contemplated  at  the  beginning  of  the  work  to 
utilize  the  useful  material  that  could  be  reworked  from  the  old  hull,  I  hereby  offer  to 
remove  the  turrets,  pilot-house,  ventilator,  and  impregnable  smoke-stack,  with  all  their 
interior  and  exterior  fittings,  from  the  old  hull  to  a  suitable  place  in  the  navy-yard  at 
Mare  Island,  to  be  subsequently  placed  in  the  new  iron  hull ;  remove  the  iuside  armor, 
deck-armor,  and  snch  other  material  as  can  be  ptilized  or  reworked,  and  carefully 
store  the  same,  for  the  sum  of  $9  per  ton,  the  same  to  be  weighed  under  the  direction  of 
the  inspecting  officer,  or  other  person  delegated  for  that  purpose,  and  stored,  ready 
for  use,  as  may  be  required,  on  the  new  hull,  and  complete  the  now  Mouadnock  in  all 
respects,  so  far  as  the  work  comes  under  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  for  the 
snm  of  1548,000,  with  the  nnderstiuding  that  the  government  will  grant  and  include 
in  any  contract  that  may  be  made  the  facilities  of  the  yard,  such  as  dry -dock,  togs, 
hawsers,  tackles,  shears,  sliding-ways,  hydraolic  jacks,  and  other  large  tools  necessary 
for  snch  work  on  the  old  and  new  vessel. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

PH1NEA8  BURGESS. 

Isaiah  Hanscom,  Esq., 

Chi$/  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

^avy  Department,  Washington,  D,  C, 


60  Broadway,  Room  38,  New  York,  March  7, 1877. 

Sir:  Your  letter  and  contract  of  the  3d  instant,  with  the  details  and  stipnlationa 
contained  thereio,  to  furnish  the  material  and  perform  all  the  labor  necessary  to  com- 
plete the  United  States  irou-clad  monitor  Mouadnock  for  ^a  service  for  the  sum  of 
$410,000,  is  received,  and  is  hereby  accepted,  with  the  couditiins  named  therein,  and  I 
will  immediately  proceed  to  push  the  said  work  to  completion  as  rapidly  as  the  mate- 
rial can  be  obtained  for  that  purpose. 

Very  respectfuUy,yonr  obedient  servant. 

PHINEAS  BURGESS. 
Chief  Constructor  I.  Hanscom, 

United  States  Navy,  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Nary  Department. 


Exhibit  B. 

Miantonomoh—John  Boach,  contractor. 

Navy  Dkpartment,    • 
Bureau  of  Consiruction  and  Repair, 

September  26,  1874. 

Sir  :  Your  proposition*  to  "  perform  all  the  labor  necessary  to  pnt  in  frame  an  iron- 
clad monitor  in  accordance  with  the  drawings  and  specifications  yon  have  submitted  to 
us,''  that  is  to  say,  erect  the  frame,  garboard-strakes,  keelsons,  floors,  deck-beams, 
making  the  structure  complete,  in  readiness  to  receive  the  internal  and  external  plat> 
ing ;  also  in  readiness  for  the  internal  fittings,  6lc.,  deck-plating  and  side-armor,  *'  for 
tht)  snm  of  $135,000/'  is  received. 

This  proposition  is  accepted,  with  the  understanding  that  the  work  to  be  performed 
by  .yon  embraces  stem  and  stern  post,  the  intercostal  plates,  with  all  the  necessary 
passages  for  water-courses  and  ventilation,  all  ledges  and  carlings  for  hatches,  deck- 
pipes,  turrets  for  turret-beds  and  shaft,  all  work  for  propeller-shaft  connected  with  the 
frame  of  the  vessel,  and  all  other  work,  except  the  internal  and  external  plating.  To 
paint  with  metallic  paint  or  red  lead  all  work  requiring  the  same  composing  the  frame 
of  the  vessel,  or  the  repairing  of  the  Miantonomoh  double-to rreted  monitor.  The  iron 
that  you  will  furnish  for  this  work  will  be  the  best  quality  "  charcoal "  iron,  and  have 

*■  HqI  on  fOe. 


44  APPElfDIX. 

a  tensile  strength  of  60,000  poands  per  square  inch,  for  which  the  government  will  pay 
by  delivering  to  yoo  3  ponods  of  old  sorap-iron  for  each  pound  of  new  iron  used. 

And  it  is  farther  understood,  that  in  making  any  further  contract  or  agreement  for 
the  completion  of  the  repair  of  the  Miantonoaioh,  no  disadvantage  shall  occur  by  bay- 
ing the  vessel  on  the  stocks  in  your  yard ;  but  if  it  shall  appear  that  a  higher  price  it 
demanded  for  completing  the  work  still  to  be  done  than,  in  the  opinion  of  the  depart- 
ment, should  be  paid  therefor,  the  government  shall  have  the  right  to  bargain  with 
any  other  part^to  go  into  the  yard  and  do  the  remainder  of  the  work  required  to  com- 
plete the  repairs  of  the  said  vessel.  « 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HAN8COM, 

CkUf  of  Biir§au.    . 
John  Roach, 

Morgan  Irom-Wcrkiy  New  Tmic 


Navy  Dkpartmkkt, 
Bureau  of  Coxstbuction  and  Ricpair, 

Ajnil  3, 1875. 

8ir:  The  buvean  propose  to  you  that -you  shall  finish  the  iron  hull- work  and  deck 
armor-plating  of  the  double-turreted  monitor  Miantonomoh,  now  at  yonr  yard,  that  is 
to  say,  do  all  the  inside  and  outside  plating,  all  the  fore  and  aft  and  athwartship  bulk- 
beads,  turret-bulkheads,  wing-passnge  bulkheads,  all  the  foundations  fur  engines, 
boilers,  and  machinery,  including  foundations  for  tnrret-machiney  and  blowing-en- 
gines ;  all  the.  alleyways,  coal-bnnkers,  manhole-plates  for  the  inner  skin,  foundations 
and  gearing  complete  for  turrets,  all  the  pipes  and  ventilators  required  for  the  blow- 
ing-enflnes,  and  iron  rudder  made  and  hung.  Together  with  preparing,  laying,  and 
finishing  the  deok-armor  complete,  that  is  to  say,  the  deck  composed  of  two  ooursee  of 
seven-eighths  (i)  strapped  on  the  under  side  athwartship  and  fore  and  aft,  riveted  and 
calked  water-tight,  boring  all  holes  for  deck-lights,  and  attaching  the  old  deck-lights 
and  fitting  the  ventilator-tops,  and  setting  and  fitting  complete  all  ship-pumps,  also 
pumps  worked  by  hand,  forming  all  hatchways  and  finishing  the  hatches  complete, 
iron -ventilators,  coal-openings,  and  fitting  to  them  the  battle-plates  belonging  to 
them,  making  the  hawse-pipes,  channel-ways  for  chains,  and  putting  down  the  timoer- 
beads,  putting  up  the  boat-davits,  preparing  the  work,  as  aforesaid,  complete,  in  readi- 
ness for  the  wooden  deck,  including  painting  the  hnll  with  three  coats  of  such  paint 
as  may  be  furnished,  and  cementing  all  parts  required,  it  being  agree<l,  however,  that 
neither  side-armor,  armor-backing,  deck-outfit,  nor  wood-work  is  embraced  in  the 
work  to  be  done,  and  that  no  materials  are  included  in  this  proposition. 

And  in  consideration  of  your  doing  the  work  as  above  set  fo^th,  the  burf>ian  agrees 
to  pay  to  yon  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty-five  thousand  dollars  ($155,000)  in  ten 
eqnal  payments,  twenty  (20)  per  ci^ntnm  to  be  reserved  from  each  payment  until  the 
completion  and  acceptance  or  the  work.  Bills  to  be  rendered  by  you  under  certifi- 
cate of  the  inspecting  oflQoer  that  the  work  has  progressed  sufficiently  to  entitle  you 
to  the  payment  named. 

Please  signify  in  writing  yonr  acceptance  of  this  proposition. 
Respeotnilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Ckitfof  Bureau. 

John  Roach,  Esq.,  Chester ^  Pa, 


Chkstbr,  Pa.,  April  6, 1875. 

Sir:  Tour  letter  of  3d  instant  is  at  hand, containing  proposals  that  I  shall  furnish 
the  labor  requirifd  to  finish  the  iron  hull-work  and  deck  armor-plating  of  the  double- 
turreted  monitor  Miantonomoh  as  therein  specified  for  one  hundred  and  fifty-five 
thousand  dollars  ($155,000),  which  I  connider  ti>o  low,  but,  in  consideration  of  the  scax'city 
of  work  for  my  ship-yard,  and  desiring,  as  far  a^  practicable,  to  give  employment  to  the 
workingmen,  I  accept  the  price  offered,  and  will  proceed  to  do  the  work  embraced  in 
yonr  proposition. 

I  am,  sir,  yours,  respectfully, 

JOHN  ROACH. 
Chief  Naval  Constructor  IsxfAH  Hanrcom,  U.  8.  N., 

Chitf  of  Bureau  (fonitruetion  and  Repair,  B'«9hingtonf  D»  C, 

Washington,  D.  C,  September  ^,  1876. 

Sir:  Understanding  that  a  competent  board  of  naval  constructors  have  carefully 
examined  andestima^  the  ef>st  of  completing  the  work  notcovered  by  contract  of  the 
United  States  monitor  Miantonomoh,  and  the  government  is  anxious  to  have  that 


APPENDIX.  45 

Tesse)  fi Dished,  I  beg  leave  to  offer  to  complete  the  said  Tessel  ready  for  sea,  so  far  as 
oomiDg  onder  Bureau  of  Coostraction,  and  charged  to  coDstrnction  and  repair^  and. 
deliver  said  vessel  to  any  government  navy-yard  specified,  for  the  snm  of  three  haudred 
and  sixty  thonsand  ($360,000)  dollars,  the  delivery  of  said  vessel  to  be  within  (*iO) 
twenty  months  from  dale.  The  deptftment  delivering  to  me  the  turret  and  impreg^ 
nable  smoke-stack. 

Respectfully,  yoar  obedient  servant. 

JOHN  ISiOACB. 
Naval  Constructor  U.  S.  N.,  I.  Hanscom, 

Ckirfof  Bureau  of  Cewslmc^ioii  omA  Bfpahr, 


JdianUntomok — John  Roaek,  contractor, 

Navt  Drpartmknt, 
Bureau  or  Comstkuction  aki>  Rbpair, 

September  29,  1676. 

Sir  :  Tour  proposition  to  complete  the  work  to  be  done  to  the  United  l^tates  iron- 
clad donble-tnrreted  monitor  Miantonomoh  belonging  to  and  coming  nnder  the  co^^ni- 
zance  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  and  not  covered  hy  existing  ooutracts, 
has  been  received  and  considered.  The  work  to  be  done  to  that  vessel,  or  the  princi- 
pal part  thereof,  is  stated  in  detail  and  embrace<l  in  the  paper  hereto  annexed,  marked, 
"  Memorandum  of  work  to  be  done  to  complete  Miantonomoh,''  which  work  will  be 
required  to  be  done  as  directed,  and  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  government 
inspector  who  will  be  appointed  for  that  duty. 

The  importance  of  having  at  least  one  of  the  moat  powerful  iron-dads  of  the  Navy 
put  in  snch  a  state  of  progress  toward  completion  that  it  could  be  made  ready  for  sea 
within  a  short  time,  should  an  emergency  arise,  is  deemed  sufficient  lo  Justify  the  mak- 
ing of  any*legal  contract  by  which  that  end  may  be  accomplished.  The  department 
therefore  consents  to  allow  yon  to  commence  the  work  npon  the  Miantonomoh  em- 
braced in  yonr  proposition  and  the  memorandnm  attached,  with  the  understanding 
that  it  is  to  be  done  and  completed  for  the  snm  of  three  hundred  and  forty-eight  thou- 
sand live  hundred  dollars  ($348,500;,  divided  into  ten  (10)  equal  payments,  tu  be  made 
on  bills  in  triplicate  as  the  work  progresses  and  as  appropriations  may  be  made,  reserv- 
ing ten  (10)  per  centum  fVom  each  payment  until  the  entire  work  shall  have  b^n  com- 
pleted to  the  entire  satisfacfion  of  the  department  and  accepted. 

Although  there  is  at  present  a  sufficient  amonnt  of  funds  in  the  Treasury  applicable 
to  this  object,  yet  it  is  probable  that  a  large  portion  thereof  may  possibly  be  required 
for  other  purposes,  and  this  fact  will  be  tuLcn  in  consideration  by  yon  before  deciding 
to  continue  the  work  herein  referred  to. 
Respectfully,  yoor  obedient  seryant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 

JoBN  Roach,  Esq.,  ChuUr^  Pa. 


MBMORAlfDUM  OF  WORK  TO  BE  DONR  TO  COMPLKTK  MIAKTONOMOH  RBADT  FOR  SEA. 

September  29,  1876. 

Wood-backing  for  armor  secured  in  place. 

Deck  over  armor,  waterways,  calking  and  completing. 

Berth-deck,  hatches,  coamings,  and  finishings  complete. 

Joiner-work,  as  cabin,  ward-room,  steerage,  store-rooraa,  magazines,  shell-rooms, 
lockers,  bulkheads,  and  completing  in  all  parts  of  the  vessel  ready  for  sea. 

Furniture,  as  bureaus,  wash-stands,  bedsteads,  cots,  berths,  drawers,  tables,  racks 
for  tables,  &o.,  sideboards,  and  all  that  may  be  required  to  fit  the  vessel  for  sea 
service. 

All  carpenter's  work,  as  decks,  sky-lights,  and  completing  snch  work  abont  the  decks, 
house  on  deck  for  quarters,  &c. 

Iron-work  in  general,  air  ventilators,  fish  and  anchor  davits  and  well-covers,  awning 
and  all  other  stanchions  and  sockets  on  turrets  and  elsewhere,  hatch-covers,  coal- 
shotes,  brackets,  cleats,  and  carels. 

All  iron-work  connected  with  house  on  deck. 

Outfits,  fittings  for — including  boats  and  outfits— four  (4)  cutters,  dinghy,  and  steam- 
launch,  according  to  plans  and  specifications. 

Davit  fiitiogs,  spare  tiller,  foundation  and  leaders,  with  wire  rope,  for  steam- steer- 
ing gear,  and  same  for  steam  windlass. 
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Fitfinji^  of  fj^alleyB  and  stnyes,  farnishinf^  pip^v  And  completing  in  place. 

Lining  of  magasioeB,  shoU-room,  Itffht-roomH,  all  fixtures  for  same,  all  plumbing  con- 
nected with  galleys,  Sec,  pumps,  wasl-rooms,  dills,  ScCj  bath-tabs,  and  completing  in 
all  parts  of  the  vessel  where  required. 

Piping,  vnlvfs,  suctions,  strainers,  &c.,  connected  with  pumps. 

Oil  and  spirit  tanks,  drip-pans,  &€.,  fitted  in  place. 

Making  and  fitting  water-tanks,  and  coouecttug  them. 

Shot  and  shell  elevating  apparatus  and  cranes. 

Compressors  for  anchors  and  chains,  complete. 

Painting  throughout  the  ship,  in  every  department  (three  coats). 

New  blowers,  registers,  connections  to  bilge-pipes,  &.C. 

Dead-lights,  plates,  and  cowls. 

Launching  vessel,  and  ionurance. 

8ide>armor  bolts,  6lc„  fitted  and  fastened  to  ves^l,  780,3*20  pounds. 

New  armored  smoke-pipe,  as  per  plan,  complete,  80,000  pounds. 

B»se-ring  under  turrets,  and  water-guard. 

Fitting  turrets,  pilot-house,  &c.,  and  completing  same  ready  for  use.  Fitting  large 
ventilators  and  ca|>8  on  board. 

Exhibit  C. 

Monadnoch^TkowiaB  F.  Rowland,  otmtraetor* 

Navy  Dkpartmknt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

October  19,  1874. 

Sir:  Your  proposition  of  the  24th  ultimo*  to  perform  all  the  labor  necessary  to  pnt 
in  frame  *'  the  hull  of  an  iron-clad  monitor,  in  accordance  with  your  drawings  and  spe- 
cifications,^ that  is  to  say,  erect  the  frame,  garboard-strakes,  keelsons,  floor8,deck- beams, 
etanchions,  dtc,  '*  making  the  structure  complete  in  all  respects,  except  the  riveting, 
in  readiness  to  receive  the  internal  and  external  plating*:  also  in  readiness  for  the  in- 
ternal fittings,  deck-plating,  side  armor,  &o. ;  to  takedown  the  same  and  to  mark,  pack, 
and  ship  it  to  the  United  States  navy-yard,  Mare  Islaud,  Cal.,  for  the  sum  of  $135,000/' 
as  received. 

This  proposition  is  accepted,  with  the  mutual  understanding  that  the  work  to  be 
performed  by  you  embraces  stem  and  stern  post,  the  intercostal  plates,  with  all  neces- 
sary passages  for  water-courses  and  ventilation,  all  ledges  and  carlings  for  hatches, 
deck-pipes,  and  turrets,  for  turret-beds  and  shafts,  all  work  for  propeller-shaft  oon- 
uected  with  the  frame  of  the  vessel,  and  all  other  work,  except  ttie  internal  and  ex- 
ternal plating. 

To  paint  with  metallic  paint  or  red  lead  all  work  requiring  the  samo^composing 
the  frame  of  the  vessel,  or  the  repairing  the  Monadnock,  double- turreted  monitor.  The 
iron  that  yon  will  furnish  for  this  work  will  be  the  best  quality  charcoal- iron,  and  have  a 
tensile  strength  of  60,000  pounds  per  square  inch,  for  which  the  government  will  pay 
by  delivering  to  yon  three  pounds  of  old  or  scrap  iron  for  each  pound  of  new  iron  ased. 

The  entire  work  above  mentioned  to  be  completed  and  all  the  parts  shipped  as  above 
provided  within  four  months  from  this  date,  it  being  further  understood  as  a  part  of 
this  agreement  that  yon  will  send  a  suitable  and  skilled  person  to  California  to  give 
the  proper  instructions  and  superintend  the  erection  of  the  structure  when  it  arrivea 
there,  such  persou  to  be  paid  by  yon. 

Please  signify  your  acceptance  of  this  proposition. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
ih  ef  of  Bnreau. 

Mr.  Tro8.  F.  Rowland, 

Green  I^oint,  N.  F. 


Exhibit  D. 

Terror —  ffm*  Cramp  ^  Son$,  8,  4"  ^'  ^*  ^So.,  coniraoiorB, 

Navy  Departmknt, 
Bureau  ok  Construction  and  Rrpair, 

October  2,  1874. 

Grntlbmen  :  By  direction  of  the  department,  the  proposition  is  hereby  made  to  yoa 
to  pnt  in  frame  an  iron-clad  monitor  in  accordance  with  the  drawings  and  specifica- 
tions to  be  furnished,  that  is  to  say,  erect  the  frame,  garboard-strakes,  keelsons,  floors, 

■        ■'■■■ 

*  ^^ot  on  filOk 


Sketch  showing  armor  and  wood  backing  for  Uiantonomoh,  February, 
1878. 

So*le  i  iDcb  =  1  foot. 
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deck-beanis,  making  the  stmctare  complete  in  rendiness  to  receive  the  ezteiDal  plat- 
ing, also  in  readine88  for  the  internal  fittings,  deok-plating,  side  armor,  &c,,  for  the 
snm  of  $135,000. 

This  proposition  is  made  with  the  understanding  that  the  work  to  be  performed  by 
yon  embraces  stern  and  stem  post,  the  intercostal  plates,  with  all  necessary  passages 
for  water-oonrses  and  ventilation,  all  ledges  and  car  lings  for  hatches,  deck-pipes,  tur- 
rets for  tarret-beds  and  shafts,  all  work  for  propeller -shaft  connected  with  the  frame 
of  the  vessel,  and  all  other  work  except  the  internal  and  extern^  plating.  To  paint 
with  metallic  paint  or  red  lead  all  work  requiring  the  same,  composing  the  frame  of 
the  vessel,  or  the  repairing  of  the  Terror,  donble-tnrreted  monitor.  The  iron  that  yon 
will  furnish  for  this  work  will  be  the  best  charcoal-iron,  and  have  a  tensile  strength 
of  60,000  pounds  per  square  inch,  for  which  the  government  will  pay  by  delivering  to 
*  yon  three  pounds  of  pcrap-iron  for  each  pound  of  new  iron  used. 

And  by  this  proposition  it  is  further  understood  that  in  making  any  further  contract 
or  agreement,  for  the  completion  of  the  repairs  of  the  Terror,  no  disadvantage  to  the 
government  shall  occur  by  having  the  vessel  on  the  stocks  in  your  yard,  but  if  it  shall 
appear  that  a  higher  price  is  demanded  for  completing  the  work  still  to  be  done  than 
in  the  opinion  of  the  department  should  be  paid  therefor,  the  government  shall  have 
the  right  to  bargain  with  any  other  party  to  go  into  the  yard  and  do  the  remainder  of 
the  work  reqnired  to  complete  the  repairs  of  the  said  monitor. 
Please  signify  in  writing  your  acceptance  of  this  proposition. 
Respectfully,  year  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chiiif  of  Bureau, 
Wm.  Cramp  &  8on8, 

Ship  and  Engine  Buildinff  C».,  1415  Beach  Street,  Philadelphiaf  Pa, 

NoTB. — October  5, 1874,  letter  of  acceptance  of  this  contract  received  from  Cramp  Se> 
Sous,  has  been  on  the  files  of  bureau,  but  now  missing. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Cokstkuction  akd  Repair, 

Apnt  5,  1875. 

Gentlemen:  The  bureau  proposes  to  you  that  yon  shall  finish  the  iron  hull  work 
and  deck  armor-plating  of  the  donble-tnrreted  monitor  Terror,  now  at  your  yard ;  that  is 
to  say,  do  all  the  inside  and  outside  plating,  all  the  fore  and  aft  and  athwartship  bulk- 
heads, turret  bulkheads,  wing-passage  bulkheads ;  all  the  foundations  for  engines, 
boilere,  and  machinery,  including  foundations  for  turret  machinery  and  blowing  en- 
gines ;  all  the  alley- ways,  coal-bunkers,  manhole-plates,  for  the  inner  skin ;  foundtitions 
and  gearing  complete  for  turrets;  all  the  pipes  and  ventilators  required  for  the  blow- 
ing-engines, and  iron  rudder  made  and  hung,  together  with  preparing,  laying,  and  fin- 
ishing the  deck-armor  complete :  that  is  to  say.  the  deck  composed  of  two  courses  of 
seven-eisrhtbs  inch,  strapped  on  tne  underside  athwartship  and  fore  and  aft,  riveted  and 
calked  water-tight,  boiing  all  holes  for  dead-lights,  and  attaching  the  old  deck-lights 
and  fitting  the  ventilator-tops,  and  setting  and  fitting  complete  all  ship-pumps,  also 
pumps  worked  by  band;  forming  all  hatchways  and  finishing  the  batches  complete; 
iron  ventilators,  coal-openings,  and  fitting  to  them  the  battle-plates  belonging  to  them  ; 
making  the  hawse-pipes,  channel-ways  for  chains,  and  putting  down  the  timber-heads ; 
pntting  up  the  boat  davits,  preparing  the  work  as  aforesaid  complete  in  readiness  for 
the  wooden  deck,  including  painting  the  hull  with  three  coats  of  such  paint  as  may  be 
fnrnished,  and  cementing  all  parts  required  ;  it  being  agreed,  however,  that  neither 
side  armor,  armor-backing,  deck  outfit,  nor  wood- work  is  embraced  in  the  work  to  be 
done,  and  that  no  materials  are  includ<*d  in  this  proposition. 

And  in  consideration  of  yoar  doing  the  work  as  above  set  forth,  the  bureau  agrees 
to  pay  you  the  sura  of  $155,000,  in  ten  equal  payments,  20  per  centum  to  be  reserved  from 
each  payment  until  the  oompletion  and  acceptance  of  the  work.  Bills  to  be  rendered 
by  you  under  certificate  of  the  inspecting  officer  that  the  work  has  progressed  sufli- 
ciently  to  entitle  you  to  the  payments  named. 

Pleaw  signify  in  writing  your  acceptance  of  this  proposition* 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chu/  tf  Bureau, 

To  Wh.  Cramp  <&  Sons,  S.  &  C.  B.  Co., 

1415  Beach  Sk-eet,  Philadt^lphia. 
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Philadklphia,  April  7, 1875. 

Sir:  We  accept  the  tenn«  ofvyonr  propfMitioQ  of  April  5,  to  furnish  the  iron  hall- 
work  and  deck  armor-platiof;  of  the  doahle-tnrreted  monitor  Terror  for  the  som  of 
one  hnndred  and  fifiy-nve  thoasand  (155,000)  dollars. 
Traly  yours, 

THEO.  CRAMP, 
Seeretary  amd  Treaawrer  Ike  W»  Cramp  f  8on9  S,  and  B.  B.  Cq. 
I.  Hanscom,  Escp, 

Ckirf  of  Bureau  CometntcUen  and  Bepair,  U.  S,  N. 


Navy  Dkpabtmbmt, 

BCRSAU  OF  COM0TBUCTION  AMD  BkPAIR, 

JpHl  13. 1873. 

QB:n*LieMR!r:  The  department  propoees  to  ntilixe  all  the  material  composing^  the 
hnll  of  the  Terror,  and  for  that  purpose  desires  to  have  you  employ  some  fpood  men 
to  break  it  up  and  carefnily  preserve  the  valuable  parts  vibich  may  be  used  in  rebuild- 
ing the  vessel,  either  in  their  present  condition  or  after  being  worked  over.  The  work 
of  breaking  up  to  be  in  charge  of  a  superintendent  to  be  appointed  by  the  gorem- 
ment,  who  will  keep  a  careful  acconut  of  the  time  of  the  men  employed,  and  see  to 
the  taking  care  of  the  materials.  Payment  to  be  made  to  yon  for  the  men  so  employed 
in  breaking  up  the  hull  as  aforesaid. 

You  will  please  inform  the  bureau  if  you  are  willing  to  have  the  work  done  on  the 
above-mentioned  terms. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM. 
Cki(f  of  Bureau.   ' 
The  W.  Cramp  &  Sons  S.  and  £.  B.  Co., 

1415  Beach  Street,  rhUadelphia, 


PHiLAnRLPAlA,  April  1.5, 1875. 

Sir  :  We  accept  your  proposition  for  breaking  up  the  hull  of  the  double-t  aire  ted 
monitor  Terror,  as  statea  in  your  letter  of  April  13. 
Truly  yours, 

The  W.  CRAMP  &  SONS  S.  AND  E.  B.  CO.  ^ 
THEO.  CRAMP,  » 

Secretary  and  Treaeurer,  * 

I.  Hanscom,  Esq., 

Cki^  of  Bureau  CQUiiru(Aiou  and  Bepair. 


EXBIDIT  E. 

Puritan* — John  Boachy  contractor* 

Chbstkr,  Pa.,  December  3, 1874. 

RtR :  I  will  agree  to  perform  all  the  work  necessary  to  put  in  frame  the  iron>olad 
monitor  Puritan  in  the  same  manner  as  is  being  done  with  the  Terror  dass,  the  dimen- 
sions of  the  Pnritan  to  be  as  follows t  Length, 260  feet;  depth,  18.9  feet;  breadth,  60 
feet^ 

That  is  to  say,  I  will  erect  the  frame,  garboard-strsaks,  keelsons,  floors,  deck-beams, 
making  the  structure  complete  in  readiness  to  receive  the  internal  and  external  plat- 
ing, also  in  readiness  for  the  internal  fittings,  deck-plating,  and  side^armor,  for  the  sum 
of  $155,000,  and  will  furnish  the  iron  for  the  above  work,  taking  three  tons  of  wrought- 
iron  scrap  delivered  in  my  yard  for  each  ton  of  new  iron  nsjd  hy  me  in  the  structure. 
Very  respectfully.  &c., 

JOHN  ROACH. 
Chief  Constructor  I.  Hanscom,  U.  S.  N., 

Chi^  qf  Bureau  of  Construction,  fe% 


Exhibit  Ea. 
Sketch  showing  armor  and  wood  backiDg  for  Paritan,  Febmar;,  1878, 

Scale  i  inch  ^  1  foot. 
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Navy  Depart^tknt, 
Bureau  of  CoNSTftucnoN  and  Repair, 

DecembtfT  12,  1874. 

Sir  :  Your  offer  of  the  3il  instant  to  perform  all  the  work  necessary  to  put  in  frame 
the  iron-clad  monitor  Puritan,  in  the  same  manner  as  is  being  done  with  the  vessels 
of  the  Terror  class,  for  the  sum  of  $155,000,  is  accepted,  but  when  the  exact  dimen- 
sions of  the  vessel  are  ascertained  a  fuller  and  more  explicit  letter  of  acceptance  will 
be  sent  you. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
John  Roach,  Esq.,  Chester,  Pa. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

April  7,  1875. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  your  proposition  of  December  3,  1874,  accepted  by  bureau's  letter 
of  December  12, 1874,  to  perform  all  the  labor  necessary  to  put  in  frame  an  iron-clad 
monitor,  in  accordance  with  the  drawings  and  specification,  and  in  the  same  manner 
as  is  being  done  with  the  Terror  class  of  vessels,  for  the  snm  of  $155,000,  the  work  to 
be  done  and  the  terms  are  substantially  as  follows :  That  is  to  say,  you  are  to  erect 
the  frame,  garboard-streaks,  keelsons,  noors,  deck-beams,  making  the  structure  com- 
plete in  readiness  for  the  ii^^bernal  fittings,  deck-plating,  side-armor,  &c.  • 

The  understanding  is  that  the  work  to  be  performed  by  you  embraces  stem  and  stern 
post,  the  intercostal  plates,  with  all  the  necessary  passages  for  water-courses  and  ven- 
tilation, all  ledges  and  cartings  for  hatches,  deck-pipes,  turret-beds,  and  shaft ;  all  work 
for  propeller-shafc  connectrd  with  the  frame  of  the  vessel,  and  all  other  work,  except 
the  internal  and  external  plating ;  that  you  shall  paint  with  metallic  paint,  or  red 
lead,  all  work  requiring  the  same  composing  the  frame  of  the  vessel,  or  the  repairing 
of  the  Puritan  double-turreted  monitor.  The  iron  that  yon  will  furnish  for  this  work 
will  be  of  the  best  quality  of  '' charcoal  iron,''  and  ba^^^e  a  tensile  strength  of  60,000 
pounds  per  square  inch,  for  which  the  government  will  pay  by  delivering  to  yon  three 
pounds  of  old  or  scrap  iron  for  each  pound  of  new  iron  used. 

And  by  this  proposition  it  is  to  be  further  understood  tba^>  in  making  any  further 
contractor  agreement  for  the  completion  of  the  repairs  of  the  Puritan,  no  disadvantage 
to  the  government  shall  occur  by  having  the  vessel  on  the  stocks  in  your  yard  ;  but,  if 
it  shall  appear  that  a  higher  price  is  demanded  for  completing  the  work  still  to  be  done, 
than,  in  the  opinion  of  the  department,  should  be  paid  therefor,  the  government  shall 
have  the  right  to  bargain  with  any  other  party  to  go  into  the  yard  and  do  the  remain- 
der of  the  work  required  to  complete  the  repairs  of  the  said  monitor. 

Please  signify  in  writing  your  acceptance  of  this  proposition.    Payment  to  be  made 
in  same  manner  as  for  the  Miantonomoh. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 

John  Roach,  Esq.,  Chester ^  Pa, 


Chester,  Pa.,  April  10, 1875. 

Sir:  Your  proposition  to  me  of  7th  April,  confirming  your  former  letter  of  December 
12,  1874,  for  performing  all  the  labor  necessary  to  put  in  frame  and  reoair  the  dimble- 
turreted  monitor  Puritan,  for  $155,000,  is  accepted ;  and  for  this  sum  I  agree  to  do  all 
the  labor  to  complete  the  work  as  specified ;  and  I  will  further  furnish  the  iron  of  the 
quality  required,  and  receive  in  payment  therefor  three  pounds  of  wrought-iron  scrap 
lor  each  pound  of  new  iron  used. 
I  am,  sir,  yours,  respectfully, 

JOHN  ROACH. 

Chief  Naval  Constructor  Isaiah  Hanscom,  U.  S.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  Construction  and  Hepairy  WaahtHgtomt  D,  C, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

April  7,  1875. 

Sir:  The  bureau  proposes  to  you  that  yon  shall  finish  the  iron  hull  and  deck-armor 
plating  of  the  double-turreted  monitor  Puritan,  now  at  your  yard,  that  is  to  say,  do  all 
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the  iDBide  and  ooUide  plating,  all  the  fore  and  aft  and  atbwart-sbip  balkheads,  turret 
bnlkheads,  winf^-passage  bolkheads,  all  the  foundations  for  engines,  boilers,  and  ma- 
chinery, including  foundation  for  turret  machinery  and  blowing-engines ;  all  the  alley- 
ways, coal-bunkers,  manhole  plates  for  the  inner  skin,  foundatious  and  gearing  cooa- 
plete  for  turrets,  all  the  pipes  and  ventilators  required  for  the  bio  wing- engines,  and 
iron  rudder  made  and  hung,  together  with  preparing,  laying,  and  finishing  the  deck- 
armor  complete ;  that  is  to  say,  the  deck  composed  of  two  courses  of  one  (I)  inch, 
strapped  on  the  under  side  atb wart-ship,  and  fore  and  aft,  riveted  and  calked  water- 
tight, boiing  all  holes  for  deck-lights,  and  attaching  the  old  deck-lights  and  fitting  the 
ventilator- tops,  and  setting  and  fitting  complete  all  ship-pumps,  also  pumps  worked 
by  hand,  forming  all  hatchways  and  finishing  the  hatches  complete,  iron  ventilators, 
coal  openings,  and  fitting  to  them  the  battle-plates  belonging  to  them ;  making  the 
hawse-pipes,  channel-ways  for  chains,  and  puttmg  down  the  timber-heads,  putting  up 
the  boat-davits,  preparing  the  work  as  aforesaid  complete,  in  readiness  for  the  wooden 
deck,  inclading  painting  the  hull  with  three  coats  of  such  paint  as  may  be  furnished, 
and  cementing  all  parts  required ;  it  being  agreed,  however,  that  neither  side-armor, 
armor-backinj^,  deck-outfit,  nor  woml-work  is  embraced  in  the  work  to  be  done,  and 
that  no  materials  are  included  in  this  proposition. 

And  in  consideration  of  your  doing  the  work  as  above  set  forth,  the  bureau  agrees 
to  pay  to  yon  the  sum  of  two  hundi^  and  seven  thousand  dollars  ($207,000),  in  ten 
equal  payments,  twenty  per  centum  to  be  reserved  from  each  payment  until  the  com- 
pletion and  acceptance  ot  the  work.  Bills  to  be  rendered  by  you,  under  certificate  of 
the  inspecting  officer,  that  the  work  has  progressed  sufficiently  to  entitle  you  to  the 
payment  named. 

Please  signify  in  writing  your  acceptance  of  this  proposition. 
Respectnilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

T.  HAN8C0M, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 

John  Roach,  Esq.,  Chttter^  Pa, 

Chester,  Pa.,  April  10, 1875. 

SiK :  Your  proposition  to  me  of  7th  April,  to  finish  the  hull  and  deck  armor-plating 
of  the  double-tnrreted  monitor  Puritan,  for  two  hundried  and  seven  thousand  dollars 
(1207,000),  is  accepted ;  and  for  this  sum  I  agree  to  do  all  the  work  therein  specified ; 
it  being  understood  that  neither  side-armor,  armor-backing,  deck  outfit,  nor  wood  is 
embraced  in  the  work  to  be  done,  and  that  no  materials  are  included  in  the  propo- 
sition. 

1  am,  sir,  yours,  respectfully, 

JOHN  ROACH. 
Chief  Naval  Constructor  Isaiah  Hanscom,  U.  8.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  Comtructiov  and  Repair, 

Waehifigtonf  D.  C. 


Exhibit  F. 

Monadnoek. — Phineae  Burgees,  contraoHOr, 

Navy  Department, 
BuKEAU  OP  Construction  and  Repair, 
^  Waehingion,  D.  C.,July  12,  1875. 

Proposals  will  be  received  at  this  bureau  until  12  o'clock  m.,  on  the  30th  day  of  Angust 
next,  from  ship-builders  and  mechanics  qualified  to  do  the  work,  for  laying  the  keel, 
raising  the  stem,  stern-post,  and  frames,  and  doing  all  riveting  and  fastening  for  the 
same;  putting  on  the  garboard  and  other  strakes,  putting  in  the  intercostal  plates, 
stanchions  and  deck-^eanis,  as  per  plans  and  specifications,  embracing  the  completion  of 
the  frame-work  ready  for  outer  and  inner  plating  and  deck-plating  of  the  United  States 
double-tnrreted  monitor  Monadnoek.  The  frame  and  all  parts  conected  and  required 
for  the  above  work  has  been  erected,  and  will  be  carefully  taken  apart  and  delivered 
to  the  contractor  at  the  railroad  depot  in  Vallejo,  Cal.  The  contractor  will  be  required 
to  prepare  a  substantial  foundation  for  the  blocking  up  and  launching  the  vessel,  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  Mare  Island  navy-yard,  and  complete  the  above  work  in  six  weeks 
from  the  time  of  the  delivery  of  the  frame,  &c.,  at  the  depot  in  Vallejo.  Payments 
will  be  made  in  United  States  currency. 

Also,  proposals  will  be  received  at  the  same  time  and  place  for  putting  on  outcr>and 
inner  skin-plating,  deck-plating,  all  bulkheads,  ventilators,  battle-hatches,  deck-lights, 
timber-heads,  cleats,  sockets,  putting  in  ventilating  and  turret  engine, ,  and  complet- 
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ing  all  iron-work  required  to  fioiBb  the  hull  of  said  donble-turreted  monitor  Monad- 
nock,  except  the  armor-plating  on  the  sides.  All  materials  will  be  furnished  by  the 
l^oyemmenl;)  and  will  bo  delivered  to  the  contractor  at  the  railroad  depot  in  Yallejo, 
Cal.,  as  it  comes  from  the  manufacturer. 

All  of  the  above  work  mast  be  done  in  the  best  possible  manner,  and  acceptable  to 
the  government  superintendent  who  may  be  appointed  for  that  duty,  and  who  will 
have  authority  to  reject  any  part  thereof  not  considered  by  him  to  be  good  work. 

Bids  will  not  be  received  from  persons  not  acquainted  or  competent  and  not  having 
the  facilities  to  do  the  work. 

Securities  usual  in  like  cases  will  be  required  for  the  faithful  performance  of  the 
work. 

The  department  reserves  the  right  to  reject  any  or  all  proposals  not  considered  to 
the  interest  of  the  governmeut. 


124  Bedford  Avknue,  Brooklyn,  E.  D.,  New  York, 

November  11,  1874. 

Sir:  The  undersigned,  having  located  himself  at  Vallejo  and  established  a  yard, 
baildings,  machinery,  and  tools  for  carrying  on,  economically,  the  building  and  repair- 
ing of  iron  and  wooden  vessels,  and  having  nearly  completed,  satisfactorily,  the  repairs 
to  the  United  States  monitor  Camanche,  respectfully  offers  the  following  proposals, 
viz  :  To  take  the  frame  and  all  the  connections  of  the  monitor  Monadnock  from  New 
York  and  transport  them  to  Vallejo,  Cal.,  and  erect,  rivet,  and  complete  the  same  in 
all  respects,  for  the  inner  and  outward  plating.  The  vessel  to  be  erected  upon  a  firm 
and  suitable  foundation  for  launching  K>r  the  sum  of  $55,000.  And  the  undei signed 
farther  agrees  to  take  the  Monadnock,  as  she  is,  remove  the  turrets  and  all  its  connec- 
tions, take  out  the  ventilating  engines,  piping  and  blowers,  deck-lights,  pilot-house, 
timber-heads,  cleats,  davits,  hawse-pipes,  chain,  stoppers,  and  connections,  and  all  arti- 
cles which  may  be  used  in  the  repairs  of  the  Monadnock,  land  the  machinery  at  the 
Mare  Island  navy-yard,  and  carefully  stoi^  all  articles  requiring  it,  and  break  up  the 
hull,  preserving  the  materials  coming  therefrom,  and  keep  a  careful  account  thereof, 
the  government  paying  me  a  fair  profit  for  the  labor  and  use  of  tools.  Payments  for 
the  transportation  to  be  made  upon  the  certificates  of  the  freight  agent,  indorsed  by 
the  government  inspector,  that  such  a  proportion  of  the  cost  of  transportation  and 
work  has  been  done,  reserving  ten  per  cent,  of  the  full  payment  to  which  they  would 
be  entitled  to  until  the  final  payment  for  erecting  the  frame  of  the  Monadnock.  Pay- 
ments to  be  made  for  breaking  up  the  hull  of  the  Monadnock  upon  the  certificate  of 
the  government  superintendent  that  such  amount  of  work  has  been  done,  and  ten  per 
cent,  of  the  full  amount  due  retained.  The  work  to  be  done  satisfactory  to  the  gov- 
ernment inspector,  who  may  or  will  reject  any  work  not  considered  of  the  nest  quality. 

PHINEAS  BURGESS. 

Hon.  Geo.  M.  Robeson, 

Secretary  of  U,  H.  Navg^  Washington^  D,  C, 


Propo&aU  for  erecting  and  compleiing  the  frame-work^  ^c,  of  the  Monadnock^  at  the  navy- 
yard,  Mare  Island. — Bids  opened  August  30,  1875. 

T.  F.  Rowhiud,  both  proposals,  |325,000. 

W.  H.  Taylor,  first  proposal,  |60,500;  second  proposal,  |247,500. 
Hope  Iron  Works,  first  proposal,  $46,000 ;  second  proposal,  $243,000. 
Phineas  Burgess,  first  proposal,  $22,350 :  second  proposal,  $216,900. 
Opened  in  presence  of  I.  Hanscom,  chief  of  bureau;  H.  A.  Goldsbarougb,  chief 
clerk ;  B.  T.  Hanley,  clerk.  ^ 


Greenpoint,  Brooklyn,  N,  F.,  August  28, 1875. 

Sir  :  We  will  contract  to  furnish  the  necessary  facilities  at  San  Francisco,  and  erect 
the  frame-work  for  the  new  hull  of  the  iron-clad  monitor  Monadnock;  also  do  all  the 
labor  necessary  to  finish  the  iron-work  of  the  said  hull  (as  called  for  by  the  inclosed 
advertisement),  for  the  sum  of  three  hundred  and  twenty-five  thousand  dollars  ($325^000), 
United  States  currency. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

•  T.  F.  ROWLAND. 

I.  Hanscom, 
Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction,  Navy  Department,  Washington,  D.  C^ 
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Proposal  for  Uie  work^  cf-c./or  the  United  States  iron  vessel  Monadaock, 

San  Francisco,  Cah^  August  Id,  1875. 

Sir:  We  hereby  propose  to  enter  into  contract  with  the  United  States  Government 
to  perform  all  Uie  labor,  and  comply  with  the  conditions  and  requirements  set  forth  in 
the  official  advertisement  for  proposals,  bearing  date  Washington,  D.  C,  July  12, 1875, 
to  execute  certain  work  on  the  hull  of  the  United  States  vessel  Monadnock,  as  follows, 
viz:  That  portion  called  for  in  the  first  clause  of  the  advertisement  relating  to  the 
providing  of  the  necessary  property  npon  which  to  erect  the  structure,  and  the  erect- 
ing the  frame,  &o.,  we  will  consummate  for  the  sum  of  sixty  thousand  five  hundred 
dollars  ($60,500),  United  States  currency.  The  balance  of  the  conditions  of  the  adver- 
tisement requiring  the  finishing  of  the  iron-work,  &c.  (copy  of  which  advertisement 
is  hereto  attached),  we  will  contract  to  assume  and  perform  for  the  additional  sum  of 
two  hundred  and  forty-seven  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  (|'^47,500),  Uuited  States 
currency,  making  the  total  for  all  work,  as  per  advertisement,  three  huudred  and  eight 
thousand  dollars  ($308,000),  United  States  currency. 

THE  EI8D0N  IRON  AND  LOCOMOTIVE  WORKS, 

[SEAL.]  By  W.  H.  TAYLOR,  President, 

S.  E.  comer  of  Deale  and  Hotcard  Sts,,  San  FranciscOf  CaL 

Hon.  Grorge  M.  Robeson, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  Washingtony  D.  C 


San  Francisco,  August  19,  1875. 

Sir:  We  propose  to  lay  the  keel,  raise  the  stem  and  stern-post  and  frames,  &o.,  for 
the  United  States  monitor  Monadaock,  at  Vallejo,  Cal.,  according  to  plans  and  speci- 
fications shown  ns  at  the  navy -yard,  Mare  Island,  Cal.,  for  the  turn  of  forty-six  tnoa- 
eand  dollars  ($46,000)  in  currency. 

We  also  propose  to  put  on  the  outer  and  inner  skin-plating,  deck-plating,  &,o.,  ac- 
cording to  the  above  specifications  and  plans,  for  the  farther  sum  of  two  huudrod  and 
forty-three  thousand  dollars  ($243,000),  also  in  currency. 
Respectfully, 

THE  HOPE  IRON  WORKS. 
W.  V^.  HAN8COM. 
Chief  Naval  Constructor  Isaiah  Hanscom, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Hepair, 


Burgess  Iron  Works, 

Vall^Of  Cal.f  August  22,  1875. 
Sir  :  Referring  to  the  advertisemeut  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 
dated  July  12,  1875,  inviting  proposals  ^*for  putting  on  outer  and  inner  skin-plating, 
deck-plating  all  bulkheads^   ventilators,   battle- hatches,  deck-lights,  timber-heads, 
cleats,  sockets,  putting  ventilating  and  turret  engines,  and  completing  all  iron-work 
required   to  finish  the  hull  of  said  donble-turretod  mooitor  Monadnock,  except  the 
armor-plating  on  the  sides,''  I  hereby  propose  to  do  the  above  work  in  accordance  with 
the  stipulations  and  terms  of  the  advertisement,  for  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  six- 
teen thousand  nine  hundred  ($216,9(X))  dollars  in  currency. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

phineas  burgess. 

I8AIAH  Hanscom,  Esq., 
Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair^ 

Washington  f  D,  C. 


Burqess  Iron  Works, 

Vallejo,  Cal,  August  22,  1875. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  advertisement  of  the  Bureau  of  Constr action  and  Repair,  dated 
July  12,  1875,  inviting  proposals  "for  laying  the  keel,  raising  the  stem  and  stem-post 
and  frames,  and  doing  all  riveting  and  fastening  for  the  same,  putting  on  the  garboard 
and  other  strakes,  puttiug  in  the  intercostal  plates,  stanchions  and  deck- beams,  as  per 
plans  and  specifications  embracing  the  completion  of  the  frame- work,  ready  for  ooter 
and  inner  plating  and  deck-platmg,  of  tbe  United  States  double-turreted  monitor 
Monadnock,  to  prepare  a  substantial  foundation  for  blocking-up  and  launching  the 
vessel  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Mare  Island  navy -yard,"  I  hereby  propose  to  do  the  above 
work,  in  accordance  witn  tbe  stipulations  and  terms  of  the  advertisement,  for  the  sum 
of  twenty-two  thousand  three  hundred  and  fifty  ($22,350)  dollars  in  currency. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

PHINEAS  BURGESS. 
Isaiah  Hanscom,  Esq., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Washington,  D,  C. 
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'  Contract  for  putting  Monadnock  in  frame, — Phineaa  Burgess,  contractor. 

This  contract,  made  and  entered  into  at  tbe  city  of  New  York,  in  the  State  of  New 
l^rk,  tbe  IHt.b  day  of  September,  in  tbe  year  of  our  Lord  one  tbousand  eigbt  bundfed 
and  seventy-five,  by  and  between  Pbineas  Burgess,  of  Brooklyn,  in  tbe  State  of  New 
York,  as  principal,  and  Cbarles  A.  Secor,  of  tbe  city  of  New  York,  in  tbe  State  of  New 
York,  and  James  F.  Secor,  of  tbe  city  of  New  York,  in  tbe  State  of  New  York,  as 
sureties,  of  tbe  first  part,  and  Isaiah  Hanscom,  Chief  of  tbe  Bnreaa  of  Constmction 
and  Repair,  acting  under  tbe  antbority  of  the  Navy  Department  of  the  United  States, 
for  and  in  its  behalf,  of  the  second  part,  witnesseth  : 

That  tbe  said  parties  of  the  first  part  do  by  these  presents  contract,  covenant,  and 
agree»for  themselves,  their  executors,  and  administrators,  jointly  and  severally,  with 
the  said  party  of  the  second  part,  as  follows : 

That,  for  tbe  consideration  hereinafter  named,  tbe  said  Pbineas  Bnreess  will  do  tbe 
following  work,  that  is  to  say :  First,  provide  tbe  necessary  materials  therefor,  and 
prepare,  in  tbe  vicinity  of  the  United  Staten  navy-yard  at  Mare  Island,  California,  a 
suitable  and  substantial  foundation  for  blocking  up  and  launching  the  iron-dad  double- 
turreted  monitor  Monadnock.  Second,  that  he  will  take  tbe  frame  of  tbe  said  vessel, 
and  all  parts  connected  therewith  and  required  for  the  work  to  be  done  under  this  con- 
tract, from  tbe  railroad  depot  at  Vallejo,  California,  at  which  point  tbe  said  frame  and 
other  parts  will  be  delivered  to  him,  and  transport  the  same  to  tbe  spot  selected  by 
him  for  the  erection-  thereof.  Third,  that  upon  the  foundation  prepared  therefor,  as 
above  mentioned,  be  will  lay  the  keel  of  tbe  said  vessel,  raise  tbe  stem,  stern-post,  and 
frames,  doing  all  riveting  and  fastening  for  the  same,  put  on  the  garboard  and  other 
strakes,  put  in  the  intercostal  plates,  stanchions,  and  deck-beams,  as  per  plans  and  spe- 
cifications hereby  made  a  part  of  this  contract,  and  do  all  other  work  necessary  to  com- 
plete tbe  frame-work  of  tbe  said  vessel,  ready  for  the  onter  and  inner  plating  and  deck 
plating ;  the  entire  work  above  mentioned  to  be  fully  completed  within  six  weeks  from 
the  time  of  tbe  delivery  to  tbe  said  Burgess  (or  his  authorized  agent  or  agents)  of  tbe 
frame  of  tbe  said  vessel  and  the  parts  required  to  complete  the  same  in  manner  as 
before  provided  at  tbe  railroad  depot  at  Vallejo,  California,  as  aforesaid. 

The  said  parties  of  tbe  first  part  do  further  agree  that  tbe  work  to  be  done  as  afore- 
said by  the  said  Burgess  in  erecting  and  completing  tbe  frame  of  the  said  iron  iron-clad 
double-tnrreted  monitor  Monadnock  shall  be  done  in  tbe  best  manner,  and  equal  la 
every  respect  to  work  done  upon  vessels  built  in  United  States  navy- yards ;  and  fur- 
ther, that  it  shall  be  to  the  full  and  entire  satisfaction  of  the  person  or  persons  to  be 
appointed  by  tbe  Navy  Department  to  superintend  tbe  construction  of  the  vessel,  and 
who  shall  have  full  power  to  reject  any  portion  of  tbe  work  not  deemed  satisfactory. 

And  the  said  parties  of  tbe  first  part  do  further  engage  and  eontraet  that  no  mem- 
ber of  Congress,  officer  of  the  Navy,  or  any  person  holding  any  offloe  or  appointment 
under  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  admittea  to  any  share  or  part  of  this  contract,  or 
to  any  benefit  to  arise  therefrom.  And  it  is  hereby  expressly  provided,  and  this  con- 
tract is  upon  this  express  condition,  that  if  any  such  member  of  Congress,  officer  of 
tbe  Navy,  or  other  person  above  named  shall  be  admitted  to  any  share  or  part  of  this 
contract,  or  to  any  benefit  to  arise  under  it,  or  in  case  tbe  parties  of  the  first  part  shall 
in  any  respect  fail  to  perform  this  contract  on  their  part,  tbe  same  ma^  be,  at  the  option 
of  the  United  States,  declared  null  and  rouf,  without  affecting  their  right  to  recover  for 
defaults  which  may  have  occurred. 

And  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  hereby  contracts  and  engages  with  the  said 
parties  of  tbe  first  part  ad  follows :  That  for  the  work  herein  contracted  to  be  done  by 
the  said  Burgess  upon  tbe  iron  iron-clad  double-turreted  monitor  Monadnock,  in 
manner  as  herein  provided,  there  shall  be  paid  to  him,  or  to  bis  authorized  agent  or 
agents,  tbe  sum  of  $22,350,  in  current  money  of  the  United  States.  The  said  anionnt 
to  be  paid  upon  certificate  of  the  inspector  or  superintendent  of  the  work  that  it  has 
been  fully  completed  as  required  by  this  contract  and  is  in  all  respects  satisfactory, 
upon  bills,  in  triplicate,  duly  approved  by  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  Constmction  and 
Repair,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York ;  and  no  payment  shall  be  made  with- 
out such  certificate  and  approval. 

PHINEAS  BURGESS. 
CHAS.  A.  SECOR. 
JAMES  F.  SECOR. 
I.  HANSCOM, 
Chuif  qf  Bureau  of  Construciton  and  Repairs, 

t  Signed,  sealed  and  delivered  in  presence  of 

Charlks  Nettleton.  as  to  P.  B.,  C.  A.  S.,  and  J.  F.  S. 
WiLLtAM  H.  Clarkson,  wituess  to  signature  of  J.  Hanscom. 
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State  of  New  Yokk, 

City  and  County  of  New  York : 

Charles  A.  Secor,  bein^;  duly  sworo.  deposes  and  says  that  ho  resides  ia  the  city  of 
New  York,  that  he  is  a  freeholder,  ana  that  the  valae  of  his  property  over  and  above 
all  debts  and  liabilities  incurred  by  him  is  over  twenty-three  thousand  dollars. 

CHA8.  A.  SECOR. 

Sworn  to  and  sabsoribed  this  18th  day  of  September,  1875,  before  roe.  Witness  my 
hand  and  notarial  seal. 

[SEAL.]  CHARLES  NETTLETON, 

Notary  Public  for  New  York  County ,  N.  Y, 


% 


State  of  New  York, 

CUy  and  County  of  New  York^  se  : 

James  F.  Secor,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  resides  iu  the  city  of 
New  York,  that  he  is  a  freeholder,  and  that  the  value  of  his  property  over  and  above 
all  debts  and  liabilities  incurred  by  him  is  over  twenty-three  thousand  dollars. 

JAMES  F.  SECOR. 

Sworn  and  sabscribed  this  16th  day  of  September,  1875,  before  me.  Witness  my 
hand  and  notarial  seal. 

[seal.]  CHARLES  NETfLETON, 

Notary  PubliCj  Netv  York  County^  N.  Y. 

Bond  to  accompany  contract  of  Phi neas  Burgess  with  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and 
Repair,  Navv  Department,  dated  September  18,  1875,  for  erecting  and  completing 
the  frame  of  the  United  States  iron-clad  monitor  Monadnock,  in  readiness  for  the 
inner  and  outer  plating  and  deck-plating. 

Know  all  men  by  these  presents  that  we,  Phineas  Burgess,  as  principal,  and  Charles 
A.  Secor  and  James  F.  Secor,  as  sureties,  to  a  certain  contract  with  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
struction and  Repair,  Navy  Department  of  the  United  States,  hereto  annexed  and 
bearing  date  the  18th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1875,  for  erecting  and  completing,  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  United  States  navy-yard  at  Mare  Island,  California,  the  frame  of  the 
United  States  iron-clad  monitor  Monadnock,  in  readiness  for  the  inner  and  outer 
plating  and  deck-plating,  are  holden  and  stand  firmly  nnto  the  said  United  States 

in  the  sum  of  twenty-three  thousand  dollars,  lawful  money  thereof,  to  the  payment  of 
which  to  the  said  United  States  we  do  hereby  jointly  and  severally  bind  ourselves, 
our  heirs,  executors,  and  administrators. 

The  condition  of  this  obligation  is,  that  if 'the  above-boundcu  Phineas  Burgess, 
Charles  A.  Secor,  and  James  F.  Secor,  their  heirs,  execntors,  and  administrators,  or  any 
of  them,  shall  well  and  truly  fulfill  all  th^  terms,  conditions,  and  requirements  of  the 
said  contract,  to  the  full  and  complete  satisfaction  of  the  said  Navy  Department,  then 
the  above  obligation  to  be  null  and  void ;  otherwise  to  be  and  remaiu  in  full  force  and 
virtue. 

In  witness  whereof  we  have  hereunto  set  our  hands  and  affixed  our  seals  the  18th 
day  of  September,  A.  D.  1875. 

PHINEAS  BURGESS. 
CHA8.  A.  SECOR. 
•  JAMES  F.  SECOR. 

Signed,  scaled,  and  delivered  iu  presence  of — 
John  Telford. 


Exhibit  Q. 
Monadnock, — Phineas  BurgeeSy  contractor. 

This  contract,  made  and  entered  into  at  city  of  New  York,  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  the  2d  day  of  October,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy-five,  by  and  between  Phineas  Burgess,  of  Brooklyn,  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
as  principal,  and  Charles  A.  Secor,  of  city  of  New  York,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  and 
James  F.  Secor,  of  city  of  New  York,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  as  sureties,  of  the  first 
part,  and  Isaiah  Hanscom,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  acting 
nnder  the  authority  of  the  Navy  Department  of  the  United  States,  for  and  in  its 
behalf,  of  the  second  part,  witnesseth  : 

That  the  said  parties  of  the  first  part  do,  by  these  presents,  contract,  covenant,  and 
agree,  for  themselves,  their  executors,  and  administrators,  Jointly  and  severally,  with 
the  said  party  of  the  second  part,  as  follows : 
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Tbftt,  for  the  consideration  hereinafter  named,  the  said  Phineas  Burgess  will  take 
the  iron  iron-clad  monitor  vessel  Monadnock  in  the  condition  she  may  be  left  by  him 
on  the  completion  of  his  contract  with  the  Bnreaa  of  Construction  and  Repair,  Navy 
Department,  dated  the  18th  day  of  September,  1875,  for  erecting  and  completing  the 
frame  of  the  said  vessel  ready  for  the  outer  and  inner  plating  and  deck-plating,  and 
will  do  thereon  the  following  work,  that  is  to  say:  put  an  onter  and  inner  skin-plat- 
ing and  deck-plating;  pnt  in  all  bulkheads,  ventilators,  battle-hatches,  deck-liehts, 
timber-heads,  cleats,  and  sockets ;  pnt  in  ventilating  and  turret  engines,  and  fnllv 
complete  all  iron-work  required  to  finish  the  hull  of  the  said  monitor  vessel  Monad- 
nock, excepting  only  the  armor-plating  on  the  sides.  All  the  materials  required  for 
doing  the  work  above  named  to  be  furnished  by  the  party  of  the  second  part,  and 
delivered  to  the  said  Burgees  at  the  railroad-depot  in  Vallejo,  California,  as  they  are 
received  from  the  manufacturer;  the  entire  cost,  however,  of  oonveving  the  same  from 
the  said  depot  in  Vallejo  to  the  place  where  the  said  vessel  may  be  under  construc- 
tion, it  is  hereby  agreed,  shall  be  borne  by  the  said  Burgess. 

And  the  ^aid  parties  of  the  first  part  do  further  engage  and  contract  that  the  said 
Burgess  will  promptly  commence  the  work  herein  contracted  to  be  done  immediately 
upon  the  completion  of  the  frame  of  the  vessel  under  the  contract  with  him  hereinbefore 
referred  to  and  the  delivery  to  him  at  the  railroad-depot  at  Vallejo,  as  aforesaid,  of  that 
portion  of  the  materials  that  are  first  required,  and  that  he  will  diligently  prosecute  the 
same ;  the  entire  work  contemplated  by  and  embraced  in  this  contract  to  be  fully 'com- 
pleted within  nine  (9)  months  from  the  date  when  the  first  portion  of  the  materials 
required  for  doing  the  work  as  hereinbefore  mentioned  shall  have  been  delivered  to 
him,  or  to  his  authorized  agent  or  agents,  at  the  railroad-depot  aforesaid. 

The  said  parties  of  the  first  part  do  further  agree  that  the  work  to  be  done  by  the 
said  Burgess  upon  the  said  monitor-vessel  Monadnock  under  this  contract  shall  be 
done  in  the  best  and  most  workmanlike  manner,  and  equal  in  every  respect  to  work 
of  a  like  character  done  upon  vessels  built  or  repaired  in  United  States  navy-yards ; 
and,  further,  that  it  shall  be  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  person  or  persons  who  may 
be  appointed  by  the  Navy  Department  to  superintend  and  inspect  the  work  while  in 
progress,  and  who  shall  have  full  power  to  reject  any  portion  thereof  not  deemed  satis- 
factory. 

And  the  said  parties  of  the  first  part  do  further  engage  and  contract  that  no  member 
of  Congress,  ofiicer  of  the  Navy,  or  any  person  holding  any  office  or  appointment  under 
the  Navy  Department  shall  be  admitted  to  any  share  or  part  of  this  contract  or  to  any 
benefit  to  arise  therefrom.  And  it  is  hereby  expressly  provided,  and  this  contract  is 
npon  this  express  condition,  that  if  any  such  member  of  Congress,  officer  of  the  Navy, 
or  other  person  above  named,  shall  be  admitted  to  any  share  or  part  of  this  contract, 
or  to  any  benefit  to  arise  under-it,  or  in  case  the  parties  of  the  first  part  shall,  in  any 
respect,  fail  to  perform  this  contract  on  their  part,  the  same  may  be,  at  the  option  of 
the  United  States,  declared  null  and  void,  without  aifecting  their  right  to  recover  for 
defaults  which  may  have  occurred.  ^ 

And  it  is  further  agreed  by  the  said  parties  of  the  first  part,  that  in  the  event  of  any 
neglect  or  failure  on  the  part{  of  the  said  Burgess  to  fully  complete  the  work  herein 
contracted  to  be  done,  in  all  respects  as  aforesaid,  upon  the  said  monitor  vessel  Monad- 
nock, within  the  period  of  nine  (9)  months  herein  specified  for  its  completion,  then  they 
shall  forfeit  and  pay  to  the  United  States  the  sum  of  one  hundred  dollars  per  day  for 
each  and  every  day  delayed  beyond  that  time,  to  be  deducted  from  any  money  which, 
under  this  contract,  might  be  found  to  bo  due  the  contractor  on  settlement,  in  case 
no  default,  as  above  mentioned,  had  occurred ;  and  further,  in  addition  to  the  said  for- 
feiture, the  Navy  Department  is  hereby  authorized,  upon  default  made  as  above  by  the 
aaid  parties  of  the  first  part,  to  take  possession  of  the  work  and  complete  it  at  their 
expense,  charging  the  excess  in  cost,  if  any,  to  them,  to  be  deducted  as  aforesaid; 
provided,  however,  that  if  the  said  delay  should  result  from  the  non-receipt  of  the 
required  material,  or  any  portion  thereof,  from  unavoidable  accident,  or  from  the  ac- 
tion or  laches  of  the  Navy  Department,  then,  and  in  that  case,  the  said  forfeiture  shall 
not  accrue. 

And  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  hereby  contracts  and  engages  with  the  said 
parties  of  the  first  part  as  follows : 

That  for  the  work  herein  contracted  to  be  done  by  the  said  Burgess  npon  the  said  iron- 
clad monitor  vessel  Monadnock,  as  aforesaid,  in  manner  as  herein  provided,  there  shall 
be  paid  to  him  (or  to  such  person  or  persons  as  may  be  legally  authorized  by  the  said 
parties  of  the  first  part  to  receive  the  same)  the  sum  of  two  hnndred  and  sixteen  thou- 
sand and  nine  hnndred  dollars  ($216,900)  in  current  money  of  the  United  States,  to  be 
paidin  manner  following,  that  is  to  say :  The  amount  herein  contracted  to  be  paid 
for  the  said  work  will  be  divided  into  ten  (10)  equal  payments,  subject  to  the  reserva- 
tion often  (10)  per  centum,  which  shall  be  withheld  from  each  payment  and  paid  as 
hereinafter  specified.  The  said  payments  will  be  made  as  the  work  progresses,  npon 
certificate  of  the  superintending  and  inspecting  officer  or  officers  that  it  has  suffi- 
ciently progressed  to  entitle  the  contractor  to  the  payment  named,  on  bills  in  tripli- 
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oate  daly  approved  by  the  Chief  of  the  Barean  of  CoD»trnction  and  Repair,  and  no 
payment  shall  be  made  without  such  certificate  and  approval. 

Whenever  it  shall  appear  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  bureau  aforesaid  that  the  work 
herein  contracted  to  be  done  is  fully  and  satisfactorily  completed  and  has  been  in- 
spected and  accepted,  bills  for  the  amount  of  the  reservation  withheld  from  the  ten 
(10)  payments,  certified  by  the  inspector,  will  be  approved  as  above. 

All  the  above  payments  to  be  made  by  the  purchasing  paymaster  at 
within  thirty  days  after  bills,  duly  authenticated  as  above  mentiouad,  shall  have  been 
presented  to  him. 

PHINEAS  BURGESS,    [seal.] 
CHAS.  A.  SECOR.  Lskau.] 

JAMES  F.  SECOR.         [sbal.J 
1.  UANSCOM.  [8KAI.] 

Signed,  sealed,  and  delivered  in  presence  of— 

William  H.  Clarkson. 

Charles  Nettlbton. 
Witness  to  signature  of  I.  Hanscom — 

B.  T.  Hanley. 


State  of  New  York, 

County  of  Netv  York,  m  : 

Charles  A.  Secor,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  be  resides  in  tie  city  an 
State  of  New  York,  that  he  is  a  freeholder,  and  that  the  value  of  bis  property  over  an 
above  all  debts  and  liabilities  incurred  by  him  is  over  one  hundred  and  ten  thousan 
dollars. 

CHAS.  A.  SECOR. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  this  2d  day  of  October,  1875,  before  me ;  witness  my  hand 
and  ofBcial  seal. 
[SEAL.]  CHARLES  NETTLETON, 

Xotary  Public  for  New  York  Countjf,  X,  F. 

State  op  New  York. 

County  of  New  Jbrfc,  m: 

James  F.  Secor,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  savs  that  he  resides  in  the  city  and 
State  of  New  York,  that  he  is  a  freeholder,  and  that  the  value  of  his  property  over  and 
above  all  debts  and  liabilities  incurred  by  him  is  over  one  hundred  and  ten  thousand 
dollars. 

^  JAMES  F.  SECOR. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  this  2d  day  of  October,  1675,  before  me;  witness  my  hand 
and  ofiQcial  seal. 

CHARLES  NETTLETON, 
Notary  Public  for  New  York  County ,  N.  Y. 


Bond  to  accompany  the  contract  of  Pbineas  Burgeas  with  the  Bureau  of  Construotioa 
and  Repair,  Navy  Department,  dated  the  2d  day  of  October,  1875,  for  completing  the 
hull  of  the  iron  iron-clad  double-turreted  monitor  vessel  Monadnook,  except  the 
armor-plating  on  sides. 

Know  all  men  by  these  presents  that  we,  Phlneas  Burgess,  as  principal,  and  Charlea 
A.  Secor  and  James  F.  Secor,  as  sureties,  to  a  certain  contract  of  the  said  Burgess  with 
the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  Navy  Department  of  the  United  States,  here- 
unto annexed  and  bearing  date  of  the  2d  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1875,  for  continuing  the 
rebuilding  of  the  iron  iron-clad  double-turreted  monitor  vessel  Monadnock  up  to  the 
completion  of  the  hull  of  the  said  vessel,  except  the  armor-plating  on  sides,  are  holden 
and  stand  firmly  bound  unto  the  said  United  States  in  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and 
twentv  thousand  dollars,  lawful  money  thereof,  to  the  payment  of  which  to  the  said 
United  States  we  hereby  jointly  and  severally  bind  ourselves,  our  heirs,  execotora,  and 
administrators. 

The  condition  of  this  obligation  is  such,  that  if  the  above  bounden  Phineas  Burgeas, 
Charles  A.  Secor,  and  James  F.  Secor,  their  heirs,  executors,  or  administrators,  or  any 
of  them,  shall  well  and  truly  fulfill  all  the  terms,  conditions,  and  requirements  of  the 
aforesaid  contract,  and  to  the  full  and  complete  satisfaction  of  the  said  Navy  Depart- 
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ment,  then  the  ahove  obligation  to  be  nnll  and  Toid ;  otherwise  to  be  and  remain  in 

fnll  force  and  virtue. 
In  witness  whereof  we  have  hereunto  set  our  hands  and  affixed  our  seals  this  second 

day  of  October,  A.  D.  Id75. 

PHINEA8  BURGESS,    [siul.] 
CHAS.  A.  SECOR.  [seal.] 

JAMES  F.  SECOR.        [seal.] 

Signed,  sealed,  and  delivered  in  presence  of— 
Wm.  H.  Clakkson. 

CUARLKS  NeTTLKTON. 

State  op  New  York, 

City  and  Coitnty  of  New  York^  sb  : 

Be  it  remembered  that  on  this  2d  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1875,  before  me,  Charles  Net- 
tleton,  a  notary  public  of  the  State  of  New  York  in  and  for  the  county  of  New  York, 
du]y  commissioned  and  sworn  and  dwelling  in  said  city  of  New  York,  personally  came 
Phineas  Burgess,  Charles  A.  Secor,  and  James  F.  Secor,  to  me  perMually  known  to  be 
the  same  persons  described  in  and  who  executed  the  foregoing  instrument,  who  signed 
and  sealed  tbe  same  in  my  presence,  and  acknowledged  to  me  that  they  had  executed 
the  same  as  their  free  act  and  deed  for  the  purposes  therein  mentioned. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  my  official  seal  this  2d 
day  of  October,  A.  D.  1875. 

[SEAL.]  CHARLES  NETTLETON, 

Notary  Public  for  New  York,  State  of  New  York, 

17  Broadway,  New  York  City. 


Exhibit  G  a. 

Pay-roll  of  persona  employed  under  Bureau  of  Conetruotion  and  Repair^  United  States  tiavy- 
yard,  Poriemouth,  N.  H.,  from  the  i6th  to  the  2Sih,  inclueivef  of  February^  1877. 


Na 


Name. 


ThotDM  F.  Staples*. . . 

John  B.  Coloora'' 

Joseph  W.Neal 

Willkm  H.  Emery  . . . . 

John  H.  Look 

D.W.Bamabee* 

William  A.  Fernald . . . . 

Daniel  C.  Norton 

James  W.  Brooks  . . . . . 

A..  P.  Wenworth 

Natkaniel  Maloon 

J.  Warren  Prior 

Joseph  R  Remiek 

AloDzo  Fernald 

Samnel  H.  KinfEsbary . . 
Elbridge  O.  Peiroe  . . . . 
George  H.  Batchelder. . 
William  H.  Sanborn. . . 

John  Bridges 

John  D.Swain 

John  Grant 

Chaiies  Bllaworth 

John  S.  Howell , 

William  LoveU 

William  Gardner 

1).  M.  Shapleigh 

Frank  Thnnton 

Thomas  Critchley 

G.G.  Remiek 

Wallace  W.  Martin . . . . 
Charles  Brock 


Oosopation. 


Chief  and  time  derk 

Store-olerk 

Snperintendentofdry-doek 

Draaghtsman 

TimlMr>inspector 

Writer 

Foreman  shipwright 

Fastener 

Qnarterman  Joiner 

Joiner 

do 

do 

do 

do. 

do 

do 

do 

Smith 

Smith's  helper 

Qoarterman  iron-plater  . . . 
Iron-nlater 


.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 


mm 


^ 


10 
10 
10 

8 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 

4 

10 
10 
10 
10 

3 

5 

3 

7 

II 

7 
4 

3| 
8 

7| 


^5 


14 

3 

4 
5 

4 


08 
50 
57 
36 
57 
3  35 
5  50 
50 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
36 
36 
36 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
76 
76 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
8 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


a 

o 

a  . 

8c"S 


140  80 
35  90 
45  70 
43  08 
45  70 
33  50 
55  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 

30  00 
13  00 
33  60 
33  60 
S3  60 
35  00 

9  00 

15  00 
6  00 

31  00 
10  50 
19  50 
31  00 
13  00 
10  50 

16  56 
80  70 


i 

1 


9 

« 

a 


*  This  person  has  been  pidd,  and  Paymaater  Putnam  holds  receipt  for  same. 
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Pay-roll  of  persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

^c— Cootinned. 

No. 

Name. 

1 

1 

Occupation. 

•3 

II 

7 
5 

4 

5 

10 

10 

,2* 

10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 

8 
lU 
10 

9 

10 
10 
10 
10 

9 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 

3 
10 
10 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
10 

s. 

•*• 

i 

h 

r 

i 

t 
o 

s 

• 
"OS 

si 

a 
e 

a 
< 

ChArles  A.  Wendell  . . . 
Samael  Feroald 

Spar-maker 

13  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  50 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
300 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 

3  76 

2  76 
8  76 

4  50 

3  50 
3  36 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  34 
300 
3  00 
3  00 
300 
3  00 
1  50 
1  50 
3  50 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
8  00 
800 
8  00 
3  00 
3  00 
8  00 
3  00 

131  00 

f 

\ 

do    

15  00 
13  00 
15  00 
35  00 
30  00 
10  50 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
34  00 
30  00 
37  60 

34  84 
37  60 
45  00 

35  00 

Ausrustas  Stevenson . . 
William  F.  Noves 

Boat-builder 

""""" 

do 

Simon  O.  Oilman 

Moses  Moore 

Quarterman  painter 

Fainter 

... 

Henrv  Fernald 

do 

' 

Joshaa  B.  Morston  .... 

do 

William  B.  Colley 

do 

B.  R  Swssey 

do 

John  Safford 

do 

... 

Thornton  Bel  ton 

do 

Daniel  Femald 

do 

.......... 

Edwin  Whitten 

do 

Alfred  Webster 

do 

Daniel  Q.  Spinney ..... 

do 

Moses  Leiff nton 

do 

John  Walton 

do 

Walter  Ball 

do 

.... 

Thomas  Tarbox 

do 

Frank  T.Cate 

Stephen  L.  Marston  . . . 

William  J.  Doyle 

Jame#  Waterhoose 

Mark  F.  Plaisted 

John  Woods 

do 

Onirterman  plumber 

Conpertmith 

Helper ^ . 

Cooper 

Engine-tender 

...... do  . ...... ........... . 

33  60 
87  00 

30  00 
30  00 
33  40 
30  00 
20  00 
30  00 
30  00 
4  00 
15  00 
15  00 
45  SO 
26  00 
36  00 
36  00 
36  00 
26  00 
26  00 
26  00 
20  00 
26  00 
30  00 

•  •  •  •     • 

James  E.  Ford 

George  P.  Thompson.. 

Cyrns  Drink  water 

Adolph  Nelson 

I/Oader  laborer 

Laborer 

do 

Abram  Shaw 

do 

William  A.  Ash 

do 

« 

William  Y.Kuhns*... 
Arthur  Kelly 

do 

Boy 

William  Dean    

do 

Daniel  L.Randall 

J.  F.  Hobbs 

Captain  of  ship-keepers. . . 
ShiD-keeiier 

C.  L.  Favour 

do 

Charles  W.  Shannon  .. 
John  D.  Lawrence  .... 

do 

do 

Samnel  Givens 

do 

Warren  Femald 

do 

Thomas  J.  Mitchell . . . 
Richard  Davidson 

do 

do 

Joseph  H.  Sewards 

Charles  N.  Osffood 

do 

Calker 

--"    "-'I 

Total 

699( 

1 

2,002  38 

! 

RECAPITULATION. 


Civil  establishment I         30 

Construction  and  Repair I       669| 

Total I        699^ 


133  40 

1.679  88 


3,003  28 


I  hereby  certify  the  foregoing  pay  roll  to  be  correct 

Examined. 

Approved. 


THOMAS  F.  STAPLES,  Time  Clerk, 
T.  D.  WILSON,  Naval  Oomtruetor. 
EARL  ENGLISH.  Commandant 
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NAMES  OF  PERSONS  PAID  ON  THIS  BOLL. 
Note.— The  sum  of  |tl3.90  haa  been  paid  on  ihU  roll,  leaving  a  b^anoe  of  f  l,8d9.0d  mipaid. 


No. 


Name. 


Thomas  F.  Staples 
John  E.  Colcord . .. 
D.  W.  Barnabee... 
William  J.  Kahns. 


ToUl 


Occupation. 


Chief  clerk 
Store-clerk . 
Writer  .... 
Laborer.... 


10 

10 

10 

S 


33 


>» 

s 

& 


#4  08 
3  59 
3  35 
3  00 


o 

a  . 

Wo 


$40  80 

35  90 

33  50 

4  00 


113  30 


I 


a 


o 

a 


6 

O 

a 


I 


Exhibit  G  6. 

Pay-roll  of  persons  employed  utidtr  Bureau  of  Construciion  and  Repair^  United  States  navy- 
yard,  Portsmouth,  X,  J?.,  for  the  month  of  March,  1877. 


No. 


Name. 


Occupation. 


o 

a^ 


Thorn  an  F.  Staples  , 

John  E.  Coloord 

Joseph  W.  Neal  .... 

W.H.Emery 

D.  W.  Barnabee 

William  A.  Fernald 

Mark  Fernald 

Danit'I  Perry , 

Daniel  C.  Norton  ... 

James  W.  Brookn '  Joiner 

A.  P.  Went  worth do... 

Nathaniel  Maloou do  — 

Elbridge 6. Peiroe do  ... 

William  H. Sanborn  ...I  Smith 

John  D.  Swain Iron>plater 


Chief  and  time  clerk 

Store-clerk 

Superintendent  of  dry-dock 

Draughtsman 

Writer 

Foreman  shipwright 

Shipwright 

do 

Fastener 


Charles  A.Wendell. 
WiUiam  F.Noyes... 

Moses  Moore 

Stephen  L.  Marston  . 

John  Moore 

Charles  Horrent 

George  P.  Thompson 

Ira  Dunbar 

Cyms  Drink  water. . . 

AdoIphNelson • do 

Abram  Shaw l do 

William  A.  Ashe do 

Arthur  Kelly Boy.... 

William  Dean do 

Daniel  L.  Randall 
J.F.Hobbs 


Spar- maker... 
Boat-builder . . 

Painter 

Plumber 

Tinner 

Engine- tender 

Laborer 

do 

do 


C.L.  Favour do 


Captain  of  ship-keepers. . 
Ship-keeper , 


Charles  W.  Shannon 
John  D.  Lawrence. . . 

Samuel  Oi  vens 

Warren  Fernald 

Thomas  J.  Mitchell . . 
Richard  Davidaon  . . . 
Joseph  H.  Seawards 


.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
,.do 


Charles  N.  Osgood !  Calker . 


27 
27 
27 
26 
26 
86 

9 

7 

9 

16* 
17 
16^ 

4 

9 

3 

7 

9 

1* 
9 

9 

6 

13 

,!♦ 

11 
10* 

It 

27 
15 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
9 


1.1 

of  pay 
day. 

Kate 

H  oe 

3  59 

4  57 

5  26 

3  25 

5  50 

3  00 

3  00 

2  50 

3  00 

3  00 

300 

3  00 

386 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

300 

3  86 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

2  00 

2  00 

200 

2  00 

200 

1  50 

1  50 

3  50 

2  00 

300 

200 

2  00 

2  00 

2  00 

200 

2  00 

2  00 

300 



c 
St 


$110  16 

96  93 

133  39 

136  76 

84  50 

143  00 

27  00 

21  00 

22  50 

48  00 
51  00 

49  SO 
13  00 

39  34 
9  00 

21  00 
27  00 
4  50 
29  34 
27  00 
18  00 

21  00 
15  00 

22  00 
22  00 

21  00 

22  00 

40  50 
22  SO 

108  50 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
68  to 
63  00 
62  00 
27  00 


715  1,973  48 


i 

M 

ja 


i 

a 


60 


APPENDIX. 


KECAPITULA.TION. 


Civil  eatabliahment 

Conatmotion  and  repair 


o 


^ 


81 
634 


715 


2., 


cs 


S 


a 
s 

o 

S   . 
ee  >i 

Ik 


$330  48 
1, 644  94 


1,  973  4fi 


M 

o 

u 


a 


-03 

a  ^ 

o 

a 
< 


I  hereby  certify  the  foregoing  pay-roll  to  be  correct. 

Examined : 

T.  D.  Wilson,  Naval  Oomtruetor. 
ApproTed : 

Eakl  English,  Commandant 


THOMAS  F.  STAPLES,  TimeOUrk. 


Exhibit  G  c. 

ray-roll  of  perwns  emploifed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair^  United  States  navy- 

yardf  Portsmouth^  N.  JT.,  for  the  month  of  April^  1877. 


No. 


Name. 


Thomas  F.  Staples. . . . 

John  E.  Colcora 

Joseph  W.  Neal 

William  H.  Emery  .. 
D.  W.Bamabee...:... 
William  A.  Femald  . . 
James  W.  Brooks..... 

A.P.W«ntworth 

Nathaniel  Maloon . . . . 

John  D.  Swain 

John  Grant 

Charles  A.  Wendell . . 

Moses  Moore 

Charles  Mannent 

George  P.  Thompson  . 

Cyms  Driukwater 

Adolph  Nelson 

Abram  Shaw 

William  A.Ashe 

Arthur  Kelly 

William  Dean 

IHmiel  L.  Randall  .... 

J.  F.Hobbs 

C.L.Fatr«mr , 

Charles  W.  Shannon. . 
John  D.  Lawrence — 

Samnel  Girens 

Warren  Femald 

Thomas  J.  Mitchell . . . 
Richard  Davidson  — 
Joseph  H.  Seawords . . 


Occapation. 


a  ^ 

**   OD 

1^ 


^ 


Chief  and  time  clerk 

Store  clerk 

Soperintendentof  dry  dock 

Draagh  tsman 

Writer 

Foreman  shipwright 

Joiner 

do 

do 

Iron-plater 

Spar-maker 

Painter 

Engine-tender 

Laborer 

......do  ................... 

do 

do 

do 

Boy 

......do 

Captain  of  shipkeepers  . .. 

Shlpkeeper 

do 


.do 
..do 
..do 

.do 
..do 
..do 
..do 


24 
94 
24 
S3 
94 
33 
15 
17 
5 
12 
14 
10* 

1 

5 

tf 

6 

6 

6 
S3 

9 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 


578 


i 

a 
a 

0 

►1 

a  . 

H 

si 

^3*0 

*c- 

0 

? 

14  03 

'^J 

•97  93 

3  59 

86  16 

4  57 

109  68 

5  96 

120  98 

3  95 

78  00 

5  50 

126  50 

3  00 

45  00 

3  00 

51  00 

3  00 

IS  00 

3  00 

36  00 

3  00 

42  00 

3  00 

31  50 

3  00 

99  50 

3  00 

3  00 

2  00 

10  00 

9  00 

19  00 

900 

19  00 

9  00 

19  00 

9  00 

13  00 

1  50 

34  90 

1  50 

3  00 

3  50 

105  00 

9  00 

60  00 

9  00 

60  00 

9  00 

60  00 

9  00 

60  00 

9  00 

60  DO 

9  00 

60  00 

9  00 

60  00 

9  00 

60  00 

9  00 

60  00 

1.605  74 

I 

I 

5 


o 

0     - 
•WO 

c  ^ 

0 

o 

a 
-1 


RECAPITULATION. 


Civil  establishment 

Construction  and  repair . 


79 
506 


578 


1293  76 
1,311  98 


1,605  74 


I  hereby  certify  the  foregoing  pay-r(ril  to  be  coirect. 

Examined : 

T.  D.  Wilson,  NawU  Chmtruetor. 
Approved : 

John  Guest,  Commandant. 


THOMAS  F.  STAPLES,  IVnw  Cfcr*. 


APPENDIX. 
Exhibit  G  d. 


61 


Pay-roll  of  persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair^  United  States  navy- 

yardj  Sew  York^for  the  month  of  February ,  lo77. 


No. 


1 
8 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
90 
31 
99 
93 
94 
95 
96 
97 
98 
99 
30 
31 
39 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
49 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
90 
51 
99 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
00 
61 

ra 

63 

64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 


Name. 


David  R.  Manning  a  . . 

John  Fooie  a 

Juseph  M.  Baniam a... 

Albert  H.Pook 

George  F.  Pook 

Joseph  Simmons 

Charles  H.  Van  Doyue. 

Lewis  O.  Wells 

Albert  Kinxsland 

Jacob  Davis 

Edward  L.  Bollock . . . . 

John  G.  Day 

Edward  J.  Feet 

Isaac  Clowes 

Leslie  G.  King 

William  Green 

Joseph  D.  Davis 

Samuel  Williams 

Andrew  Kimble 

Matthew  J.  Betts  b 

Jacob  Kingsland 

Herman  L.  Brownellc . 

William  Hawjr   

Alfr<Hl  O.  Blaisdell 

Charles  Wilson 

George  GrlflSn 

Henry  Collins 

Nicholas  Collins 

Kodney  Lane 

Charles  Coffin 

Jeremiah  Scully 

George  Botta 

William  McLean 

William  Winant 

WiUiam  Hunter 

John  Bolton 

Edward  Northrupc 

laaac  Wallack  e 

David  Lindsay 

David  Bryden 

Isaac  Hallenbaok 

A  lexander  Ferris 

Howard  Kemble 

Andrew  Honston 

JameeRMoGee 

Thomas  Burroughs 

William  Streeton 

John  Gaoloff 

Joseph  Holxer 

Klchard  Harrington  . . . 

James  Bernard , 

Henry  Vough  d 

Peter  E.  Ogilvie  0 

John  Miller 

John  Meams 

Charles  Jackson 

Joseph  Reeves 

Alexander  Bernard 

Richard  Beckwith 

Mathias  Bruen/ 

William  Martin 

Charles  Warner  c  .... 

Charles  Selkirk 

George  Wilkius  e 

William  Morton  <: 

William  Townsend  . . . 

Roswell  Crandall 

George  W.  Logan  . . . . . 
Joshua  Garrison  (7 


Occupation. 


Construction  clerk , 

Store  clerk , 

Avsistant  to  chief  clerk  . . . 

Draughtsman 

Assistant  dranghtsman  . . . 

Timber-inspector 

Writer 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Pattern-maker 

do 

do 

Shipwright  (foreman) 

Shipwright  (quarterman). 

do 

do A 

Shipwright 

do 


do 

.do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

.do 

do 

do 

.do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 


$ 


93 

93 

93 

93 

91 

93 

91 

91 

91 

93 

91 

93 

93 

93 

94 

94 

94 

93 

94 

91 

93 

99 

93 

91 

93 

94 

94 

93 

94 

93 

94 

93| 

94 

94 

94 

91 


$5  96 


a  Civil  establishment. 
&  $45.2 1  piid. 


r  $38.94  paid, 
d  1 40.20  paid. 


et37 


91 

?* 
94 

94 

94 

99i 
99* 
93 
99 

9a 

90| 

90 

17* 

4 

4 

4 

4 

9 

3 

3 

3 

94 

94 

94 

94 

«4 

94 

94 

05  paid. 
78  paid. 


s.< 


s 


00 
90 
96 
96 
26 
96 


3  96 
3  96 
96 
96 
00 
00 
00 
SO 
76 
3  76 
3  76 
3  96 
3  96 
3 
3 
3 


86 
96 
96 
3  36 
3  96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
3  96 
3  96 
3  96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
26 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


1120  98 
99  00 
113  70 
74  98 
68  46 
74  98 
68  46 
63  46 
68  46 
74  98 

68  46 

69  00 
69  00 

69  00 
139  00 

90  94 
90  94 
86  48 
78  94 
68  46 
74  98 
71  79 
74  98 
68  46 
74  98 
78  34 
78  94 
74  98 
78  94 
74  96 
78  94 
76  61 
78  94 
78  94 
78  94 
68  46 
76  61 

70  09 
66  83 
78  24 
78  94 
78  94 
76  61 

73  35 

74  98 

71  72 
71  79 
66  83 
65  20 
57  05 
13  04 
13  04 
13  04 
13  04 

6  59 

9  78 

9  7b 

9  78 

78  94 

78  94 

78  94 

78  94 

76  61 

78  94 

78  94 

73  35 


1-3 
pun 

it 


$190  98 
99  00 
119  70 
74  98 
40  00 
74  98 
68  46 
68  46 

68  46 
74  98 
40  00 
35  00 
35  00 

69  00 
139  00 

45  00 
45  00 
45  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
35  00 
40  00 
74  98 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
35  00 
40  00 
40  00 
30  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
35  00 

:u  00 

35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
95  00 
90  00 


40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 
40  00 

^133.35  paid. 


a 

■*» 
a 
o 
o 

a 


198  46 


98  46 
34  00 
34  00 


45  94 


41  48 


98  46 

34  98 
31  79 
34  96 
98  46 
34  98 
38  94 

38  94 

39  98 
38  94 


38  94 
36  61 
38  94 

33  46 
36  61 
30  09 
36  83 
38  94 
38  94 
38  94 
36  61 

38  35 

39  98 
96  79 
86  79 
36  83 


13  04 
13  04 
13  04 
13  04 
6  59 
9  78 


9  7S 


38  94 


36  61 

38  94 
38  94 


62 


APPENDIX. 


Pay-roll  ofpenona  employed  under  Bmreau  of  Coneimction  and  Repain^  ^c— CoDtiuued. 


No. 


Name. 


70  James  HoUa 

7t  William  UcCload  .... 

7^  Mortimer  Fennel 

73  David  Barnard 

74  CbarleaNeUon 

75  Jaine*  Burns 

76  WillUm  Foaketl 

77  Thomas  Bams 

78  William  Soathwick  . . 

79  Simon  Schneldler 

to  John  £.  Robinson 

81  Alex.  Polglass 

89  John  Carpenter 

83  Thomas  Farrell 

84  Wriiam  Oaynor 

85  James  Keeley 

86  Aagnstos  Fordham  . . 

87  John  MoCaasland 

88  John  Raymond 

89  Cartis^Peck 

90  Josh  aa  Simmons 

91  William  McNamara  b 

92  David  Arkills 

93  Bernard  Cline  e 

94  William  Halloran 

95  Patrick  Conk 

96  Nathaniel  Washbnru. 

97  Edward  Thinkham... 

98  Thomas  G.  Cline 

99  George  W.  Stager 

100  Samuel  Hunter 

101  Daniel  Palmer 

102  Bei\jamin  Henderson. 

103  Robert  Webb 

1 04  George  Vermily e 

105  David  Clark 

106  JohnPerrv 

107  Norman  Campbell  — 

108  JohnW.  Leitoh 

109  George  Davenport . . . 

110  Thomas  Bowers 

111  Alex.  McKeond 

112  George  Martin  d 

113  James  B4«atb 

114  Joseph  Bamett « 

ll.'S  James  Ketohum , 

1 16  I  Robert  Donglsss/ 

117  ,  James  Chambers 

118  '  Isaac  Sampson 

119  '  William  Allison 

120  ,  George  E.  Deogr 

121  *  Edward  Fanning  g  ... 

122  Andrew  Childs 

123  Jacob  Van  Dnsen  . . . . 

124  David  Stewart 

125  SamuelMorr.il 

126  James  HaUtead 

127  James  Stlllman  h 

128  I  Daniel  O.Brirn 

Ita  Edwin  Roberts 

130  Peter  Albert 

131  Thomas  Norman 

132  James  Miller 

133  William  I).  Van  Pelt . 

134  John  Williams 

135  Edward  J.  Dingee 

136  John  W.  Wallace 

137  Marcus  B.  Frner 

138  Hiram  Hsmiiton 

139  I  Garrett  Springsteen  i 

a  138.24  paid. 
6  934.50  paid. 
c  $30  puid. 


Occupation. 


Shipwright 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

......  do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Ooarterman,  boxer. 

Boxer 

do 


.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 

do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 

do 
.do 

do 

do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 


Quarterman,  mill -sawyer. 

Mill-sawyer 

do 

do 

Foreman,  joiner 

Quarterman,  Joiner 

do 


Joiner . 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

.....do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 


24 

234 

23 

23 

23 

23 

1 

1 

3 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

3 

3 
23 
18 
19* 
24 
24 
23 
234 

m 

23 

2I| 

24 

24 

22* 

23 

221 

22{ 

20 

2U 

19 

19 

15 

15 

3 

3 
24 
23 
21 
15* 
24 
24 
24 
24 
22 
83 
24 
21* 
24 
24 
22* 
24 
24 
20* 
23 
24 

2:)* 

24 

24 

24 

24 

2;)* 

24 


|3  26 
3  26 


26 
96 
26 
96 
96 
26 
26 
26 


2 
2 
3 

2 
2  50 


2 
2 
2 


50 
50 
50 


2  SO 
2  50 


2 
2 
2 
2 


2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
3 
2 
5 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


50 
50 
50 
50 
2  50 

2  50 
50 
50 
SO 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
00 
00 
50 
00 
50 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

3  00 
3  00 
3  00 

00 
00 
CO 
00 
00 
00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 


3  96 
3  96 
3  96 
3  26 
3  26 
3  26 
3  26 
3  26 
3  26 
3  96 
76 
76 
00 
50 


a 
o 

u 

< 

178  94 
76  61 
74  98 
74  98 
74  98 
74  98 
63  57 
53  79 
11  41 
13  04 
13  04 
13  04 
13  04 
13  04 
13  04 
13  04 
13  04 
9  78 
9  78 
74  98 

49  68 
34  50 
72  00 
60  00 
:u  50 
58  75 
58  75 
57  50 
53  75 
60  00 

60  00 

56  25 

57  50 
56  25 
56  25 

50  00 
53  75 
47  SO 
47  50 
37  50 

37  90 
7  50 
7  50 

84  00 
69  00 

63  00 

38  75 
120  00 

84  00 
84  00 
72  00 

66  00 
69  00 
72  OO 

64  50 
72  00 
72  00 

67  50 
72  00 
72  00 

61  50 

69  00 
72  00 

70  50 
72  00 
72  00 
72  00 
72  00 
70  50 
72  00 


H 

S  B 


•40  00 


13  04 
13  04 
13  04 


30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
25  00 
30  00 
25  00 
25  00 
25  00 
25  00 
20  00 
25  00 
10  00 
10  OO 


I 


45  00 
35  00 
63  00 
15  00 
120  00 
84  00 
84  00 
72  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  OC 
3.1  00 
35  00 
35  00 
:{.**  00 
45  00 
35  (0 


e 


o 

a 

< 


40  00 

1.16  61 

35  00 

39  98- 

35  00 

39  98 

35  00 

39  98 

35  00 

39  98 

25  00 

38  57 

53  79 

11  41 

■ 

13  04 

*  *  ' 

13  04 

13  04 
13  04 


9  78 



9  78 

74  98 
49  68 

35  00 
.10  00 
57  50 
:M)  00 
30  00 

37  00 

28  75 
28  75 

27  50 
23  75 
30  00 

30  00 

31  25 

27  50 
31  25 
31  25 
25  00 

28  75 
27  50 
22  50 
27  SO 
27  SO 


39  00 


34  00 
37  00 
29  SO 
37  00 
37  00 

■  *  •  •  • 

37  00 
37  00 
26  SO 

34  00 
37  OO 

35  SO 
37  00 
.17  00 
37  00 
37  00 
25  50 


d  t^SO  paid. 
e  $34  paid. 
/ 123.75  paid. 


fj  131  paid. 
h  $39  SO  paid, 
t  $37  paid. 


APPENDIX. 


6S 


Pti^-roU  of  persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Coiutrttction  and  Repair j  jrc, — Cootinued. 


No. 


140 
141 
149 
143 
144 
145 
146 
147 
148 
149 
ISO 
ISl 
153 
153 
154 
155 
156 
157 
158 
159 
160 
161 
162 
163 
164 
165 
166 
167 
168 
169 
170 
171 
178 
173 
174 
175 
176 

in 

178 
179 

lt!0 

181 
183 
183 
184 
185 
186 
187 
188 
189 
190 
191 
199 
193 
194 
195 
196 
197 
198 
199 
200 
901 
202 
203 
204 
205 
906 
207 
308 
209 
210 
211 


Name. 


Occupation. 


Joseph  Clynea Joiner  . 

Martin  Baboock  6 do 

John  Tichnor do 

Andrew  Smith do 

Daniel  Wier do 

John  P.  Nebman  c do 

JamesBnlmer do 

William  H.  Barrett  6 do 

Henry  Peathera do 

Thomas  Long ; do 

James  Drirer do 

Michael  Gaffaey do 

John  Matthews i do 

Robert  Miller do 


Leonard  Beasley   do 

Thomas  Clendinon do 

Samoel  Mount i do 

Valentine  Boyd I- do 

John  Calyer do 

Theodore  Berlett I do 

Joseph  Aoker j do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 


Henry  Aiken 

William  Dewey 

William  Carpenter. . 
Thomas Corrigan  ... 

Charles  Smith 

George  Cavanagb  . . . 
Patrick  Howleyd.... 

Alex. Wood  

John  Soott 

Robert  McKeerer. . . 

Samoel  Schiff 

Darid  MandevUle. . . 

John  German 

James  G.  Dickinson. 

Word  W.  Sweet 

Charles  Coles 

Thomas  Robinson. . , 

Seymour  Clyne  . 

Levi  Pond 

Charles  Blantborn 


o 
**   . 

■8-2 

a  ir 


Albert  Winham ' do 

JosiahCmmp do 

William  Cottrell do 

James  Tmsdale do 

George  Qiiiok do 

William  Semler do 

R(»bert  Snydei do 

John  Gregory do 

Angostps  Barling do 

Joseph  Anderson do 

Edward  Skidmore do 

William  Powell | do 

Charles  HeU \  ....  do 

David  Lehman  e do 

John  Sohenck/ do 

William  H. Benton^ do 

James  Mowbray do 

WilliHmCronA | do 

John  Gray do 

Comelins  Shute j do 

Jeremiah  Bedtrll {  Foreman,  bhicksmith  .. 

James  Allison  i i  Qaarterman,  blncksmith 


Calvin  Baker 

John  Dwver 

CharleH  IloUins do 

George  Reynolds do 

Irtaac  Ruse do 

James  Daly %.. do 

William  Sutton i do 

Laurence  Brooks do 

Duncan  McLarin ' do 

a  $:n.50  paid. 
b  k^Vl  pjiid. 
e  131  paid. 


Heavy  forger,  blacksmith 


d  134  paid. 
e  $37  paid. 
/  #31  paid. 


«4 
94 

93i 

93 

91 

93 

94 

34 

34 

94 

93i 

34 

94 

94 

9t 

33i 

19i 

S3 

94 

94 


94 

34 

94 

93 

94 

93 

94 

93 

24 

31 

94 

93 

94 

94 

93 

93} 

94 

93 

93 

93 

99 

90| 

14 

15 

15 

15 

13* 
14 

H4 

14 
14 
14 
14 
13 
13 
13 
9 
93 
16 
33 
33 
90 
99 
20 
21 
21 
23 
23 
23 
33 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
09 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

oa 

00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


3  00 


3 
3 
3 
3 


00 
00 

oo 

00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
00 
76 
00 
50 


3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 


3 
3 
3 


50 
50 
50 


•G7  50 
73  00 
67  50 

69  00 
63  00 

66  00 
'iS  00 

72  00 

73  00 

72  00 

67  50 

73  00 
73  00 
73  00 
73  00 

70  50 
58  50 
69  00 
79  00 
73  00 
67  50 
67  50 
73  00 
73  OO 
73  00 
69  00 
79  00 
69  00 

79  00 
69  00 
73  00 
63  00 
73  00 

60  00 
73  00 
73  00 

69  00 

70  50 
73  00 
69  00 
69  00 
69  00 
66  00 

61  50 
43  00 
45  00 
45  00 
45  00 
40  50 
43  00 
43  50 

43  00 
49  00 
49  00 
49  00 
36  00 
39  00 
39  00 
97  00 

69  00 

44  16 
115  00 

80  50 

70  00 
77  00 
70  00 
73  50 
73  50 
80  50 
to  50 
80  50 
80  50 


|30  00 
35  00 
.35  00 
35  00 
63  00 
35  00 
35  00 
:i5  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
:<5  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
67  50 
35  00 
:»  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
69  00 
30  00 
95  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
43  50 


5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


69  00 
10  00 
65  00 
45  00 
35  00 
40  00 
35  00 

40  no 

35  00 
45  00 
45  00 
45  00 
45  OU 


s 
•a 

a 
p 
o 

a 

< 


$33  50 
31  00 


37  00 

37  00 

37  00 

33  50 

37  00 

37  00 

37  00 

37  UO 

.35  50 

28  50 

34  OO 

37  00 

37  OO 

33  50 

37  00 

37  00 
97  nn 

34  00 
37  00 


37  00 
34  00 
37  00 

33  00 
37  00 

34  00 
37  00 
37  00 

34  00 

35  50 
37  00 
34  00 
34  00 


36  OO 
36  50 
33  00 
35  OO 
35  00 
35  00 
30  50 
33  00 


37  00 
37  00 
37  00 


34  00 


34  16 
SO  00 


35  00 
.37  00 
35  00 
33  50 
38  50 
35  50 
35  .W 
35  .50 
35  50 


|37  paid. 
$35.50  psid 
i  120.48  paid. 


I 
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No. 


S12 

213 
214 
215 
216 
217 
218 
219 
220 
221 
222 
223 
224 
225 
226 
827 
228 
229 
230 
231 
232 
233 
834 
235 
236 
837 
238 
239 
240 
241 
242 
243 
214 
245 
246 
247 

249 
250 
251 
252 
253 
254 
255 
256 
257 
258 
259 
260 
261 
262 
2&3 
264 
265 
266 
267 
268 
369 
270 
271 
272 
273 
274 
275 
276 
277 
278 
279 
280 
281 
2t<2 
283 


Nam  68. 


Occapation. 


Vi 

u 

o 

« 

%^u 

i* 

H 

«'. 

'S'^ 

«D  >k 

s 

^ 

S, 

St 

< 


John  MoCollam I  Heavy  forger,  blackamith 

John  Dick iufioii 

Charles  Maynard 

•George  Hill   

Patrick  Riley 

Edward  Lautrell 

B«*iijaiDin  W.  Robbins. 
WiHiam  H.Stoothoff.. 

James  Kinney 

Jonathan  Tvack 

Domlniok  Horn 

Amos  Dickinson 

John  Heam 

Narcisse  Boutohard  . . . 

Michael  Higgius 

John  Fiokett 

William  Wilson 

Frank  Adler 

John  Boatty 

John  llcLarty 

JohnO'Nell 

Orlando  Wood 

Robert  Nethercott .... 

John  Hill 

Phiueas  Foster 

John  Hsil 

Joseph  Corpse 

Patrick  Flaherty 

Lewis  Haverly 

William  Reed , 

John  MoLanghlan 

James  Gilbert 

Samuel  Guthrie 

Edward  Wi  itneour. . . 

Henry  Schaffer 

Thomas  Beard 

Otto  Rulenberger 

Thomas  Reynolds 

John  Dwyer,  jr 

Bei^Jamin  Morgan .... 

Henry  McGee 

Adam  Amman 

Nathan  Hall 

James  H.  Robertson. .. 

Patrick  Foley 

James  Tracey 

Peter  Graya  

Joseph  Dooglassb  .... 

John  Bums 

William  Hamilton 

Henry  Canningham  . . 

Charles  McFall 

John  MoGibney 

Michael  Flaherty 

Phillip  Smith  .  *. 

John  Shaw 

AVilUam  Postc 

Theodore  Parcells 

AVilliamG.  Underbill. 

Daniel  Nugent 

John  Bowles 

Hugh  Brav 

Lewis  Holley 

William  H.  Rnsselld  . 

Valentine  Bartin 

James  McConuell 

James  Geegan 

John  Shannan 

George  Crnm 

John  Potts 

John  Grimes 

Thomas  Sandford 


Blacksmith 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Helper 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do ... 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Hammer  man , 

Hammer  runner 

Stocksman 

Talisman 

Foreman  iron  plater 

^luai-termau  iron-plater . . 
ron-plater 


19 

18 

23 

22 

22 

83 

23 

23 

83 

18 

21 

23 

21i 

33 

15i 

23 

23 

19 

22 


13  50 


80 
22 
83 
23 
23 
23 
83 
23 
23 
1 
22 

SI* 

17* 

27i 

23 

23 

22i 

21 

22* 

22 

i; 

22 

18 

19* 

20 

18 

20* 

14 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 


#66  50 
54  00 
69  00 
66  00 
66  00 
69  00 
69  00 
69  00 
69  00 
54  00 

63  00 
69  00 

64  .'30 
69  00 
46  50 
69  00 
69  00 
57  00 
66  00 


do 
do 

.do 
do 

.do 
do 
do 

.do 
do 
do 
do 
do 

.do 


33 
33 

23 

22* 

24 

25* 

254 

92* 

22* 

24 

22 

22 

82* 

24 

23 

23 

22 

93 

23 

23 

24 


76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 


1  76 


76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
76 
50 
00 


2  50 


2 
5 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


50 
00 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


35  50 
38  72 
40  48 
40  48 
40  48 
40  48 
40  48 
40  48 
40  48 

1  76 

38  72 

37  84 

30  80 
•18  40 
40  48 
40  48 

39  60 

36  96 
39  60 

38  72 

23  76 

39  6U 

31  68 

34  32 

35  80 
31  68 

36  08 

24  64 


Si 

«a 


•30  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
35  00 
35  00 
.35  00 
35  00 
15  00 
35  00 
35  00 
25  00 
35  00 


103  50 
69  00 
57  50 
56  25 

120  00 
80  25 
76  50 
67  50 
67  50 
72  00 
66  00 

66  00 

67  50 
72  00 
69  00 
69  00 
66  00 
69 
69 
69  00 
72  00 


t 


15  CO 
80  00 
80  00 
80  00 
80  00 
30  00 
80  00 
20  00 
20  00 
1  76 
30  00 
20  00 
10  00 
80  00 
20  00 
20  00 
20  00 
15  00 
20  00 
20  00 
20  00 
80  00 
15  00 
15  00 
20  00 
15  00 
30  00 
10  00 


♦ 

55  00 
35  00 
30  00 
.30  00 
120  00 
45  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
72  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
.35  00 
35  00 
35  00 


9 
9 


o 
B 


$36  90 
19  00 
34  00 
31 
SI 


00 
00 


34  00 
34  00 
34  00 
34  00 
24  00 
28  00 
34  00 
89  SO 
34  00 

31  SO 
34  00 
34  00 

32  00 
31  00 


80  30 
18  72 
80  48 
20  48 
80  46 


80  48 

80  48 
80  48 


18  72 

17  84 
20  80 
88  40 
20  48 

80  48 

19  60 

81  96 
19  60 

18  78 
3  76 

19  60 
16  68 
19  31 
15  SO 


14  64 


48  50 
34  00 
87  SO 
86  25 


41  50 
32  50 
32  50 

31  00 
31  00 

37  00 
34  00 
34  00 
31  00 
34  00 
34  00 
34  00 
37  00 


afl6/8paid«     6  $16.08  paid,     c  $44.2:' paid,     d  $32.50  paid. 
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Pay  roll  of  persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  fc, — Continued. 


Ko. 


284 
S85 
986 
287 
288 
889 
890 
291 
292 
893 
894 
295 
296 
297 
898 
899 
300 
301 
302 
303 
304 
305 
306 
307 
308 
309 
310 
311 
312 
313 
314 
315 
316 
317 
318 
319 
320 
321 
3i2 
333 
324 
3^ 
326 
327 
328 
329 
330 
331 
332 
333 
334 
335 
336 
337 
338 
339 
340 
341 
342 
343 
344 
345 
346 
347 
348 
349 
350 
351 
352 
353 


Names. 


^ 


Occupation. 


Tboman  Gillespie. . .  ^ . .    Iron  plater. 

John  Deutou do 

William  Cuniiingham  J do 

Henry  B.  Williams i do 

William  H.  Manning..! do  .... 

I^llis  Jonfs I do 

Michael  Halloran  a do 

Henry  Mint-onge ' do 

Samnel  H.  Sheppard  ..i do  .... 

James  Webb I do 

WiUiam  Wallace do  .... 

Owen  McCartey do  .... 

Henry  Monahan do 

Daniel  Kennedy do 

Albert  Lewis do 

Reaben  Rawson do  .... 

John  Rnssell do 

Robert  Taylor do  .... 

Franz  Beck do 

Lawrence  Earle do  . . . . 

Michael  Malone do  . ... 

Patrick  Oarrahan j do 

John  J.  Connolly j do  .... 

Joseph  Hnmphrey  . .  .^. do  . . . . 

Wilbam  Chad  bourne.*.^ do 

John  H.  Ridftcway do 

John  McLeer do 

Laurence  Mnrphyb Machinist. 

Perrie  P.  Parsells  e do 

John£.  Hare 

JLlez.  Newland 

Edward  Keatingd 

Marshall  Dodds 

John  Wood 

William  M.  Dakln  ... 

Nicholas  Brooks 

John  McMuUen 

Henry  Jones  e 

John  Bogardus/ 

Peter  Brodie 

Charles  S.  Dykeman^f. 

TitnsE.  Dodge 

Garret  Braisted 

Simon  White 

William  Renard 

Smith  Rogers 

Oscar  Johnson 

John  L.  Dodge 

John  Knight 

James  B&leh 

Benjamin  Baptist 

Jacob  Callas 

John  Mahouey 

Hamphrey  Owens 

John  Bennetti 

James  Hepensta'l 

Samuel  Ayres 


James  Wilson 

James  Crowej 

Patrick  Clark 

Gilbert  Brush 

Lundy  Ryer 

Timothy  Ryan 

Cornelius  Brown 

Charles  Barlowit 

James  Duncan 

Rol)ert  Smitii  

Christop'r  Hollywood! . 

Jat^b  Fehr 

George  Cartwright 

a $4 1. 50  paid. 
M24i.50pald. 
<:  $31.00  paid. 

5  A  N 


do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Molder 

Molder  helper 

Foreman  mast-maker 

Qnarterman  mast-maker. 

Mast-maker 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Foreman  boat-builder 

Qnarterman  boat-builder. 

Boat-bnilder 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Foreman  painter 

Qnarterman  painter 

Painter 

do 

...-k.do 


M 

u 

a  ^ 


^ 


O 

2  • 


& 


23 

22 

23 

21 

23 

23 

25i 

24 

33i 
24 
24 
23i 
83 
2 
23^ 
23 
194 
93i 

124 

12 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

8 
23 
18^ 
22 
24 
23 
23 
22 
22 
24 
23 

5 

4 
24 
15 
23 
23 
23 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
19i 

21 
21 
21 
13 
12 
23 
23 
14 
21 
20 
15 
17 
17 
21 
12 
24 
24 
19^ 

m 

164 


$3  00 
3  00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


3  00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

uo 

00 
00 
76 
00 
00 
3  50 
3  50 


50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
00 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
OU 


3  00 


3 
3 
5 
3 
3 


00 

no 

00 
50 
00 


3  00 
3  00 


d  134.00  paid. 
<  112.00  paid. 
/|:}7.00paid. 


a  120.48  paid. 
A  $23.25  paid. 
»f32.0Uraid. 


s 

9 
O 

a  . 

^  • 

en's 


|69  00 
66  00 
69  00 
63  00 
69  00 

69  00 
76  50 
72  00 

70  50 
72  OO 
72  00 
70  50 

69  00 
6  00 

70  50 

69  00 
58  50 

70  50 
37  50 
36  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
24  00 

57  50 
55  50 
66  00 
72  00 
69  00 
69  00 
66  00 
66  00 
72  00 
69  00 
15  00 
12  00 

72  00 
45  00 
40  48 

115  00 
92  00 

73  50 
73  50 
73  50 
73  50 
73  50 
68  25 
68  25 
73  50 
73  50 
73  50 
45  50 
42  00 

115  00 
60  50 
42  00 
63  00 
60  00 
45  00 
51  00 
51  00 
63  00 
36  00 

120  00 
84  00 

58  50 
.V  50 
49  50 


s» 

s  ^ 

a  s 

^■3 

® 

fu« 

>t/i 

•*» 

Z'^ 

a 
a 
o 

Vs 

a 

< 

$35  00 

$34  00 

35  00 

31  00 

-n  I 


35  00 
30  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
35  00 
35  00 
6  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
10  00 


30  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 


35  00 
35  00 
20  00 
65  00 
50  00 
45  00 
45  00 
45  00 
45  00 
45  00 
40  00 
45  00 
45  00 
45  00 
45  00 
40  00 
10  00 

115  00 
45  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 

1^0  00 
45  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 


/ 128.00  paid. 
X-  $().00  paid. 
I  «23.5U  paid. 


37  00 
35  SO 
37  00 
42  00 
35  50 
34  00 


35  50 
34  00 

23  50 
40  50 
27  50 

36  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 

24  00 
27  50 


37  00 
34  00 

31  66 
31  00 
37  00 
34  00 
15  00 


10  00 


50  00 
42  00 
28  56 
28  50 
28  50 
28  50 
28  50 
28  25 


28  50 

28  50 

28  50 

5  50 

35  50 
7  00 

25  00 
10  OO 
16  00 
16  00 
28  00 


39  00 


23  50 
19  50 


66 


APPENDIX. 
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Na 


354 
355 
35A 
357 
35d 
359 
360 
3C1 
302 
363 
364 
365 
366 
367 
36S 
369 
370 
371 
373 
373 
374 
375 
376 
377 
37^ 
379 
380 
381 
383 
363 
384 
385 
386 
3^7 
388 
389 
390 
391 
393 
393 
394 
395 
396 
397 
398 
399 
400 
401 
403 
403 
404 
4(15 
406 
407 
408 
409 
410 
411 
413 
413 
414 
415 
416 
417 
418 
419 
430 
431 
433 
433 
4^4 
415 


Karnes. 


Oocnpation. 


o 
a. 


TbomMBaxot Painter 

John  Nape ' do 

Heory  Tompkins ' do 

David  Prinj^le j do 

John  Duncan ' do 

William  Boyd   | do 

Otis  VanMat«ra do , 

ADdrew  Koberts do 

Geor|{e  Palmer ! do , 

Peter  Morrison ' do 

John  Bates , do 

John  Brown do 

Thomas  Corcoran  b do 

George  H.  Batting do 

William  Kelly do 

James  Kinney i do , 

Benjamin  EilWards do 

Lewis  Peacbem do 

David  Hall do 

William  J.  Anderson  c.  do 

Michael  Maddigan do 

UenryJones i do 

EsraH. Dodged do 

Thomas  Harrison do , 

Willett  Bowman do , 

Martin  Smith  e do 

Jesse  Smiths do 

Cornelius  K.  Bamham do 

William  Medley do 

Mortroer  Amoodson . . .  j do 

James  Henry do , 

William  Walsh I do 

Roberto.  Nelson 1 do 

William  H.  Gleavey. .  |  Foreman  blockmaker  .... 

John  Ivory |  Qnarterman  blockmaker., 

George  Heald Blockmaker 

Thomas  Bradford do 

John  Davidtion/ ' do 

James  NoIau7 ! do 


William  Gault (. do 

George  Mitchell do 

John  Stewart do 

John  Phslon  h .do 

Thomas  McNamara  ... do 

John  Kerr , do 

Theodore  R  Smith....  do 

John  H.  Foreman do 

Robert  iierry do 

Henry  Storer do 

Michiel  Wilkinson.... | do 

Joseph  Chisholma I do 

Richard  Emilton ! do 

John  Keeling  a ■ do 

John  KincHland I do 

William  Perrins ! do 

James  Bailey j do 

JnWz  Bath do 

Vital  Riiy do 

Timothy  Hayes do 

Micha<l  L\nch ' do 

James  Hnll do 

Georjie  Yerwooda do 

James  Bingham I do 

James  Furlong do 

Henry  Nolana ..     do. 

Walter  Vaughn .'  Turner 

Charles  Bonnington do 

Richard  Dai'ej- j do 

DHniel  Co8gr«>vft Foreman-plumber 

NirholaD  J.  Cosgrove  . .    Plumber 

'I  homan  Blo«Hing  i ! do 

James  Bradyj ] do 


fiO  <|3  00 


16* 
19i 

20 

Hi 

33 

1.H! 

19 

30  I 

30 

30 

SO 

30 

m 

15 

18* 

19 

19 

15i 

16 

17* 

18 

19 

15 

17 

17 

17 

16 

15 

13 

10 

5 
84' 
84 
34 
33 
8! 
19} 
81 
80 
19 
81 
81 
81 
31 
83 
31 
81 
81 
31 
81 
31 
33 
31 
19i 
31 
30 

6 

21* 

31 

8ti 

33 

31 

1!»J 

31 

31 

34  I 
S3 


00 
00 


3  00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

ou 

00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


3  00 
3  00 
3  00 


3 
3 


00 
00 
3  00 
3  00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
3  50 
3  00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

uo 

00 

oo 

00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

no 

00 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


3  00 
5  00 
3  QD 
3  00 
3  00 


a 

a 
o 

on 


$k0  00 
49  50 
58  50 
60  00 
34  50 
GO  00 
46  50 
57  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 

58  r*) 

55  50 

45  00 
55  50 
57  00 
57  00 

46  50 
48  00 

53  50 

54  00 

57  00 
'45  00 

51  00 
51  00 
51  00 
48  00 
45  00 
36  00 
30  00 
15  00 
130  00 
84  00 
78  00 
69  00 
63  00 

58  50 
63  00 
60  00 

57  00 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
69  00 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
63  00 
66  00 

63  00 

58  50 
Gii  00 

60  0(1 
18  00 

64  50 
63  00 

61  50 

60  00 
63  00 
58  50 
63  00 
&3  00 
58  50 

liO  00 
66  00 

61  50 
69  00 


11 


$35  00 

:t5  00 


a^  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

80  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  OU 

30  00 

80  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

30  00 

30  00 

35  00 

30  00 

35  00 

85  00 

.30  00 

30  00 

30  00 

85  00 

80  00 

15  00 

500 

190  00 

45  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

30  00 

35  00 

35  00 

30  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

:iS  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

15  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

63  00 

:)5  00 

.15  00 

130  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

«> 
a 
•o 
*» 
s 

o 
B 
< 


135  00 

14  SO 

83  50 

35  00 

9  50 

31  00 

• 

83  00 

35  00 

95  00 

35  00 

«5  OO 

83  SO 

85  50 

95  00 

90  50 

99  00 

99  00 

18  00 

17  50 

99  00 

90  00 

91  00 

93  00 

95  00 

91  00 

95  00 

15  00 

39  00 

37  00 

34  00 

99  00 

95  00 

37  00 

98  00 

98  00 

38  00 

34  00 

88  00 

88  00 

38  00 

88  00 

31  00 

88  00 

33  50 

88  00 

85  00 

3  00 

SO  50 

38  00 

31  00 

38  00 

88  00 

83  50 

31  00 

a  S3C.r.fl  paid. 
b  #2:1  CO  paid. 


e  11  f^. 50  paid. 
d  (34.00  paid. 


e  191.00  paid. 
/|37.C0paid. 


a  ♦3'»..'^0  paid. 
h  ii<.00  paid. 


i  #33.50  paid. 
j  $34.00  paid. 
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Pay-roll  of  persona  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair ^  <f-c. — Continued. 


No. 


436 
427 
438 
439 
430 
431 
43-2 
433 
434 
435 
436 
437 
438 
439 
440 
441 
443 
443 
444 
445 
446 
447 
448 
449 
450 
451 
453 
4» 
454 
455 
456 
457 
458 
459 
460 
461 
463 
463 
464 
465 
46H 
467 
468 
469 
470 
471 
478 
473 
474 
475 
476 
477 
478 
479 
480 
481 
483 
483 
484 
435 
486 
487 
488 
489 
490 
491 
493 
49:) 
494 
495 
496 
497 


Names. 


Frank  Lynch 

Daniel  wilMona 

HiraiD  Haddock 

Samael  Mc6arrij(al  . 

Henry  Patterson 

William  L.  Hunt.... 

James  Lay  h 

James  Cummings . . . . 

Peter  V andeveer 

William  GJass 

Frank  Kelly 

Benjamin  '[fhompson 
James  N.  Wheeler. . . 

Thomas  R.  Jones 

Archie  Campbell .... 

JohnGiller 

Henry  Smlthb ....:.. 

Joseph  Brown 

WilUam  McKelvey.. 
Charles  Donmall . . . . 

Edward  Courlis 

Edward  Bameman  . . 

James  McCann 

James  Wallace 

Patrick  Fox 

David  Birmingham . . 

James  Murray    

Nehemiah  Brush .... 

Philip  Hamilton 

Edward  IiYy 

Greorge  Cunningham 

Tbomss  Fry 

Alex.  McDonald 

Joseph  Mintonye . . . . 

John  Miller 

John  Mullen 

Peter  Dugan 

Patrick  Moorec 

James  Daltou 

Hugh  Can* 

John  Plnnkett 

Andrew  Gilso 

Asa  D.Bennett 

George  Pbilpert 

Owen  Brady 

William  Savers 

Samuel  Hntton 

William  Dodd 

James  Hanning 

Bernard  Michat^ls  . . . 
Nicholas  Christman . 

John  McKenna 

Joseph  Springett   . . . 

Andrew  Zeizer 

David  Binert 

Jacob  Sowerby 

John  McMenomy 

John  Malooni 

Angiifltus  S.  Ray 

John  Reiuhardt 

William  Veiderman. 

James  Downey 

Henry  Rice 

Orlando  Dickinson  . . 

Patrick  Murphy 

Philip  Donlon 

Garret  Dail**y 

Abram  De  Mott 

Williara  P.  Kobb.... 

Henry  Kline    

William  Hagerman.. 
James  Plunkett 


Occupation. 


Plumber 
do. 


do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do.... 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Tinner : 

do 

Copitersmith 

do 

, do 

Cooper 

.....do 

Engine>tender 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Fireman 

.....do 

do 

do 

do 

do    

Foreman-laborer  — 
Quart  erman -laborer . 

Laborer 

do 


do. 

do. 

do. 

do. 

do  . 

do. 

do. 

do. 

do  . 

Laborer. 

do. 

do  . 

do  . 

do. 

do  . 

do. 

do. 

do  . 

do  . 

do  . 

do. 

do  . 

do  . 

do  . 

do  . 

do. 


h4       . 

eg 


^ 


34 
33 
30 

3:)^ 

314 

15 

15 

13 

30^ 

31 

13^ 

17 

15 

17 

15 

14J 

15 

SO 

31 

14i 

13 

15 

IS 

14 

10 

10 

3 
33^ 
13 
83 
33 
83 
83 
83 
33 
33 
34i 
83 
81 
33 
33 
34J 
34 
S3 
88 

3 
33 
31 
33 
31 
17 
81 
30 
19J 
3:J 
33i 
31 
31 
19i 
18 
30} 
31 

a 

m 

31 

sa 

31 
33 
33 
19 
31 
31 


o 

ee 


13  00 
3  00 


00 
00 


•  3  00 


CO 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


3  00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
50 
00 
00 
00 
3  00 
3  00 
00 
00 
90 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

uo 

96 
86 


3 
3 
4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
8 
8 
3 
3 
5 
3 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 


36 
36 
86 
36 
00 
00 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
."jO 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 


a 
a 

o 


S 
fan 


$73  00 
66  00 

60  00 
70  50 
64  50 
45  00 
45  00 

39  00 

61  50 
63  00 

40  50 
51  00 
45  00 
51  00 
45  00 
43  50 
45  00 
60  00 
63  00 
43  50 

36  00 

37  50 
45  00 
48  00 
30  00 
30  00 

6  00 
69  00 
36  00 
113  70 
69  00 
69  00 
69  00 
69  00 
69  00 
69  00 
55  37 
51 
47 


98 
^6 
51  98 
51  98 
55  37 
130  00 
46  00 
43  00 

3  00 
34  50 
31  50 

33  00 
31  50 
85  50 
31  50 

30  00 
39  35 

34  50 
33  75 

31  50 
31  50 
39  35 
37  00 

30  75 

31  50 

4  50 
33  25 
31  50 
33  UO 
31  50 


31  50 


25 


|35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
30  00 
35  00 
30  00 
35  00 
35  GO 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
35  00 
30  00 
35  00 
35  00 


35  00 

30  00 

113  70 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

69  00 

35  00 

85  00 

35  00 

35  00 

35  00 

85  00 

35  00 

ISO  00 

85  00 

30  00 

3  00 

15  00 

31  50 

15  00 

31  50 

35  50 

15  00 

1  s  e\n 

15  00 
15  00 
15  UO 
15  00 
15  UO 
Vt  00 
15  00 
15  00 
15  00 


4 

15 
15 


50 
00 
00 


15  00 
15  00 


34  50 

15  00 

34  50 

15  00 

3«  r>o 

15  00 

31  TiO 

15  00 

15  00 


o 

•*» 
a 
a 
o 

a 


$37  00 

35  00 
35  50 
34  50 
10  00 

4  00 
86  50 
88  00 
10  50 
31  00 
10  00 
81  00 
10  00 

8  50 

"85*66 

88  00 

8  50 

1  00 

7  50 

10  00 

7  00 

30  00 

30  03 

6  00 

34  00 

6  00 


34  00 
34  00 
34  00 
34  00 

»  •  >  •  •  • 

34  00 
30  37 


83  46 
36  98 
86  98 
30  37 

81*66 

33  00 

19*50 

18  00 

16  50 

15  00 
14  35 
19  50 
18  75 

16  50 
IG  50 

14  35 
13  00 

15  75 

16  50 


e  'j5 

k;  50 

If^  00 

IG  50 

]".»  .'.0 

IM  ."0 

i:\  50 

IG  50 

IG  50 


a  131.00  paid. 


b  $10.00  paid. 


e  $30.98  paid. 
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Pay-roll  of  ptrsoHS  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  4'C' — Contioiied, 


No. 


49d 
499 
500 
£01 
50i 
503 
504 
505 
500 
507 
508 
509 
510 
511 
512 
513 
514 
515 
516 
517 
518 
519 
520 
531 
533 
533 
534 
535 
526 
527 

538 

539 
530 
531 
5:13 
533 
534 
535 
536 
537 
538 
539 
540 
541 
543 
543 
544 
545 
5tG 
547 
548 
i>49 
550 
551 
553 
553 
554 
555 
556 
557 
5»8 
559 
560 
561 
563 
563 
5«4 
565 
.<od 
567 
56 -< 
5«iS* 


Names. 


Occapation. 


o 
i*  • 

a  ^ 

r 


Epbraim  Dowa {  Laborer 

Charle8  Snter 1 do 

George  W.  Forbell 

John  Helms  

Edwaid  Foi^ 

J  obn  McDoD aid 

Columbus  Uepenstall. . 

Charles  McCloskey 

Nai  haniel  Verhoff , 

Patrick  J.  Tully 

John  £  Gavitt 

Frank  McShane 

George  Proncher 

Jeremiah  Brower 

Patrick  Connelly 

Henry  Vough  

William  B.  Burllngame 
Anthony  J-  Bonimer. . . 

Henry  T.Sloan 

Oscar  Reed 

Angnstas  Staler 

Charles  liorrissey 

Charles  Paul 

Henry  F.  Beakev 

Patrick  T.  Gabbet 

Thomas  O'Conner 

Saniael  Ray 

Denuii*  Dugau 

James  J.  Burns 

John  McGlone 


do 

do 

do 

do 

.....  do 

do 

do 

do 

Laborer  in  sbop 

do 

Teamster 

do 

In  charge  of  single  team.. 
Shipwrights'  apprentice  . . 
do 


John  F.  Burns 

Edward  McGinuiss  .. 
Michael  McCormick. . 

Frank  Hayes 

James  ReiUy 

Edwin  Perry 

John  Walsh 

John  Dawson 

ChaileeO'Donnell 

Stephen  G.  King 

Harry  R.  S.  Stroud 

Antonio  Querrie 

John  Lee 

David  Irish  

Nicholas  J.  Kearney. . . 

Joseph  Reil • 

John  Graney 

John  Williams 

John  Duffy 

William  B.  Lewis 

Michael  Connelly 

Cornelius  Bennett 

Frank  Strickland 

William  Creshall 

James  Williams 

Frank  Wendover 

Dominick  Pbndegrast. . 

Thomas  Riley 

William  O.  Hara 

Floyd  Turner 

Alfred  Walker  6 

James  Peirsou 

Patrick  Reynolds 

Engene  Sullivan 

Edward  Duganne 

James  Lee  c 

Elijah  Holmes 

William  Abrams  d 

Hugh  Maddens 

James  Leedsf 

Frank  Irish  ^ 

AVilliamP.  Darrngh.. 


.do 

do 

do 

.do 


Blacksmiths'  apprentice 

do 

do 

do 
Boat-bailders'  apprentice. .  1 

Painters'  apprentice 4 

do 

Blookmakers'  apprentice 
Plumbers'  apprentice... 

Calkers'  apprentice 

.....  do 

do 

do 

Shipwright  minor 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Lron-platei  minor 

do 

Cooper  minor 

Foreman-calker 

Calker 

do 


13  I 
llj 
10^ 
11 

1 
13 
2(1 
24 
21 
Hi; 
21  I 
19 
23  , 
21 
21  : 

4 
23 
24 
234 
23  I 
304 
8O4 
23 
23 
21  I 

19  ; 

24 
24 
234 

6  , 

2 
21 
23 
23 
18  I 
23  , 
22, 
3.241 
23  I 
24 
23  I 
334 


do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Scraper 

do 

do 

do 


24 

19 

I5i: 

8  ! 
74 

V 

8  I 

t' 

8  I 
8 
8 
8 

8  ! 
8 
8 

8  , 
20 
8 

^  \ 
8 

8 

20 

64 

21  ' 
21 

174| 

6  ! 


a^ 

*» 

1. 

i 

s 

0* 

£• 

0 

a  . 

5  ^ 

E  B 

G 

* 

*  >» 

s 

tot's 

Pun 

'3 
S3 

t;  ' 

^0 

•* 

S 

i 

< 

0 

a 
< 

11  50 

$19  50 

$5  00 

1  50 

17  25 

5  00 

|13  35 

1  50 

15  75 

5  00 

10  75 

1  50 

16  50 

5  00 

11  50 

1  50 

1  50 
18  CO 

1  50 

1  50 

5  00 

13  00 

1  50 

30  75 

15  00 

15  75 

1  50 

36  00 

15  00 

21  00 

1  50 

31  50 

15  00 

16  50 

1  50 

17  25 

5  00 

13  95 

1  70 

35  70 

20  00 

15  70 

1  70 

33  30 

15  00 

17  30 

1  90 

43  70 

90  00 

23  70 

1  90 

39  90 

20  00 

19  90 

3  50 

73  50 

9  76 

53  68 

73  50 

9  76 

23  00 

2  44 

2  44 

28  68 

1  83 

43  68 

20  00 

23  68 

1  83 

43  77 

20  00 

29  77 

1  83 

41  86 

20  00 

21  86 

1  36 

37  88 

10  00 

17  68 

1  68 

34  44 

15  00 

19  44 

1  68 

38  64 

30  00 

18  64 

94 

21  63 

,   10  00 

11  63 

1  68 

35  38 

15  00 

90  98 

1  68 

31  93 

15  00 

16  99 

1  68 

40  33 

20  00 

90  32 

1  68 

40  33 

20  00 

90  32 

3  36 

51  11 

25  00 

98  11 

64 

5  13 

1  46  40 

60  26 

5  13 

2  63 
1  96 

25  00 

91  40 

2  62 

30  00 

30  3G 

1  96 

45  08 

25  00 

90  08 

1  96 

35  28 

15  00 

90  28 

2  44 

56  12 

25  00 

31  12 

2  44 

53  68 

30  00 

93  68 

1  36 

30  60 

15  00 

15  60 

1  68 

36  96 

20  00 

16  96 

1  68 

40  33 

90  00 

90  32 

2  36 

51  98 

15  00 

26  98 

9  26 

50  85 

35  00 

95  85 

1  26 

5  00 

130  00 
66  50 

120  00 
40  00 

3  50 

26  50 

3  50 

54  35 
28  00 
26  35 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
38  00 
28  00 
38  00 
28  00 
70  00 
28  00 
28  00 
38  00 
28  00 
70  00 
32  75 
45  00 
53  50 
53  50 
43  75 
15  00 

54  25 
28  00 
26  35 
28  00 
28  00 
98  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 

28  eo 

'  38  00 
28  00 
28  00 
28  00 
40  00 
28  00 
28  00 
38  00 
28  00 
40  00 
22  75 
20  00 
m  00 
30  00 
30  00 
10  00 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  30 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  50 

3  00 

2  50 

3  50 

2  50 

2  50 

5  00 

a  114.50  paid.         M30.00  paid.         c  130.00  paid.        d  $25.00  paid.         ^  $22.50  paid.        /  $13.75  pnid. 
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Pay  roll  ofpersorv*  eniployei  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  <f-c.— Coutiaued. 


No. 


570 
571 
572 
573 
574 
(75 
576 
577 
578 
579 
580 
581 
582 
5fc3 
5f'4 
585 
586 
587 
588 

590 
591 
592 
593 
594 
595 
596 
597 
598 
599 
600 
601 
602 
603 
604 
605 
606 
607 
608 
609 
610 
611 
612 
613 
614 
615 
616 
617 

618 

619 
620 
621 
622 
623 


Karnes. 


Occupation. 


^ 

u 

o 

S. 

&M 

.o  u 

^ 

§s 

^5? 

»«l 

•R-S 

«  ►» 

S 

^ 

A 

John  Dyer |  Scraper 

William  Gordon do  • 

James  Lindsay Oakam-spiniier 

William  Gerolaman do 

James  Titus do 

John  Redling do 

James  Norton do 

Joseph  Aldridge Sapt.  oakiiro-raaker 

George  Wil«on In  charge  of  floor 

Isaac  W.  Petty do 

Shcppard  Hawkins do 

Samuel  H.  Roberts  A..  ! do 

William  B.  Lewis  a ( do 

CharlesF.  Porter ; do 

Richard  Cochran do 

Frank  Raymind Weigher 

Garrett  Cozine '  Assistant  tiraber-inspectoi 

Peyton  Herbert Captain,  ship- keeper 

Henry  Adams ,  Ship-keeper 

John  Goss. ' do 

William  Kyle i do 

AV  iiliam  H.  Pavntou  . .  i do 

Peter  W.  Pagan do 

John  Mahan | do 

James  Graham | do 

Charles  Chapman ' do 

JohnGroves do 

Samnel  Duval do 

John  Bouffler do 

John  Ebert do 

JohnTully do 

Albert  C.  Price do 

William  Stewart do 

John  Dani^herty Molder 

William  Forbes \ do 

Patrick  McKenna  b do 

Emanuel  Jennings do 

James  Murphy ! do 

Darius  Sylvestere do 

John  Carroll Furnace-man 

Daniel  Flahertyd I  Helper 

John  C.  Daugherty do 

Charles  Merriam do 

William  Callahan do 

Michael  Fitzgerald do 

James  Rice '  Molder 

Samuel  Shirley Engineer  iron  derrick 

Thomas  C.  Baker  e  —  I  Engineer  in  charge  of  fire- 
apparatus. 

F.  A.  Van  Ronk Engineer  in  charge  of  fire- 

engine. 

John  Young  f ! do 

Peter  McCulIough :  Fireman  of  fire-engine 


James  Day 
George  H  Crowder. 
John  Cashin 


Total. 


.do 
.do 
.do 


6 

6 

9 

8 

<) 

9 

9 

21 

21 

22 


•2  50 

I  2  50 

I  1  50 

1  50 


1 
1 
1 
4 

3 


50 
50 
50 
00 
00 
3  00 


2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 


26 
26 
26 
26 
00 
50 
50 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 


2  12 
2  12 


20^:  3  00 

21 

21 

15 

14i 

23 

2.} 

28 

14 

26 

28 

28 

28 

14 

14 

28 

26 

26 

28 

28 

28 

28 

28 

22i 

23 

15 

3 

3 

3 
23 
23 
2iJ 
93 
22 
23 
23 
14 

H 

1 
1 


2 
2 
2 
2 
2 


12 
12 
12 
12 
12 


4 


2  12 

3  SO 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

1  76 

1  76 

1  76 

I  76 

1  76 

3  00 

3  50 

3  50 

3  00 

3  00 

226 

2  26 

2  26 

2  26 

d 

a 
o 

V 


$15  00 
15  00 
13  50 

12  00 

13  50 
13  50 
13  50 
84  00 
63  00 
66  00 
61  50 
47  46 
47  46 
33  90 
31  77 
69  00 
80  50 
98  00 
29  68 
55  12 

'59  36 
59  .16 
59  liii 
29  68 
29  68 
59  36 
55  12 
55  12 
59  36 
59  36 
59  36 

59  36 
.59  36 
78  75 

60  00 
45  00 

9  00 

9  00 

9  00 

69  00 

40  48 

37  84 
40  48 

38  72 
40  48 
69  00 
49  00 

5  25 

1  50 

3  00 

2  26 

1  13 

2  26 
1  13 


11,743    33,403  49 


® 

it, 

y 

ess 
PnPQ 


% 


00 
00 


flO  00 
10  00 
13  50 

12  00 

13  50 
13  50 
13  50 
.V)  00 
35  00 
35  00 
:i5  00 
2.'>  00 
25  00 
25  00 
15  00 
69  00 
45  00 
98  00 
i.»ft  68 
30  00 
30  00 

ro  00 

30  CO 
29  68 

29  68 

30  00 
55  12 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30  00 
30 
30 
78  75 
35  00 
35  00 

5  00 


35  00 
20  00 
20  00 
20  00 
20  00 
20  00 
35  OO 
30  CO 


•o 

-4ia 

a 

a 
o 

S 

< 


|5  00 
5  00 

r 

!  4  OO 
28  OO 
31  OO 
26  50 

8  fO 
17  7T 

35  50 

25  12 
*^9  36 
29  36- 
29  36 

29  36 

25  12 
29  36 
29  36 
29  36 
29  36 
29  36 

34  6a 


4  00 

4  00 

4  OO 

34  00 

17  84 
20  48 

18  72 
20  48 
34  00 

19  00 


1  50 


OO 
26 
13 
2  26 
1  13 


19, 148  93  I  12. 101  41 


a  $22.46  paid. 
h  $10.00  paid. 


e  Labor  from  Steam-Engineering  Dept 
d  $20.48  paid. 


e  $5.25  paid. 

/Labor  frum  Civil-Engineer's  Dept. 


I  certify  that  the  foreeoing  roll  is  a  correct  transcript  from  the  records  of  the  construction  office, 
navy-yard,  New  York.  The  amounts  marked  as  paid  in  the  column  of  remarks  [foot-notes]  were  paid 
by  l^aymaster  C.  P.  Wallach,  subseciuent  to  the  payment  of  the  seml-roonthlv  roll. 

WILLIAM  E.  DOYLE, 

Cormtructor's  Oletk, 
Examined,  found  correct,  and  certiflad  to. 

THOS.  E.  WEBB. 
Naval  Cknutrvctor. 
Command  AST's  Office,  Xavy-Tard,  Xeto  Tork, 

Approved.     Forwarded  January  25,  1878. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Commodore,  Commandant. 
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APPENDIX. 


Exhibit  G  e. 


Pay-roll  of  persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  CoMiruciion  and  Repair ^  United  States  navy- 

yardf  New  Yorkf  for  the  nu>nth  of  Mart%  1877. 


No 


6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
13 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
30 
91 
83 
S3 
94 
35 
36 
97 
98 
99 
30 
31 
33 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
Z6 
39 
40 
41 
4i 
43 
41 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
53 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
63 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
08 
69 
70 
71 
73 

r.i 


Names. 


v« 

u 

«* 

•o 

e 

& 

a 
§ 

s 

1  Sit 

►t 

E  . 

• 

« 

1  p  ^ 

«  . 

a  >» 

b 

s  . 

Ocoapation. 

< 

.2 

w 

Amount  d 
paid 

Albert  H.  Pook  i  DianghtHman 

Ge<»rge  F.  Pook  A  MiHtant  draiigbtsniau  . . 

Joseph  SiinmouH Timber  Inepoclw 

Chnrlea  H.  Van  Duyue  I  Writer 

Albert  KingHland do 

Jimeph  W.  Haruum do , 

Edvrard  J.  Peet do 

Frank  Kaymoud do 

Samuel  U.  IVibertA  ....  do 

JameA  C  Kotcbmu i  do 

George  Oh ttin  Pattern-maker 

Samuel  Williams Foreman-shipwright 

Andrew  Kcmble |  Qaartennan-bhipwright. . 

Matthew  I.  Betts do 

Hemaa  L.  Rrownell  ...    Shipwright 

Henry  Colliua | do , 

Nicholas  Collins 1.  do 

Charles  Coffin | do , 

Jeremiah  Scully do , 

George  Butts do 

William  Hunter do 


do 
do 
do 
do 


Jrihu  Bottom 

Edward  Northrop  .... 

Davil  Brydon 

Isaao  HalleDbook 

Alex.  Ferris ! do 

Andrew  Houston | do 

William  Streeton { do 

Kiobartl  Barrington  ...    do 

James  Bernard do 

Charles  Jackron | do 

Kicbard  Beokwith do 

Henry  Vough do 

John  Gaoloff do 

Howard  Kemble ' do 

James  K.  McGee ' do 


Peter  E.  Ogik)ie do 

William  Martin do 

Charlea  Warner do 

Charles  Selkirk do 

George  Wilkius do 

William  Morton do 

William  Townsend do 

Rosnell  Crandall do 

George  W.  Logan do 

Jofihua  Garrison do 

William  McLeod • do 

Mortimer  Fannell i do 

William  McLean do 

Charles  Nelson do 

do 

do 

do 


Simon  ScbuetMlier 

David  Bernard 

James  Bevens 

James  Keeley ! do 

Curtis  H.Peck ; do 

William  Hawjr do 

William  McNamara. do 

David  Arkllls |  Quartorman-borer 

Patrick  Cook '  Borer 

Nathaniel  Washburn..  do 

Edward  Thin kum ! do 

Thomas  G.Cliue do 

George  W.  Stager • do 

Samuel  Hunter ; do 

Benjamin  Henderson... do 


David  (Mitrk 
ltolw»rr  Webb  . . 

John  Persy 

John  W.  Leitch 
ii«-riiard  Clyue  . 


do 
du 
do 
do 
.do 


37 

$5  36 

1143  03 

6 

4  00 

34  00 

t) 

4  90 

99  40 

30 

3  36 

65  80 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

31 

3  36 

68  46 

3<1 

3  86 

84  76 

31 

3  36 

6ri  46 

31 

3  36 

68  46 

15 

3  36 

48  90 

6 

3  00 

18  00 

6 

5  50 

33  00 

6 

3  76 

33  56 

M 

3  76 

13  16 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

^ 

3  36 

17  93 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

10  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

H 

3  36 

17  93 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

51 

3  96 

17  93 

1 

3  96 

3  96 

6 

3  36 

3  36 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

5 

3  36 

16  30 

5 

3  96 

16  30 

6 

3  96 

19  56 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

5 

3  96 

16  30 

5 

3  36 

16  30 

5 

3  36 

16  30 

5 

3  36 

IC  30 

5 

3  96 

16  30 

5 

3  96 

16  30 

6 

3  36 

19  56 

10 

3  36 

33  60 

6 

9  76 

16  56 

G 

3  00 

18  (0 

6 

3  50 

15  CO 

6 

3  50 

15  00 

6 

3  50 

15  00 

6 

3  50 

15  00 

6 

3  50 

15  00 

6 

3  50 

15  00 

f 

3  50 

15  09 

6 

3  50 

15  00 

6 

3  50 

15  00 

6 

3  50 

15  00 

6 

3  50 

15  00 

6 

3  50 

15  00 
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Pay-roll  of  persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair ,  ^c — Continoed. 


No. 


Names. 


74  William  Halloraa 

75  Jamea  Beaih 

76  Joaeph  Burnett 

77  James  Cbambcrs 

78  iRaac  Sampson 

79  William  Allison 

60     George  E.  Devy r 

81  Edward  Fanning 

82  Andrew  Childs 

83  Jacob  Yau  Dasen 

5^4"    David  Stewart 

h5     Samuel  Morrill 

8€     James  Halstead 

87  James  Stillman 

88  Daniel  O'Brien 

89  Edwin  Boberts 

90  Thomas  Noaman 

91  James  Miller 

92  William  D.  Van  Pet. . 

93  John  Williams 

94  Edward  I.  Din^ee 

95  John  W.  Wallace 

96  ]^{iikrcaBB.Traer  ..... 

97  Hiram  Hamilton 

98  Garrett  Springsteln.  . 

99  Joseph  Clyne 

100  Martin  Babcook 

101  JohnTicknor 

103     Audrew  Smith 

103  Daniel  Weir 

104  John  P.  Neman 

105  James  Bulmer 

106  William  H.  Barrett . . 

107  Henry  Peathers 

108  Thomas  Long 

109  James  Driver 

110  Michael  Gaffney 

111  John  Mathews 

llit     Robert  Miller 

113  Leonard  Bearsley  — 

114  Thomas  Clenderion  . 

115  Samuel  Mount 

116  Valentine  Boyd 

117  JohnCalyer 

118  Theodore  Berlett 

119  Joseph  Acker 

120  Henry  Aiken 

181     Wi  iliam  Dewey , 

122  William  Carpenter. . 

123  Thomas  Uorogau 

124  Charles  Smith 

125  George  C a vanangh.. 
128     Patrick  Ho wley 

127  Alexander  Wood 

128  John  Scott 

129  Robert  McKeever. .. 

130  Samuel  Schiff 

131  David  Mandeville  . . . 
13-i     John  Gemeau  

133  James  G.  Dickinson 

134  WardW.Sweet 

135  Charles  Coles 

136  Thomas  Rollinson  . . . 

137  Seymour  Cline 

138  Levi  Pond  

139  Charles  Blan  thorn  . 
1 46     Albert  Windham . . . . 

141  Josiah  Cmmp. 

1 42  William  Cottrell  ... 

143  James  Truesdale... 

1 44  George  Quick 

1 45  Willism  8«mler 

1 46  Robert  Snyder 

147  Angustus  Barling. . 


Occupation. 


Borer 

iQaartermau  mill  sawyer . 

Mill  sawyer 

Foremao-joiner 

QoartermaU'joiner 

do 


Joiner  . 
do 


.do... 
.do... 
.do... 
.do.., 
.do.. 

.do  ... 
.do.. 

do  ... 
.do.., 

.do  .. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
.  do  . 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do.. 
..do., 
..do  . 
..do. 
..do  . 

..do. 

..do. 
...do  . 
...do  . 
...do. 
...do  . 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do, 

::ir 

...do 

...do 

...do 

....do 


P  6^ 


•5' 


& 


6 

6 

6  i 
6 

6  i 
6 
6 

6  ' 
6  I 
6 
5 
6 
6 

H 

6 

G 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

41 

6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 

J* 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

5 

5 

6 

6 

6 

5 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 


$2  50 
3  50 
3  00 
5  00 
3  50 
3  50 
3  00 
I  3  00 
I  3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 


3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 


3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

,  300 

18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 

15  00 
18  00 
18  00 

16  50 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00  i 
16  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
13  50 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
16  50 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
15  00 
15  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 

15  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 

16  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
16  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
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Pay-roll  of  persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair ,  if-c, — Continued. 


No. 

148 
149 
150 
151 
152 

Names. 

Occnpation. 

Whole  nnmber  of 
days'  work. 

h 

& 



13  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  60 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 

2  76 
5  00 

3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  50 
3  00 
300 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  (10 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 

3  00 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
I  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 
1  76 

4  50 

1  76 
3  00 

2  50 

2  50 

5  00 

3  50 
3  00 

a 

M 

Amount  dne  and 
paid. 

Joseph  Anderson 

£dward  Skidmore 

Joiner  .................... 

5 
5 
5 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
3 
6 
6 
4 
6 
6 
6 
6 
3 
6 
6 
6 

6 
6 

6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 

H 
6 

6 

6 

6 

6 
4 
1 
1 
6 
6 
1 
1 
5 
1 
6 

? 

I 
6 
6 
6 

115  00 
15  00 
15  00 
18  00 

.  ..... do  ..........  ........ 

William  Powell 

do 

Charles  Hill 

do 

David  Leham 

J 

do 

16  00 

.......... 

153 

John  Schenck 

TTilliATn  H.  Benton 

do 

18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
16  56 
30  00 

IM 

do 

155     James  Mowbray 

158  1  William  Croft :.. 

do 

'  .. . 

do 

157  i  John  Gray 

158  ComoliuB  Shnte 

,"  ................... 

do 

.......... 

. . . ^. . do  ................... 



159     Jeremiah  Bedell 

Foreman,  blacksmith^ 

Quarterman.  blacksmith  . . 

Blacksmith,  heavy  forger  . 

do 

160     James  Allison 

21  00 

161      ('ttlvin  Baker 

21  00 
10  50 
21  00 

162 
163 
1G4 
165 
166 

John  Dw ver 

'••••••"•"J'"** 

Charles  Collins. 

Geor£e  Revnolds 

do 

.«*»••••••'•••----- •• 

do 

21  00 

' 

Isaac  Kose 

do 

14  00 
21  00 

.Tntniui  Da.lv 

do 



107     William  Stitton 

do 

21  00 
21  00 
21  00 

1G8     Lawrence  Brooks 

do 

169     Daucan  McLaren 

do 

170     John  McCollum 

do 

10  50 

18  00 

18  00 

18  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  €0 

18  00 

3  00 

18  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 

3  00 
10  56 
10  56 
10  56 
10  56 
10  56 
10  56 

.10  56 
9  68 
10  56 
10  56 
10  56 
10  56 
88 
10  56 

7  04 
1  76 
1  76 

10  56 

10  56 

1  76 

1  76 

8  80 

1  76 

10  ae 

9  68 

4  50 

1     11  80 

2  SO 
2  50 

30  00 
21  00 
18  00 

171     John  Dickenson 

Blacksmith 

172  Charles  Maynard 

173  George  Hill 

do 

do 

174  Patrick  Kiley 

175  Edward  Lantrell 

do 

do 

176  Benjamin  W.  Bobbins 

177  William  H.  StootbofT  . . 

do 

do 

■"•"• 1 

178 
179 
180 
181 
182 
183 

James  Kinney 

do 

' 

Jonathan  T  vack 

...::. do. :::..::;:;;: 

Dominick  Horn 

do 

Amos  Dickenson 

do 

... ......*^ 

John  Hearu  ....  

do 

Narcisae  Boatchard 

do 

184     Michael  HifCKlns 

do 

185     John  Fick#-ti 

do 

186     William  Wilson 

do 



187 

l^Yaok  Adler 

do 

1r<8 

John  Beattv 

do 

.,., 

189 

Orlando  Wood 

Helper 

190 
191 
192 
193 
194 
195 
196 
197 
198 
199 
200 

sot 

RoViert  Netheroott 

do 

John  Hill 

do 

Phineas  Foster 

John  Hall 

do 

do 

Joseph  Corpes 

do 

.f.. ...... 

Patrick  Flahorty 

do 

, 

Lewis  Haverly 

do 

William  Reed 

do 

.  _ .  -  _  _ 

James  Gilbert 

do 

; 

Samuel  Gathrie 

do ' 

Henry  Schaffer 

do 

Thomas  Beard 

do 

202 

Otto  Rulewberner 

do 

2a^ 

Thomas  Reynolds 

John  Dwyer,  jr 

do 

204 

do 

205 

Benjamin  Morgan 

do 

206 

Henry  McGee 

do 

907 

Nathan  Hall 

do 

208 

James  H.  Robertson . . . 
Patrick  Foley 

do 

209 

do 

210 

James  Tracey 

do 

211 

Peter  Gray 

do 

212 

Joseph  DonsUMS 

do 

213 

John  Bnms 

......do 

214 

Charles  McFall 

John  McGibney 

Philip  Smith 

Hammerman 

315 

Helper  and  hammer-mnner 
Tailsman 

S16 

217 

Michael  Faherty 

John  Shaw 

Stock  sman 

218 

Iron*plater,  foreman 

Oiiartennan 

219 

William  Post 

220     Theodore  Parselis 

Iron-plater 
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Pay-roll  of  persona  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair ,  ^c— CoDtiuued. 


No. 


S21 
223 
223 
224 
225 
236 
227 
228 
229 
230 
231 
233 
233 
334 
235 
236 
237 
338 
i239 
240 
241 
242 
243 
244 
245 
246 
247 
348 
249 
250 
251 
252 
253 
254 
255 
tJ56 
257 
258 
259 
2G0 
261 
262 
263 
264 
265 
36H 
267 
268 
269 
270 
271 
273 
373 
274 
275 
276 
277 
278 
279 
280 
281 
282 
283 
284 
885 
286 
287 
388 
289 
390 
291 
392 
893 
894 
295 


NaiDe. 


Occupation. 


Iron-plater 

"I.'ido  !.*.*.* 

do.... 

do.... 

do.... 

do  . ... 

do  .... 

do  .... 

do.... 

do.... 

do.... 

do  .... 

do... 


William  G.  Uuderhill 

Daniel  NoKent 

John  Bowles 

Hugh  Bray. 

Lewia  Halley 

WilUamH.  RasseU... 

Valentine  Barton 

Jamea  McConnell 

James  Geegan 

John  Shannon 

George  Cram 

John  Potts 

John  Grimes 

Thomas  Sanford 

Thomas  Gillespie I do 

John  Denton ' 

William  Cnuningham  . 

Henry  B.  Williams 

William  H.  Manning  . . 

Ellis  Jones 

Michael  Halloran 

Henry  Mintonye 

Samuel  H.  Sheppard. . . 

James  Webb 

William  Wallace 

Owen  MoCarty 

Henry  Monahan 

Albert  Lewis 

Renben  Rauson 

John  Russell 

Robert  Taylor 

Franz  Beet 

Lawrence  Earle ....... 

Michael  Malone 

Patrick  Gurrahan 

John  J.  Connolly 

Joseph  Humphrey 

William  Chadbum  .... 
John  H.  Ridgeway  — 

John  McLeer 

Perrie  P.  Parsell 

John  K  Hare 

A  lex.  Ne  wland 

Edward  Keating 

Marshall  Dods 

John  Wood 

William  M.  Dakin  .... 

Nicholas  Brooks 

John  McMuUeu 

Henry  Jones 

Harry  R  S.  Stroud  .... 

Alex.  Mc  Donald 

John  Bomrdus 

Charles  Y.  Dykemau  . . 

Titus  E.  Dodge 

Garrett  Braisted 

James  Nepeinstall 

Samuel  Ayers 

James  Duncan 

Robert  Smith 

William  Boyd  

Otis  Van  Mater 

William  H.  Gleavy  .... 

John  Ivory 

George  Heald 

Thomas  Bradford 

John  H.  Foreman 

Daniel  J.  Cosgrove 

Nicholas  J.  Cosgrove . . 

James  Brady 

Frank  Lynch 

Samuel  MoQonigal 

Henry  Patterson 

Bei\Jamin  Thompson  . . 
Joseph  Brown 


do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do , 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do  . . .  ^ 

do.... 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Machinist 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do .- 

do 

do 

do 

Molder's  helper 

Foreman  mast-maker 

Mast-maker 

Foreman  boat-builder... 

Boot-builder 

Foreman  painter 

Painter 

do 

do 

Foreman  blookmaker . . . 

Blockmaker 

do 

do 

do 

Foreman  plumber 

Plumber 


do 
do 
do 
do 
do 
do 


(.1  . 

a. 

« 


6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
2 
6 
6 
2 
3 
6 
6 
2 

u 

6 
6 
6 
6 
2 
2 
6 
2 
2 
2 
H 

li 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
3 
5 
6 
6 
6 
3 
6 
6 
6 
3 
6 
3 
2 
10* 
2i 
5 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
1 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
2 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
2 


13  00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


3  00 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
3  00 
3  00 
(0 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
3  00 
3  00 
3  00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
76 
00 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
2 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 
5 
3 
5 
3 
5 
3 
3 
3 
5 
3 
3 
3 
3 
5 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


1. 

I 


118  00 

18  00 

18  00 

18  00 

18  00 

18  00 

18  OO 

18  00 

18  00 

6  00 

18  00 

18  (iO 

6  00 

9  00 

18  00 

18  00 

6  00 

4  50 

18  00 

18  00 

18  00 

18  00 

6  00 

6  00 

18  00 

6  00 

6  00 

6  00 

18  00 

4  50 

6  00 

6  00 

6  00 

6  00 

6  00 

6  00 

9  00 

6  00 

6  00 

13  50 

18  00 

18  00 

13  00 

6  00 

18  00 

18  00 

18  00 

6  00 

18  00 

6  00 

6  00 

31  50 


7 

8 


50 
80 


30  00 

31  00 
30  00 
18  00 
30  00 
18  00 
18  00 

3  00 
30  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
30  00 

6  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 

6  00 


M 

s 


S 


« 

•CO 

o 
B 


« 
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Pay-roll  ofpenons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Conatruetiou  and  Bq^air,  ^c. — Continaed. 


Ko. 


296 
297 

298 

299 
300 
301 
302 
30;{ 
304 
305 
306 
307 
308 
309 
310 
311 
312 
313 
314 
315 
316 
317 
318 
319 
320 
321 
322 
323 
324 
325 
:fS6 
327 
328 
329 
330 
331 
332 
333 
334 
335 
336 
337 
338 
339 
349 
341 
342 
343 
344 
345 
346 
347 
348 
349 
350 
351 
352 
353 
354 
355 
356 
357 
358 
359 
360 
361 
362 
363 
364 
365 
3f»(} 
367 
3t)H 
369 


Name. 


OccapatioD. 


o 

9 

t^ 

eu 

h 
n 

h 

'S'' 

1' 

s 

^ 

& 

o 
B   . 


Patrick  Fox Coppersmith 

Nehemiab  Brush !  Cooper.. i 

x-.  j„„^i  -cv^                 S  '  Foreman  In  charge  of  dock 
LdwardFry ^     Enginctender  ..! 

George  Cunningham  . .  j do ' 

Thomas  Fry do 

Alex.  McDonald ' do 

Jofleph  Mintonye do i 

John  Miller  ...*. '..   ...do    

John  Mnllen ; do 

Peter  Dagan 1  Fireman 

Patrick  Moore do j 

Jamea  Dultou do 

Hugh  Carr do | 

John  Plunkett { do 

Andrew  Gilao do 

George  Cunningham do 

Aaa  D.Bennett 

George  Phillpert 


Oven  Brady 
sJh     ■  ~ 


ael  Hntton. 


Foreman  laborer. 
Laborer 


do 
do 


Da\id  Binert i do 

Jacob  Sonerby do 

John  McMenomy do 

James  Downey do 

Phillip  Douton do 

Abram  De  Mott do 

William  P.  Robb do 

William  Boyd do 

William  McNemara do 

Bernard  Miohaela do 

David  Arkills do 

Charles  McKIoaky do 

Bzra  H.  Dodge !.^ do 

Bernard  Clyne 

William  HaUoraa  .... 

George  Proncher 

William  B.  Burliogame 
Anthony  J.  Bommer. . 

John  T.  SloAn 

Oscar  Read 

Augustas  Stuelor  .... 

Charles  Morrissey 

Charles  Paul 

Henry  T.  Beakey 

Patrick  T.Gabbatt... 

Samuel  Ray 

Dennis  Dugan 

James  J.  Bums 

John  T.  Bums 

Edward  McGinnls. ... 

Michael  McCormick...; do 

Frank  Ha\'es do 


Store  laborer 

do 

Teamster 

Shipwright,  apprentice 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Blacksmith,  apprentice. . . . 

do 

do 

do 

Painter,  apprentice 

ydo 

Blockmaker,  apprentice. . . 

Calker,  apprentice 

-do 


Shipwright,  minor 

do 

do 

Joiner,  minor 

do 

Iron-plater,  minor 

Foreman  cnlker.. 


James  Reilly 

Edwin  Perry 

John  Walsh 

John  Dawson 

Charles  O.  Donnell 
Stephen  G.King  .. 

John  Lee 

Curtis  H.  Peck j  In  charge  of  floor 

Frank  Raymond Weigher 

Garrett  Cozine '  A ssistant  timber-inspector 

Peyton  Herbert Captain  ship-keeper 

William  Hyle ,  Ship-keeper 

William  H.  Paynton  ..! do 

Peter  W.  Fagan 1 do 

Charles  Chapman do 

John  Bowfller j do 

John  Ebert do « 

John  Tully do 

Albert  C.  Price do 

Wjlliara  Stewart do 

William  F.  Brown do 

Petef  Meehan do 


m 

t3  00 

$16  50 

6 

3  OU 

18  00  1 

^ 

3  00 

4  90 

{  71  40 

6 

3  00  1 

18  00 

«  ' 

3  00  i 

18  00  ; 

6 

3  00 

]n  00 

6 

3  00 

18  00  1 

6 

3  00 

18  00 

6 

3  00  . 

18  00 

6 

2  '/6  1 

13  56 

6 

2  iC  ! 

13  56 

6 

2  26 

13  56 

6 

2  26 

13  56 

6 

2  26 

13  56 

6 

2  26 

13  .% 

lOi 

2  26 

2:1  73 

6 

5  00 

30  W 

19 

1  50 

28  50 

31 

1  50 

46  50 

6 

1  50 

9  00 

6 

1  50 

9  00 

6 

1  50 

9  00 

5 

1  50 

7  50 

6 

1  50 

9  00 

18* 

1  50 

27  75 

6 

1  50 

9  00 

6 

1  50 

9  00 

12 

1  50 

18  00 

lOi 

1  50 

15  75 

14 

1  50 

21  00 

12 

1  50 

18  00 

6 

1  50 

9  00 

15 

1  50 

^  50 

ai 

1  76 

36  96 

21 

1  76 

36  96 

6 

1  90 

11  40 

U 

2  44 

3  66 

6 

1  82 

10  93 

4i 

1  82 

8  19 

6 

1  82 

10  92 

6 

\  1  36 

8  16 

5 

1  68 

8  40 

6 

1  68 

10  08 

6 

94 

5  64 

6 

1  68 

10  08 

6 

1  68 

10  08 

6 

1  68 

10  08 

6 

2  26 

13  56 

54 

2  62 

14  41 

n 

2  62 

14  41 

1  96 

10  78 

^ 

1  96 

8  82 

6 

2  44 

14  64 

6 

2  44 

14  64 

6 

1  36 

8  16 

6 

1  68 

10  08 

6 

1  68 

10  08 

6 

2  26 

13  56 

6 

5  00 

30  00 

21 

3  OO 

6:i  00 

6 

3  00 

18  00 

W 

3  50 

71  75 

31 

3  50 

108  50 

31 

2  12 

65  72 

31 

2  12 

65  72 

31 

2  12 

65  72 

31 

2  12 

65  72 

17 

2  12 

36  04 

31 

2  12 

65  72 

31 

2  12 

65  72 

31 

2  12 

65  72 

31 

2  12 

6r>  72 

3 

2  12 

6  36 

3 

2  12 

6  36 

a 


•CO 


r* 

60 

S 

ta 

.C 

< 

O 

s 

O 


eS 


i*" 

t     ...-._-_.-. 

...I. ...... 

••-*-•  ....I  .......... 

1 

■ 

]..^ 

j 

....>•  ..a.l  ....  .••**• 

.•.•••••••I....  ..•••« 

1 

■*"  1  •••"* 

( 

1 

1 

1 

! 

..........  ...•••.... 

j 

* 

1 
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Pay-roll  of  persona  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair^  tj-c. — pontinued. 


No. 


370 
371 
372 

3rj 

374 

375 
376 
.377 
378 
37tf 


Name. 


John  Groves  — 
Jeremiah  Bedell . 
John  Dougherty. 

JameN  Rice 

John  Carroll 


Michael  Fitzgerald . . 
Charles  Y.  Dykoman 

William  Phipps 

Thomas  Auntin 

Dean  Striugham  


Total 


Occupation. 


Ship-keeper 

do 

Holder 

do* 

Fnrnace-mao  and  molder 
helper. 

do 

Laborer 

Rigger 

do 

Special  laborer 


Whole  number  of 
days'  work. 

1 

s 
9  i-i 

■•a 

a 
e 
0 

a  . 

St 

< 

16  36 
k9  08 
28  00 
12  00 

i     36  52 

22  88 

12  00 

7  op 

7  06 

10  60 

1 

.a 
0 

Amount  due  and 
paid. 

3 

14 

8     3  50 

4     3  00 

C        11      3  00 

i         2     1  76 

13      1  76 

8     1  50 

■•"•••  * 

2     3  50 

* 

2  '  3  50 

.......... 

5     2  12 

• 

2,  503J 

6,  928  70 

" 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  roll  is  a  correct  transcript  from  the  records  of  the  constructor's  office 
d,  " 


navy.yard,  New  York. 
Examined,  foand  oorreot,  and  certified  to. 

Approved.    Forwarded  January  25, 1878. 


WM.  E.  DOYLE, 
Constructor's  Clerk. 

THOS   E.  WEBB, 
Naval  Constructor. 

CCMMANDANT'8  OFFICE,  XavyYard,  New  York, 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON. 
Commodore^  Commandant. 


Exhibit  G/. 

Pay-roll  of  persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair^  United  States  navy- 

yardy  League  Island^  Pa.^for  the  month  of  March j  1877. 


Ko. 

Names. 

Oocnpatiou. 

Whole  nomber  of 
days'  work. 

1. 

1 

f4  47A 
4  47A 

4  00 
3  00 
2  00 
2  00 
2  00 
2  00 
2  00 
2  00 

5  00 
2  26 
200 
2  00 

2  00 

3  00 
3  00 
S  00 

a 
a 

r 

Checked  for. 

Amount  due  and 
paid. 

1 

William  C.  BesselieTi-« . 

Clement  Keen .   

William  F.  Warburton. 

Daniel  Mahorn 

Charles  Coleman 

Thomas  Hart  

Constructor's  clerk 

Timber^inspector 

27 
27 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
27 
26 
26 
26 
26 

f 

$120  77 
120  77 
124  00 
93  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
61  02 
52  00 
52  00 
52  00 
52  00 
7  50 
16  00 

2 

3 

Ensineer  on  tu£ 

4 

Ouarterman 

Tt 

oniD-keeper 

6 

do 

7 

Thomas  Sullivan 

do 

8 

Samuel  Reeves 

do 

<) 

Robert  Gibson 

do 

**" 

10 

John  H.  Harris 

do 



11 

Albert  Chamberlain . . . 
James  H.  Hichbuni  .  . 
John  W.  Ford 

do 

12 

Riffger  laborer.  1st  class. . . 

Store  laborer,  1st  class 

do 

1 

13 

[ 

14 

Andrew  I.  Kevser 

••••••            ^         ••      • 

15 

Charles  A.  Gray ....... 

do 

16 

William  Enuis 

John  H.  Stidham 

Do 

...do 

17 

Tool  keeuect. 

Total 

• 

4741 

1,185  06 

Naval  Constklctor's  Office.  U.  8.  Navy- Yard, 

Lragl'E  Island,  Pa.,  January  24, 1878. 
I  certify  the  foregoing  pay-roll  is  correct. 

WM.  C.  BESSELTEVRE, 

Constructor's  Clerk, 
Respectfully  submitted. 

PHILIP  HIGHBORN. 

Naval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N. 
Approved  and  forwai*ded. 

PEIRCE  CROSBY, 

Commodore,  Commandant. 
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Exhibit  G  g. 

Pay-roll  o/persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair^  United  States  navy- 

yardf  Neic  London f  Conn.,  for  the  month  of  March^  1877. 


Ifo. 


1 

2 

3 
4 

*5 
6 


Xames. 


Allen  Wa48worth. 
Leroy  D.  CraDe — 
A.  H.  Comstook  . . . 
BnrtU  W.  Harris.. 
Jamea  Williams. .. 
Ira  Chester «. . 


OccapatioD. 


Total. 


Ship-keeper. 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 


$62  00 
6S  00 
69  00 
6-2  00 
62  00 
62  00 

372  00 


0 

a 

o 
S 


$62  DO 
63  00 
62  00 

62  00 

63  00 
63  00 

372  00 


*  It  is  ascertained  from  a  letter  received  from  the  commaudnnt  at  New  London,  of  January  25.  1678, 
to  Bor^aa  of  Construction  and  Repair,  that  Jamea  Williams  (No.  5)  has  been  paid  by  the  Foarth  Au- 
ditor of  the  Treasury,  thas  leaving  $310  due  on  this  payroll. 

I  certify  that  the  above  number  of  days  and  amount  of  pav*  to  be  correct. 

WM.  H.  VAKNEY. 

AssUtant  Naval  Coiutruetor. 
Approved. 

SAM'L  BELDEN, 
Lieutenani,  Commanding  Station. 

I  certify  that  the  above  is  a  true  cop}*^  of  the  original  roll  now  in  my  possession. 

A.  J.  CLARK, 

I'aymoMter,  V.S.X, 

Commaxi»axt'8  Office,  Navt-Tahd,  Nbw  York- 

For  information  of  Bureau  of  (.'onstrnction  and  Repair,  forwarded  January  29.  1H78. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Oomtnodore,  Oommandafit. 


Exhibit  G  h. 

Pay-roll  of  persona  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  United  States  navy- 
yard,  Neic  Fork,  N,  Y.^for  the  months  of  May  and  June,  1875. 


No. 


Names. 


Occupation. 


o 
;-•    . 

a. 


^ 


K 


May,  1875. 

John  U.  Bradley 

Henry  Adams 

John  Goss 

Alex.  Feriria 

AVilliam  H.  Paynton 

Peter  W.  Fagau 

John  Mehan 


Total 

June,  1875. 

John  H.  Bradley 
Henry  4-<^ams... 

John  Goas 

Alex.  Ferirfa 

W.N. Paynton  .. 
Peter  W.  Fagan. 
John  Mahan 


Captain  shipkeepers. . 

First-claas  sbipkeeper 

do 


do 
do 
do 
do 


1 

12 
12 
12 
12 

124 


Captain  shipkeepers . . 
First-class  sbipkeeper 
do 


do 
do 
do 
do 


0 

1^ 

16 
15 
15 
15 


Total. 


$5  00 
3  50 


t  50 
3  50 

2  50 

3  50 
3  50 


00 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 


p 
a 

o 

CB   >t 

-<3 


$5  00 
31  25 
31  25 
31  25 
31  25 
31  35 
31  85 


37  50 
37  50 
40  00 
37  50 
37  50 
37  50 


e 
ee 

o 


a 
p 
o 

a 


$5  00 

31  25 
31  35 
31  25 
31  25 
31  3S 
3f  35 


193  50 


37  50 
37  50 
40  00 
37  50 
37  50 
37  50 


237  SO 


I  certify  that  the  foregoing  roll  exhibits  the  time  and  amount  claimed  by  shipkeepers  as  doe  and 
paid  them  in  the  months  named. 

WM.  E.  DOYLE,  Oonttruetor't  Clerk. 
Examined  and  found  correct. 

THOS.  E.  WEBB,  Naval  Constructor. 
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DUPLICATE  PAY-ROLL,  BUREAU  OF  CONSTRUCTIOX  AND  REPAIR,  FOR  THE  MONTH 

OF  APRIL,  1877. 

Pay-roll  of  persons  employed  under  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  United  States  navy- 

yardf  Portsmouihj  X,  H.^for  the  month  of  ApHl^  1877. 


No. 


Names. 


Thomas  F.  Staples 

John  E.  Colcord 

Joseph  W.  Neal 

William  H.Emery  ... 

D.W.Bamabee 

William  A.  Femald  . . 

James  W.  Brooks 

A.  P.  Wentworth 

Nathaniel  Haloon  . . . . 

John  D.  Swain 

John  Grant 

Charles  A.  Wendell  . . 

Moses  Moore 

Charles  Manent 

Greorge  P.  Thompson  . 
Cyrus  Drinkwater  . . . 

Adolph  Nelson 

Abram  Shaw 

William  A.Ashe 

Arthur  Kelly 

William  Dean 

Daniel  L.  Randall.... 

J.  F.  Hobbs 

C.L.  Favour 

Charles  W.  Shannon. . 
John  D.  Lawrence. . . , 

Samuel  Givens , 

Warren  Femald 

Thomas  J.  Mitchell . . , 
Richard  Davidson  — 
Joseph  H.  Seawards . . 


Occupation. 


Chief  and  time  clerk 

Store-clerk 

Superintendent  of  dry-docli 

Draughtsman 

Writer 

Foreman  shipwright 

Joiner 

do 

do 

Iron-plater 

Spar-maker 

Painter 

Engine-tender 

Laborer 


do 

do 

do 

.do 


Boy. 


do 


Captain  of  shipkeepers 

Shipkeeper 

do 


do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

do 

do 


o 

ag 


S4 
34 
S4 
23 
S4 
23 
15 
17 
5 
13 
14 
lOi 

"I 
1 

5 

6 

6 

6 

6 
23 

2 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 


5 

s 


$4  08 

3  59 


4 
5 
3 
5 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


57 
26 
35 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


2  00 
2  00 
2  00 
2  00 
00 
50 
50 
50 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


197  93 
86  16 

109  68 

130  98 
78  00 

186  50 
45  00 
51  00 
15  00 
36  00 
43  00 
31  50 

33  50 
3  00 

10  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 

34  50 
3  00 

105  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 
60  00 


a 

a  . 
^"3 


§ 

o 
a 


RECAPITULATION. 


• 

Whole  number  of 
days'  work. 

Aggregate  amonnt 
of  pay. 

Civil  establishment 

73 

506 

$393  76 

Constmctiou  and  Renalr 

1,311  98 

Total 

578 

1, 605  74 

I  hereby  certify  the  foregoing  payroll  to  be  correct. 

Examined. 

Approved.  • 


THOMAS  F.  STAPLES,  Time-Clerk, 

T.  D.  WILSON,  Katdl  Constructor. 

JOHN  GUEST,  Commandant. 
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Exhibit  I. 


X,— Statement  of  indehledne$8  up  to  and  including  March  3,  1877,  btued  onl^apprwed  JnlU 
(copiea  of  which  are  herewith  annexed)  and  adjudicated  claims. 


Kame. 


Anothonv  &  Co 

Bashor.  Thomas  C,  Sc  Co 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Borgeas,  Fbineaa 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Brown,  S.P 

Baker.J.W 

Cramp,  W.,  Sl  Sous 


Chaae,C.  H 

Creed,  Gr«or([e  H 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do.  

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Griffiths.  J.  W 

Do 

Harlan  &.  Hollingsworth  Company 

Do 

Do 

Do 


'   Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Hatch  Si.  Co 

Do  

Do 

Do 

Do 

Hatch.  Lf'Ufl  8i  Co 

Do 

Do 

Do 


--  -  —   -   -  _  -  ~ 

Amount. 

See  copy 
ofbiU. 

Number. 

1132  30 

1 

4,  Sil   70 

3 

4.  049  01 

3 

3,  757  67 

4 

4. 934  21 

5 

3,  768  36 

6 

6.  012  93 

7 

19,531  00 

9 

19.521  00 

10 

19,5.21  00 

11 

19.521  00 

19 

19.521  00 

13 

19.521  00 

14 

19.521  00 

15 

2,000  00 

16 

506  45 

17 

12,500  00 

18 

2,016  05 

8 

196  38 

19 

84.800  00 

90 

3,144  55 

21 

45  10 

83 

363  95 

33 

31  80 

84 

31  30 

35 

389  60 

96 

1,  379  75 

97 

14  53 

98 

87  50 

99 

180  00 

30 

146  90 

31 

5  00 

39 

330  IS 

33 

76  78 

34 

335  68 

35 

95  53 

36 

65  00 

37 

6  00 

:« 

390  52 

39 

13  50 

k     ^ 

449  80 

^     41 

87  84 

43  ^ 

59  37 

43 

73  00 

44 

301  60 

45 

IM  30 

46 

141  90 

47 

1,665  50 

48 

23  15 

49 

96  00 

50 

320  00 

51 

96  20 

59 

1.380  00 

53 

4.710  73 

54 

2,7i-7  90 

55 

1.612  00 

56 

3.519  15 

57 

46,500  00 

ft8 

62.  GOO  00 

59 

37.200  00 

60 

9,300  00 

34.  889  57 

•    61 

50.000  00 

63 

2.  842  94 

63 

31  00 

64 

7,015  66 

65 

2,  323  71 

66 

7, 184  97 

67 

>.  905  88 

68 

2.604  00 

69 

2.  C  .>3  53 

70 

4.  728  95 

71 

7,  415  48 

72 

3,100  00 

73 

Remarks. 


This  amount  is  due  for  reaer- 
vation  retained,  but  no  bill 
haa  yet  been  made  out. 
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A. — Statement  of  indebtedness  up  to  and  including  March  3,  1877,  cf-c. — Contiuued. 


Name. 


HAtoh,  Load  Sc  Co. 
Do 


Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Jewett.  £.  H 

Knowlton,  J.  L 

Do 

Lindtaj,  A.H 

Do 

HantOD,  J.I, 

licfilay,  Donald 

McKay,  Nathaniel 

HcCallough,  A.  A 

Do 

Do 

New  Jeroey  Navigation  Company 

Do 

Place,  George 

Phelpe  Manafactoring  Company.. 

Rowland,!'.  F 

Raymond.  C.  H 

Roach,  John 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Sarage,  Joa.  L 

Santoe.  M.  A.  &  C.  A 

Do 

Steele,  W.  P 

Stevenii,  8.  A.,  &  Co 

Trickey,John 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do  

Taiham  Bros 

Taylor,  Elliot  &  Co 

Vanderbilt,  H.  S 

Do 

Do.... 

Do 

White.  E.  v.,  dc  Co 

Do 

Do *.. 

Do 

Do 

Da    

TVood  &  Dialogue 

Do V 

Do 

Do 

Walton  Bros 


PAY-ROLL. 


Portsmonth,  X.  H  . . 

Do 

Do 

New  York,  N.Y.... 

Do 

Do 

League  Island.  Pa. . 
New  Loudon,  Cunn. 

Total 


Amount. 


$11,100  00 

5,400  00 

7.090  00 

8, 010  00 

3,46.5  00 

4,005  00 

4. 165  ^4 

3,550  00 

6,  576  97 

5,  084  40 

2, 130  00 

2.150  00 

7,830  51 

884  .V) 

5,900  00 

796  18 

5,665  66 

2,196  83 

4.400  00 

994  03 

3,881  00 

2,427  84 

3,U00  00 

1,000  00 

33,  710  00 

334  60 

8,000  00 

3,451  50 

12,  400  00 

16,560  00 

31,000  00 

4,464  77 

31,365  00 

31,365  00 

31,365  00 

31.365  00 

31,365  00 

31,365  00 

S68  00 

65  00 

90  00 

3,400  00 

131  69 

967  67 

590  70 

1, 874  70 

:M9  85 

2,  752  92 

766  18 

128  43 

89  97 
2,  7.59  32 
6.489  36 
2,  489  15 
2,  478  68 

H2  90 

90  00 
88  00 

4  20 

47  18 

40  20 

4,781  56 

5, 532  95 

5,000  00 

5,000  00 

18  00 


1,1^89  08 
1.  973  42 
1,  605  74 
12. 101 
6,  928  70 

420  00 
1, 185  06 

310  00 


41 


961, 577  94 


Xumber. 

74 

75 

76 

77 

78 

79 

80 

81 

82 

83 

84 

85 

86 

87 

88 

89 

90 

91 

92 

93 

94 

95 

96 

97 

98 

99 

100 

101 

102 

103 

104 

105 

106 

107 

108 

100 

110 

111 

lis 

113 
114 
115 
116 
117 
118 
119 
120 
121 
122 
123 
124 
125 
126 
127 
128 
129 
130 
131 
132 
133 
134 
135 
136 
137 
138 
139 


See  copy 
-do  . 

do  . 

do  . 

do  . 
.do  . 
.do  . 
.do  . 


Ilemarka, 


For  February.  1877. 
For  March,  1877. 
For  April,  1877. 
For  February,  1877.1 
For  March,  1877. 
For  May  and  June,  1875. 
For  March,  1877. 
For  March.  1877. 


|15  00 

11  50 

11  50 

4  50 

1  50 

45 

4  50 

2  50 

U  00 

34  00 

12  00 

3  65 

2  20 

25 

15 

10 

2  00 

7  50 
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APPROVED  BILLS  PRIOR  TO  MARCH  3,  1877. 

No.  1. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  £.  &  H.  T.  Anthony  &,  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ''Construction  and  Repair."] 

25  sheets  26"  by  40"  salted  paper 

^  ream  alb.  paper,  Dresden 

^  ream  blotting-paper 

^  gallon  flint  varnish  and  can 

1  pound  nit.  acid,  C.  F 

1  pound  muriatic  acid,  C.  F 

^0  pounds  No.  2,  4"  by  7",  C.  B - 

250  pounds  No.  2,  4"  by  6",  C.  B 

2  evaporating-dishes 

2  pounds  nit.  silver - 

2  dozen  dry  chlo.  gold 

1  pound  nickel 

1  pound  sulph.  nickel  and  ammonia • 

1  stick  rouge 

1  package  crocus 

1  pound  flour  emery 

2  pounds  glycerine 

6  pounds  veg.  collod 

122  30 
Bureau's  order  6th  January,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director,  U,  S.  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  wc  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

ALBERT  H.  COOK, 

Draughtsman. 
J.  D.  DAVIS, 

Fhonographer. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  27,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor t  U.  S,  X. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  30, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
the  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposaj/s,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred 
twenty-two  dollars  and  thirty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant. 


No.  2. 

[Open  purchase.] 
The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Thomas  C.  Bassher  &  Co.,  Dr. 
[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 
50  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks  containing  6,970^V  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents. .  .$4, 321  76 
Bureau  order  of  October  3, 187G. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 

Assistant  Timber  Inspector, 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  November  23, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  parposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-CJerh. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor^  U,  S.  N. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  November  24, 1876. 

The  pablic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  four  thousand 
three  hundred  and  twenty-one  dollars  and  seventy-six  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
I  Commodore,  Commandant, 


No.  3. 

[Open  purchase.] 

United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Thomas  C.  Bassher  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation ''  Construction  and  Repair.'^! 

55  pieces  white-oak  plank-stock,  containing  6,530 1^  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents.  $4,049  01 

Bureau  order  of  October  3, 1876.  . 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assintant  Timber-Inspector. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  6, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerh. 
Examined  and  approved.  * 

SAMUEL  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  S,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  7, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  lor  the  sum  of  four  thousand 
and  forty-nine  dollars  and  one  cen t. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant 


No.  4. 

[Open  purchase.  1 

The  United  StatetNavy  Department,  to  Tboma  C.  Bassher  <&  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

51  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks,  containing  6,060^  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents.  |3,757  67 
Bureau  order  of  October  3, 1^76. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assistant  Timber-Inspector, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  December  22, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructon,  U.  S,  N, 

6  AN 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  23, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  iuiroediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioued  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  fur  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  thoasand 
seven  hundred  and  iifty-seven  dollars  and  sixty -seven  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore f  ComntandanU 


No.  5. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Thomas  C.  Bassher  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  ^pair.'^] 

Bureau  order  of  October  3,  1876. 

5  7"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  square,  35".  at  $1.53 |53  55 

8  8"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  square,  64",  at|1.87 119  68 

8  g^'white-oakkuees,  limb,  square,  72",  at  $2.13 153  36 

7  10"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  square,  70 ',  at  $2.14 149  80 

6  11"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  square,  66"  at  $2.19 144  54 

6  12"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  square,  72",  at  $2.19 l.'>7  68 

2  13"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  square,  26",  at  $2.19 56  94 

2  7"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  14",  at  $1.22 17  08 

7  8"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  56",  at  $1.50 84  00 

12  9"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  108",  at  $1.70 18:5  60 

11  10"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  110",  at  $1.71 188  10 

8  11"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  88",  at  $1.75 154  00 

5  12"  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  60",  at  1.75 105  00 

1  15"  white-oak  knee,  limb,  out  square,  15",  at  $1.75   ^ 26  25 

14  8"  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  112",  at  $1.76 197  12 

26  9"  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  234",  at  $2 468  00 

42  10"  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  420",  at  $2.01 844  20 

28  11"  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  308",  at  $2.06 634  48 

18  12"  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  216",  at  $2.06 444  96 

6  13"  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  78",  at  $2.06 160  68 

3  14"  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  42",  at  $2.06 86  52 

1  7"  white-oak  knee,  root,  out  square,  7",  at  $1.15 8  05 

9  8"  white-oak  knees,  root,  out  square,  72",  at  $1.41 101  .'>2 

15  9"  white-oak  knees,  root,  out  square,  135",  at  $1.60 216  00 

6  10"  white-oak  knees,  root,  out  square,  60",  at  $1.61 96  60 

1  11"  white-oak  knee,  root,  out  square,  11".  at  $1.65 18  15 

1  12"  white-oak  knee,  root,  out  square,  12",  at  $1,65 19  80 

21  45 

23  10 


1  13"  white-oak  knee,  root,  out  square,  13".  at  $1.65. 
1  14"  white-oak  knee,  root,  out  square,  14",  at  $1.65. 


4,934  21 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assistant  I%mber- Inspect  or. 

Navy- Yard,  Netc  Yorkj  December  23, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S.  X. 

Navy -Yard,  New  York,  December  23, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  four  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  thirty-four  dollars  and  twenty-one  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore^  Commandant 


# 
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No.  6. 

[Open  parchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Thomas  C.  Bassher  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '' Constrnotion  and  Repair.''] 

55  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks,  containing  6,078  cabic  feet,  at  62  cents. ..  $3, 763  36 

As  per  order  of  bureau  October  3,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assistant  Umber-Inspector. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  November  4,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U.  S,  N. 

Navy  Yard,  New  York,  Xovember  13, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirty-seven  hun- 
dred sixty-eight  dollars  and  thirty -six  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant. 


No.  7. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Thomas  C.  Bassher  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  "Construction  and  Repair.''] 

30    7-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  210  inches,  at  $1.69 $354  90 

108  8*inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  sqnare,  864  inches,  at  $2.07 1, 788  48 

109  9-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  981  inches,  at  $2.35 2, 305  35 

66  10-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  660  inches,  at  |2.37 1, 564  20 

6, 012  93 

Requisition  Nos.  1155  and  698 ;  approved ;  and  telegram  from  chief  of  bureau,  dated 
October  3,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assissant  Timber-Inspector. 

Navy- Yard,  New^  York,  October  2, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  October  3, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  six  thousand  twelve 
dollars  and  ninety-three  cents. 

WM.  G.  TEMPLE, 
Captain,  Commandant. 
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No.  8. 

[Open  parcbase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  8.  P.  Brown,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^  Constraction  and  Repair,"  general  Hervice.] 

To  8,370  board  feet  asb  plank  and  boards,  at  |65  per  M $544  05 

To  23,000  board  feet  cypress  plank  and  boards,  at  $64  per  M 1 ,  472  00 

2,016  05 
Per  order  of  burean  dated  February  6,  1877. 
Entered:  Wm.  J.  Manning,  clerk  to  commandant. 

Having  fally  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 

qnality. 

CLEMENT  KEEN, 

Timber  Inspector, 

Navy- Yard,  League  Islandf  Pa.,  February  27,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  service. 

WM.  C.  BESSELIEVRE, 

Chief  Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

PHILIP  HIGHBORN, 

Naval  Constructor  J  U.  S.  2f, 

Navy- Yard,  League  Mand^  Pa,,  February  27 ,  1877. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  thousand  and  sixteen  dollars  and  five  cents. 
$2,016.05.  C.  H.  WELLS, 

Captain,  Commandant. 


No.  9. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Phineas  Burgees,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair.^'] 

For  third  payment  due  for  work  on  United  States  iron-olad  Mooadnook, 

under  contract  of  October  2,  1875 $21,690  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  retained 2, 169  00 

19,521  00 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

October  21,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  nineteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


No.  10. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Phineas  Burgess,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair,*'  1876-77.] 

For   fourth   payment   due   for  work  on  United  States  iron-clad  Monad- 
nock,  undercontractof  October  2,  1875 $21,690  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  retained 2,169  00 

19,521  00 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

Octofrer  21,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  nineteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

L  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


APPENDIX.  85 

No.  11. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Phineas  Burgess,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Constmction  and  Repair,"  1876-77.] 

For  the  fifth  payment  due  for  work  done  to  United  States  iron-clad  Mo- 

nadnock,  under  contract  dated  October  2, 1875 ?*21,690  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  retained 2,169  00 


19, 521  00 


f  19,521.00.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

December  9, 1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  nineteen  thonsand  five  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  al  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chi^  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  12. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Phineas  Burgess,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair."] 

For    sixth  payment  due    for  work  done  to  United  States  iron-clad 

"Monadnock,"  under  contract  of  October  2,  1675 $21,690  00 

Less  10  percent,  retained 2, 169  00 

19,521  00 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

January  24, 1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  nineteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  13. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Phineas  Burgess,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-77.] 

For  the  seventh  payment  due  for  work  on  the  United  States  iron-clad 

Monadnock,  under  contract  of  October  2,  1875 $21,690  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  retained 2, 169  00 

19,521  00 

I  certify  the  above  work  has  been  done  and  materials  furnished  to  amount  of  within 
payment,  according  to  contract.  . 

R.  W.  STEELE, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S.  N,,  Inspector, 

$19,521.00.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  9,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  nineteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  lUnmn, 
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No.  14. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Phineas  Bargess,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *^  Constraction  and  Repair.^'] 
1877. 
March  3.  For  tbe  eighth  payment  dne  for  work  done  on  the  United  States 

iron-clad  **  Monatlnock,"  under  contract  of  October  2,  1875 $21,690  00 

Less  10  i>er  cent,  reservation 2, 169  00 

19,521  00 

1  certify  that  the  work  has  been  done  to  amount  of  within  payment,  according  to 
contract. 

R.  W.  STEELE, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S,  N.,  Inspector, 

119,521. CO.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair 

March  3,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  snm  of  nineteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  15. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Phineas  Burgess,  Dr. 

[Ax)propriation  "Construction  and  Repair"  1875-'77.] 
1877. 
March  3.  For  the  ninth  payment  due  for  work  done  on  the  United  States 

iron-clad  Monadnock,  under  contract  of  October  2,  1875 tf21,690  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  reservation i, 2,169  00 

19,521  00 

I  certify  that  the  work  has  been  done  to  amount  of  within  payment,  according  to 
contract. 

R.  W.  STEELE, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S.  JV.,  Inspector. 

f  19, 521.00.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  3,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  nineteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

L  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  16. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Phineas 

Burgess,  on  account  of  U.  S.  S.  Camanche,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

For  furnishing  and  fitting  improved  lever  and  ratchet  hatch-lifters  in  lieu 
of  the  unwieldy  leversoriginally  belonging  to  the  vessel,  which  were  fitted 
and  subsequently  condemned;  furnishing  and  fitting  new  iron  stanch- 
ions for  top  of  turret,  the  old  ones  having  been  mislaid  or  lost ;  additional 
painting  on  the  completion  of  the  vessel,  and  various  work  and  material 
furnished  and  fitted  around  the  vessel  not  named  or  contemplated  at  the 
beginning,  but  which  was  found  necessary  in  completing  and  fitting  her ; 
all  being  in  addition  to  and  not  included,  and  in  excess  of  the  contract, 
amounting  to  the  sum  of  two  thousand  dollars (2,000 

Certified  by — 

R.  W.  STEELE, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  8.  N,  Inspector. 
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Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  9,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sam  of  two  tboasand  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymas- 
ter at  New  York. 

I.  HAN8C0M, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


No.  17. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Phineas 

Burgess,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

For  cash  advanced  to  pay  freight  on  iron  shipped  from  New  York  to  Vallejo, 
Cal.,  for  United  States  iron-clad  Monadnock,  as  per  receipted  bills  on 
file  in  bureau $508  45 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  25,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  five  hundred  and  eight  dollars  and  forty-five 
cents,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HAN8COM. 

Chi^  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  18. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  CoDstmotion  and  Repair,  to  Phineas 

Burgess,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

1875. 

Dec,  23. — ^For  the  twentieth  payment  due  under  agreement  for  repairing  the 

United  States  iron-clad  Camanche $12,500 

I  certify  that  the  work  has  been  completed  according  to  contract. 

R.  W.  STEELE, 
Naval  Consiructorf  U.  S,  N,f  Inspector. 

$12,500.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

December  28,  1875. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  twelve  thousand  five  hundred  dollars,  payable 
by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  ih€  Bureau, 


No.  19. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  J.  W. 

Baker.  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

February  3,  1877.  To  sundry  supplies  delivered  at  the  Naval  Academy  under 

requisitions  of  December  18,  1876,  as  per  detailed  bills  filed  in  bureau $196  38 

$196.38.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  6,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sura  of  one  hundred  and  ninety-six  dollars  and  thirty- 
eight  cents  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Washington. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  qf  the  Bureau, 
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No.  20. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Constmctioo  and  Repair,  to  W.  Cramp 

<&  Sons,  S.  &  E.  B.  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Constrnction  and  Repair."] 

January  28,  1876.  For  the  first  and  second  payments  nnder  agreement  of 
April  5, 1875,  for  completing  the  United  States  double-turreted  monitor 
Terror,  in  readiuess  for  the  armor-plating  on  sides,  |15,500  each $31, 000  00 

Less  20  per  cent,  reserved 6,200  00 

24,800  00 

1  certify  that  the  work  has  sufficiently  progressed  to  entitle  the  contractor  to  the 
above  paymentl^  under  the  agreement. 

F.  L.  FERNALD, 
Naval  ConsiructoTf  U.  S.  2f, 

$24,800.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  29,  1876. 

Ai)proved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  twenty-four  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars, 
payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Philadelphia. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 

No.  21. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  the  W. 

Cramp  &  Sons  S.  <&  £.  B.  Co. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair.''] 

September  15, 1875.  To  freight  paid  on  scrap-iron  delivered  per  schooner  S.  S. 

Hudson,  from  Portsmouth  navy-yard,  487^f |^  tons,  at  $2.08 1, 014  81 

September  25,  1876.  To  freight  paid  on  scrap-iron  delivered  per  schooner  £. 

&  D.  Kelley,  from  Boston  navy -yard,  2!:<4  J  JIfi  tons,  at  $2 $69  59 

October  3,  1876.  Freight  paid  on  scrap-iron  delivered  per  schooner  Addie 

Ry  arson,  sr.,  Boston  navy-yard,  2803>2^^  tons,  at  $2 560  11 

2, 144  51 

I  certify  that  the  freight  has  been  paid  and  bills  are  correct. 

R.  W.  STEELE. 
Naval  Construciorf  U.  S.  N,  Inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

October  19,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  twenty-one  hundred  and  forty-four  dollars  and 
fifty-one  cents,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Philadelphia. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chit/  of  the  Bureau. 

No.  22. 

[Labor.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  C.  M.  Chase,  auctioneer,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

1876,  November  30.  Commission  upon  sales  of  condemned  stores,  $2,255.31,  at 

2  per  cent,  (currency) $45  10 

Having  fully  examined  the  above  charges,  1  certifv  the  same  is  correct. 

GEO.  W.  MUCH, 
Naval  Conetructory  U,  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  December  5,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  services  mentioned  in  this  bill,  and 
the  same  is  approved  for  thi-  sum  of  J^45.10. 

JOHN  RODGERS, 

Commandant. 
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No.  23. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^ Coostraotion  and  Repair.''] 

251  gallons  olive-oil,  at  $1.45 $363  95 

Bureau's  order,  January  31,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

GEO.  F.^urrER, 

Fay-Virector,  U,  S,  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  SHAW, 

Foreman  Iron-Plater^ 

Navy-Yard,  Nkw  York,  February  10,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Conatructorf  U.  S,  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  February  16, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  deli  very, of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  hundred 
Bixty-three  dollars  and  ninety-five  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore t  Commandant. 


No  24. 


rOpen  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Construction  and  Repair."] 

106  pounds  button-head  screw-bolts  and  nuts,  1^''  X  ¥',  and  IV'  X  |'^  per 
sample,  at  30  cents $31  80 

Requisition  No.  71.    Bureau's  order,  January  20, 1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay-Director  J  17.  S.  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  SHAW, 

Foreman  Iron-Plater. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  February  10, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor  J  U.  S.  N 
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Navy-Yard,  New  York,  February  13, 1877. 

The  pnblio  exigencies  rcqaired  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals  they  were  properly 
'  obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirty-one  dollars 
and  eighty  «ents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON. 
Commodore^  Con^niandanL 


No.  i25. 


^  [Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair.''] 

S4  pairs  brass  flush  handles,  at  80  cents $10  20 

48     ^'    bore  dtop  escutcheons,  plated  base,  at  25  cents 12  00 

31  20 

Requisition  No.  76.    Bureau's  order,  10th  February,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market- rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay-Director,  U,  S.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

ISAAC  SAMSON, 
For  Foreman  Joitur, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  February  26,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

S^or^-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Constructor y  U,  S,  2f. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  2,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirty-one  dollars 
•and  twenty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
CommodorCj  Commandant, 


No.  26. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^ Construction  and  Repair."] 

7,421  pounds  flat  iron,  If"  by  i",  18  feet  long,  at  5i  cents $389  60 

Requisition  No.  75.    Bureau's  order,  8th  February,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay-Director,  U.  8.  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  SHAW, 
Foreman  Iron-Plater, 

Kavy-Yard,  New  York,  February  26,  187T. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE. 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N. 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  1, 1877. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  In 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  bnndred 
eighty-nine  dollars  and  sixty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
CommodorCf  Commandant, 


• 


No.  27. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *'  Construction  and  Repair."] 

2,056  pounds  2-lnch  A  A  lead  pipe,  at  9  cents L...  |185  04 

17  pounds  Russia  iron,  at  18  cents. 3  06 

2,115  pounds  whiting,  at  2  cents '. 42  30 

43i  gallons  Demar  varnish,  at  $2.50 108  75 

42  gallons  copal  varnish,  at  $2.40 100  80 

508  gallons  sperm-oil,  "  best,"  at  $1.85 939  80 

1, 379  75 
Requisition  No.  77.    Bureau's  order,  14th  February,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rat.es. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director  J  U.  S.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

W.  J.  COSGROVE, 

Foreman  Flumher. 
JAMES  DUNCAN, 

Foreman  Fainter. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  February  26, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- CUrk» 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor^  U.  S.  X. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  March  1, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirteen  hundred 
8eventy-nine  dollars  and  seventy-five  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON. 
CommodorCf  Commandant, 


No.  28. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair.''] 

153  pounds  iron  rivets,  countersunk,  2^  inches  by  f  inch,  per  sample,  at  9^ 

cents $14  53 


14  53 
Bureau's  order,  December  21,  1866. 

I  certifv  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowe!9t  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director,  U,  8.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  SHAW, 

Foreman  Iron- Plater, 


i 
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Navt-Yard,  New  York,  January  17,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE,  Siore-CUrk. 
Examiued  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructorf  U,  S,  K. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  27,  1877. 

The  pablic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum. of  fourteen  dollars 
and  fifty-three  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore^  Commandant, 


No.  29. 

[Open  pnrchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^  Construction  and  Repair.'^] 

1.50  brass  flash  drawer-handles,  at  40  cents $60  00 

50  bushels  salt,  in  sacks,  at  55  cents 27  50 

87  50 
Bureau's  order,  January  2, 1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay-Director,  U,  S.  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

ISAAC  SAMSON, 
For  Foreman  Joiner, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  17,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE,  Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor^  U,  S.  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  27, 1877. 

The  pnblio  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eighty-seven 
dollars  and  fifty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
CommodorCf  Commandant, 


No.  30. 

[Open  pnrohase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair.] 

1  dozen  machine-bitts,  each  2  inches,  If  inches,  H  inches,  H  inches,  1  inch,  { 
inch,  f  inch,  i  inch,  ^  inch,  |  inch,  i  inch,  and  ^  inch,  at  $15 $180  00 

Bureau's  order,  October  11, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay- Director  J  U,  S,  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

ISAAC  SAMSON, 
For  Foreman  Joiner, 
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Navy-Yard,  New  York,  January  25, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  i;eceral  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE,  Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Canatructorf  U,  S.  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  27, 1877. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  Siere  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  porchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  huadred  eighty 
dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore f  Commandant, 


No.  31. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *'  Construction  and  Repair.] 
30  wash-basins  and  plugs,  at  |3.50 $105  00 

103  pounds  best  white  glue,  at  40  cents 41  20 

146  20 
Bureau's  order,  January  10,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  marke-trates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay- Director f  U,  8.  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
qaality. 

ISAAC  SAMSON, 
For  Foreman  Joiner. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  January  17, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  ConetructoTf  U.  S.  N. 

Navy  Yard,  New  York,  January  27,  1877. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred 
forty-six  dollars  and  twenty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore^  Commandant. 


No.  32. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Construction  and  Repair.''] 

1  12-inch  emery-wheel $5  00 

Bureau's  order,  January  2,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUITER, 
Fay-Director,  U.  S.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

SAM'L  F.  WILLIAMS, 

Foreman  Shipwrights. 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  25,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

SUn^Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  ConstmctaTf  U.  tS,  X. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  27,  1877. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  repaired  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  thev  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  five  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  CommandanL 


No.  38. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '' Construction  and  Repair.^'] 

400  pounds  black  paint,  at  9  cents $36  00 

500  pounds  white  lead,  at  11  cents 55  00 

:i50  pounds  white  zinc,  at  11  cents 3d  50 

35  pounds  red  lead »  at  10  cents 3  50 

80  pounds  black  lead,  at  10  cents 8  00 

75  pounds  litharge,  at  11  cents 8  25 

5  gallons  turpentine  and  can,  at  70  cents 3  50 

40  gallons  linseed  oil,  boiled,  at  81  cents 32  40 

20  pounds  Japan  drying,  at  $2.25 45  00 

230  00 
Bureau  order,  January  15, 1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director,  U.  S,  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they'  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAMES  DUNCAN, 

Foreman  Fainter, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  February  1,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-  Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM»L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U.  S.  X, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  February  2,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and 
thirty  dollars  and  fifteen  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 


APPENDIX.  95- 

No.  34. 

[Open  parchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Constractioa  and  Repair."] 

698  poands  galvanized  iron,  No.  18,  at  11  cents §76  78 

Bareaa's  order,  Janaary  18, 1877. 

I  certify  tbat  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  GUTTER, 
Fay-DirectoTf  L\  S.  A'. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

D.  J.  COSGROVE, 

Foreman  Plumher, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  Fehitary  1,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store  Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Construciorj  U.  S.  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  February  3, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  tnere  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  seventy -six  dollars 
and  seventy-eight  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Commodore^  Commandant. 


No.  35. 


[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."  ] 

571  pounds  spun  cotton,  at  13  cents $74  23 

8-12i"  X  If"  magazine  lenses,  at  $11 88  00 

1  dozen  Cook's  patent  plug-bitts,  li"f  at  $11.50 11  50 

2  Ogilby's  emery  saw-teeth  grinders,  at  $45 90  00 

206i  feet  white  holly,  1  inch  thick,  at  30  cents 61  95 


• 


325  68 
Bureau's  order,  November  6, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director,  U,  S.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAS.  W.  LEE, 

Foreman  Calker, 
8AML  T.  WILLIAMS, 

Foreman  Shipwi-ight. 
JAMES  CHAMBERS, 

Foreman  Joiner. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  8, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerh. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  8.  A^ 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  13, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  reqaired  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  billy  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  handred  and 
twenty-^ve  dollars  and  sixty-eight  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Ckrmmodntre,  CommandanU 


No.  36. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ''  Construction  and  Repair*''] 

I  barrel  alcohol,  41  gallons,  at  $2.33 $95  53 

Bureau's  order,  December  15,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
ray-Director,  U.  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAMES  DUNCAN, 

Fartman  Painter. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  10, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Conatruotor,  U.  S,  y. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  12, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase,  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  ninety-five  dollars 
and  fifty-three  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 


No.  37. 


[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Q.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ^* Construction  and  Repair."] 

1,000  pounds  6d.  iron  finishing-nails,  at  5  cents $50  00 

2  dozen  rattan  brooms,  at  $7.50 15  00 


65  00 
Bureau's  order,  December  27, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director,  U,  S.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAMES  CHAMBERS, 
.  Foreman  Joiner, 
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Navy- Yard,  J^ew  Yorky  January  10,  1S77. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store  Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N, 

Navy-Vard,  New  York,  January  12,  1877. 

Tbe  public  exigencies  reqnired  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase;  and  tbe  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  sixty-five  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON. 

Commodore,  Commandant. 


No.  38. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation '' Constmction  and  Repair.^'] 

2  dozen  Morse's  twist-drills,  at  |3 $6  00 

Bureau's  order,  December  30, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  mnrket-ratcs. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Directory  U.  S.  K, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  eharged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
qaality. 

JOHN  SHAW, 

Foreman  Iron- Plater, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  12, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor^  U,  S,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  13,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  tbe  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned 
in  Biis  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase :  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  six  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 


No.  39. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^  Construction  and  Repair.'^] 

34228  pounds  lead-pipe,  2  inch  2d,  at  9  cents $290  52 

Bureau's  order,  January  5,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director,  U.  S.  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

D.  J.  COSGROVE, 

Forfman  Plunhetn 

7  A  N 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  12,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articleo  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE. 

Stifre-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved.  * 

SAMX  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U,  S.  N". 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  13, 1877. 

The  pnblic  exigCDcies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  handred  and 
ninety  dollars  and  hfty-two  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Com modore^  Com manda n t. 

No.  40. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

3  pair  patent  brass  shears  and  brass  ways  for  same $13  50 

Bureau^s  order,  December  4,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 

Pay- Director,  U.  S,  aV. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAMES  CHAMBERS, 

Foreman  Joiner, 

Navy  Yard,  New  York,  December  23, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAWh  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N» 

Navy  Yard,  New  York,  December  27, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirteen  dollars 
and  tifty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commanddkt, 

m 

No.  41. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

2,15r>  rounds  galvanized  sheet-iron,  No.  18,  W.  G.,  at  11  cents $237  05 

5  boxes  glass,  each  24"  x  30'',  18"  x  26",  12"  x 26",  and  12"  x  20",  double  thick, 

395  lights,  at  45  cents 177  75 

100  pounds  adamantine  candles,  at  28  cents 28  00 

500  linen  tags 7  00 

Bureau's  order,  December  8,  1876.  449  80 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay-Director,  V.  S.  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 

qualitv. 

D.  J.  COSGROVE, 

Foreman  Plumber, 

JAMES  DUNCAN, 

Foreman  Painter. 
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•  Navy-Yakd,  New  Y^rk,  December  23,  1876. 

EeceiTed  tbe  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 
,  Siore-Clerk. 

Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Condtructorj  U.  8,  N, 

• 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  27, 1876. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase;  and  the  sam^  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  four  hundred 
and  forty-nine  dollars  and  eighty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
CommodorCy  Commandant 


No.  42. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

1  barrel  sperm-oil,  winter  strained,  48  gallon^,  at  $1.83 $87  84 

Bureau's  order,  December  13,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director,  U.  S.  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  SHAW, 

Foreman  Iron-Flater. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  December  23, 1876. 

Received  the  abovd  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Construciorf  U,  S.  X. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  27 f  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eighty-seven 
dollars  and  eighty-four  cento. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant. 


No.  43. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

62r>  pounds  pure  beef-tallow,  at  9^  cents $59  37 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director,  U.  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 

quality. 

EDWARD  FRY, 
Foreman  Engine-Tender.  • 
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•  Navy-Yard,  New  York,  November  15,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 
,  Store- Clerk. 

ExamiDed  and  approved. 

SAM^L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  November  18,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  require^l  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  nut  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  i^ approved  for  the  sum  of  fifty-nine  dollars 
and  thirty-seven  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Commodore-Commandant, 


No.  44. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '*  Construction  and  Repair."] 

30  yards  green  baize,  at  |2.40 •  $72  00 

Bureau's  order,  November  28, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  low^t  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  currER, 

Pay-Director  J  U,  S.  N 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAMES  CHAMBERS, 

Foreman  Joiner, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  12, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Construct^nTf  U.  S.  N. 

Navv-Yard,  New  York,  December  13u  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  seventy-two 
dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore f  Commandant. 


No.  45. 

[Open  purchase.] 
The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  II.  Creed,  Dr.        •» 
[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair.'' 

2  barrels  copal  varnish,  84  gallons,  at  $2.40 |801  60 

Bureau's  order,  November  22,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market- rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director^  U.  S.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAMES  DUNCAN, 

Foreman  Painter. 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  6,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  i^eneral  par  poses. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Cl^k. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAMX  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor  J  U,  S.  X, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  December  14, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in  this 
bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  obtained 
by  open  purohase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  one  dol- 
lars and  sixty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  .Commandant, 


No.  46. 

[Open  purchase  ] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ^' Construction  and  Repair."] 

100  pounds  thrums,  at  45  cents $45  00 

5  barrels  fish-oil,  210  gallons,  at  53  cents Ill  30 

156  30 
Bureau's  order,  November  25, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay-DirectoTf  U.S.X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
qnality. 

JOHN  LEE, 

Foreman  CaJker. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  December  12, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

8AML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor  J  U.  S,  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  13, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purohase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and 
fifty-six  dollars  and  thirty  cents. 

IJ.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 

No.  47. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^  Construction  and  Repair.'^] 

100  pounds  A.  D.  candles,  at  28  cents $28  00 

15  gallons  alcohol  and  can,  at  $3.10 46  50 

200  pounds  spun  cotton,  at  13^  cents 27  00 

101  pounds  best  white  glue,  at  40  cents 40  40 

141  90 
Bureau's  order,  November  27, 1676. 

I  certifv  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market* rateti. 

GEO.  F.  currER, 

Pay-Director,  U,S,N, 
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HaviDg  fully  examiued  tbe  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAMES  CHAMBERS, 

Foreman  Joiner. 
JOHN  LEE, 

Foreman  Calker, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  December  12, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Stare-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POCK, 
Naval  Conatructory  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- YARD,  New  York,  December  13, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  require  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and 
forty-one  dollars  and  ninety  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 


No.  48. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *^  Construction  and  Repair.'^] 

50  boxes  plate-tin,  L  C,  14  x  20",  at  $8.90 $445  00 

20  boxes  plate-tin,  S.  D.,  XX,  12  x  17,  at  $22.50 450  00 

20  boxes  idate-tin,  D.  X.,  X,  12  x  17,  at  $21 420  00 

30  crucibles,  each  50,  60,  and  70,  5,400  x>ounds,  at  6^  cents 1^37  50 

2  cubic  yards  fire-sand,  at  $6.50 13  00 

1,665  50 
Bureau's  order,  October  13, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Direcior,  U,S,N. 

• 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

D.  J.  C08GR0VE, 

Foreman  Flumber, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  November  8, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Sioi-e- Clerk. 

Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S,  N, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  November  9, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  pro}»erly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  ai»proved  for  the  sum  of  sixteen  hundred 
and  sixty-five  dollars  and  fifty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 
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No.  49. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  Uuited  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair.''] 

I  band-saw,  ^  inch  wide,  20  feet  6  inches  long $10  40 

1  band-saw,  f  inch  wide,  20  feet  6  inches  long 12  75 

23  15 
Bureau's  order,  September  22,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
^  Pay- Director f  U.  8,  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAMES  CHAMBERS, 

Foreman  Joiner* 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  November  8,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Navai  ConatructoTf  U,  S,  N. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  November  8, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  twenty-three 
clollars  and  fifteen  cents.  ^ 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
CommodorCf  Commandant, 


No.  50. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

6  dozen  hand  hack-saws,  22  inches  each,  $1.60 |96  00 

Requisition  No.  27.    Bureau's  order,  September  22,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
ray-Director,  U.  S.  N 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
<[uality. 

JAMES  CHAMBERS, 

Foreman  Joiner, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  November  8,  167 '. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S.  A, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  November  8, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
ibis  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  ninety-six  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore^  Commandant, 
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No.  51. 

[Open  porchase.] 

The  United  Stales  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *'  Construction  and  Repair.''] 

20  dozen  brass  drawer- locks,  each  2^  and  2f  inches,  40  dozen,  at  $5.50 $220  00 

Requisition  No.  21.    Bureau's  order,  August  29, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay- Director,  U.  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  £^ood 
quality. 

JAMES  CHAMBERS, 

Foreman  Joiner, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  Xovember  8, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  ConstrudoTf  U.  8,  X. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  Xovember  8, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  nandred 
and  twenty  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 

No.  52. 

[Open  purchase.! 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '*  Construction  and  Repair."] 

3  barrels  asbestos,  at  $8 $24  00 

1  grindstone,  3^  feet  diameter,  6-inch  face 14  00 

2  dozen  beer-punches,  each  Nos.  3  and  7,  4  dozen,  50  cents  each 24  00 

125  feet  rubber  gaskets  for  air-ports,  38  pounds,  IH)  cents 34  20 

96  20 

Bureau's  order,  September  22, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay-Director,  U.  S.  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
q  uality . 

SAML.  T.  WILLIAMS, 

Foreman  Shipttnights. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  October  7,  1376. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk, 

Examined  and  approved. 

J.  FEASTER, 
Jseietant  Xaval  Constructor,  U.  S,  X, 

Navy  Yard,  New  York,  October  7,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  property  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  ninety-six  dollars 
and  twenty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 
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No.  53. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair.''] 

15  dozen  brass  barrel-bolts,  each  4,  5,  and  6  inch,  45  dozen,  $7.90 $355  50 

25  dozen  heavy  brass  butt-hinges,  narrow,  each  1^,  If,  2, 2^,  2^,  2f ,  3, 3^,  and 

3i  inch,  225  dozen,  $3.90 B77  50 

10  dozen  cabin-door  huoi^s,  each  3, 4,  and  6  inch,  30  dozen,  at  $4.90 147  OO 

1,380  00 
Bureau's  order,  August  29,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Director,  U,S.N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JAMES  CHAMBERS, 

Foreman  Joiner, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  October  7,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE. 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

J.  FEASTER, 
'  Assistant  Xaval  Constructor,  U.  S,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  October  7, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  thousand  three 
hundred  and  eighty  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Commodore,  Commandant.    ■ 


No.  54. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair.^'] 

20,003  pounds  slab  zinc  Silesian,  at  7f  cents $1,550  23- 

3,045  pounds  banca  tin,  at  24f  cents 753  63 

30,266  pounds  f -inch  round  iron,  best,  at  4^  cents 1, 361  97 

10,449  pounds  white  lead,  dry,  at  10  cents 1,044  90^ 

4,710  7a 
Bureau's  order,  September  22,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Directory  U,  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

D.  J.  COSGROVE, 

Foreman  Plumber. 
JAMES  DUNCAN, 

Foreman  Fainter. 
JOHN  SHAW, 

Foreman  Iron-Plater^ 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  October  7,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  i^eneral  pon)08e8. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk, 

Examined  and  approved. 

J.  FEASTER, 
Aeaiatant  Naval  Constructor^  U.  S,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  October  7,  1876. 

Tbe  pablic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mcDtioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  snm  of  four  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ten  dollars  and  seventy-three  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore f  Commandant, 


No.  55. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ^'Construction  and  Repair.''] 

10  barrels  ground  fire-clay,  at  $4.50 $45  00 

*Z  dozen  screw-wrenches,  each  8",  lO'',  12",  14",  and  16",  10  dozen,  at  S1H.50.  185  00 

.5  reams  emery  cloth,  each  60",  70",  80",  90",  and  100",  M5  reams,  at  819.50..  487  50 
10  reams  sand-paper,  each  0",  i",  1",  1^",  2",  2^",  and  assorted,  70  reams,  at 

$3.y0 273  00 

10  dozen  claw-hammers,  "  adze  eye,"  at  $9.50 95  00 

10  dozen  claw-hatchets,  assorted  sizes,  at  $9.75 97  50 

5  dozen  hand-saws,  ea.,  cross-cut,  rips,  and  panel,  15  dozen,  at  $26.50 397  50 

892  pounds  rubber  packing,  -j^",  V'>  and  i",  pure  gum.  at  95  cents 847  40 

10  dozen  2-foot  rules,  ea.,  single  and  double  Jointeu,  brass-edge  joints,  20 

dozen,  at  $15 30O  00 

12  cork  fenders,  at  $5 60  00 

2,787  90 
Bureau's  order,  September  22,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Fay-Directorf  U,  S.  y. 

Having  fully  examined  tbe  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  SHAW, 

Fort  man  Iron- Plater, 
JAMES  CHAMBERS, 

Foreman  Joiner, 

Xa vv-Yaiu),  New  York,  October  7,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

J.  FEASTER, 
Assistant  yaval  Constructor ^  U,  S.  X, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  October  7,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  w^re  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  twenty-seven  hun- 
dred and  eighty-seven  dollars  and  ninety  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON,, 

Commodore^  Commandant, 
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No.  56. 

^  [Labor.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  John  W.  Griffiths,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  eight  steam-sloops,  ''Enterprise.''] 

Spars, 

March  27, 1876.  For  labor  furnished  under  his  agreement,  dated  September 
27,1875 Jl,612  00 

Bills  made  per  bureau's  telegraphic  order  of  March  25, 1876. 

Approved  March  30, 1876. 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

Having  fully  examined  the  above  charges,  I  certify  that  it  is  correct. 

T.  D.  WILSON, 
Naval  ConstructoTf  U.  S.  X. 

Commandant's  Office, 
Navy-Yardy  Portsmouth^  N,  H.,  March  27,  1876. 

The  pnblio  exigencies  required  the  immediate  services  mentioned  in  this  bill,  and  as 
there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  obtained  by  open 
purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  sixteen  hundred  and  twelve  dollars. 

A.  BRYSON, 
CommodorCf  C.  S,  X. 


No.  57. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  jQhn  W. 

Griffiths,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

In  full  settlement  of  his  claim  for  damages  sustained  by  reason  of  the  clos- 
ing of  the  workshops  at  the  Kittery  yard  wbile  the  United  States  steamer 
Enterprise,  built  by  him  under  contract,  was  under  construction ;  being 
the  full  and  final  payment  on  that  vessel,  and  in  full  for  all  claims  and 
demands  under  contract,  or  for  extras  of  whatever  name  or  nature $3, 519  15 

As  per  report  of  board,  dated  February  27,  1877,  on  file  in  bureau. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  28,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  thirty-five  hundred  and  nineteen  dollars  and 
fifteen  cents,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Washington. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


No.  58. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Harlan 

and  HoUiugsworth  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

October  30, 1876.  For  labor  performed  in  the  construction  of  the  hull  of  the 
double- turreted  monitor  Amphitrite,  to  the  amount  of  the  first,  second, 
and  third  payments  on  account  of  second  contract  for  plating  hull,  <&c., 
per  agreement,  |i  15,500  each $46,500  00 

Certified  by  R.  W.  Steele,  U.  S.  N.,  inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construciion  and  Repair, 

February  28,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  forty-six  thousand  five  hundred  dollars,  pay- 
able by  the  paymaster  at  Washington. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 
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No.  59. 

Tiio  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bnrean  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Harlan 

and  Hollingsworth  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

For  labor  performed  in  the  construction  of  hull  of  double-turreted  monitor 
Amphitrite,  to  the  amount  of  the  fourth,  fifth,  sixth,  and  seventh  pay- 
ments on  account  of  second  contract  for  plating  hull,  &c.,  per  agreement, 
|!l5,500each $62,000  00 

Certified  by  R.  W.  Steele,  naval  constructor,  U.  S.  N.,  inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  28,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  thi  su-n  of  sixty-two  thousand  dollars,  payable  by  the 
paymaster  at  Washington. 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


No.  60. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Biireaa  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Harlan 

and  HoUingH worth  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair.''] 

For  labor  performed  in  the  construction  of  hull  of  double-turreted  monitor 
Amphitrite,  to  the  amount  of  the  eighth,  ninth,  and  tenth  payments 
under  agreement  for  plating  hull,  &c.,  $15,500  each $46,500  00 

Leas  20  per  cent,  reservation 9,300  00 

37,200  00 
Certified  by  R.  W.  Steele,  naval  constructor,  U.  S.  N.,  inspector. 

Navy.  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  2Sy  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  thirty-seven  thousand  two  hundred  dollar?, 
payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Washington. 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  61. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construotion  and  Repair,  to  Hcirlan 

and  Holliugsworth  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

For  474,087  ponnds  of  new  materials  furnished  in  rebuilding  the  hull  of 
United  States  monitor  Amphitrite,  (in  excess  of  what  was  paid  for  in 
old  iron),  consisting  of  beams,  angles,  keel,  stem-post,  stern-frame,  riv- 
ets, plates,  <&c.,  at  5^  cents  per  pound  $24,889  57 

Certified  by  R.  W.  Steele,  U.  S.  Navy,  inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  28,  1877. 

^  Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  twenty-four  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
nine  dollars  and  fifty-seven  cents,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Washington. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 
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No.  62. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Harlan 

and  Holliugsworth  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '' Constrnction  and  Repair."] 

For  balance  due  under  contract  for  bnildinj^  the  United  States  steamer 
Ranger,  being  the  full  and  iiual  payment,  ^120,000  having  already  been 
paid .,: $50,000 

Certified  by  F.  L,  Fernald,  naval  constructor,  U.  S.  N.,  inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  2d,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  fifty  thousand  dollars,  payable  by  the  pay- 
master at  Washiugton. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


No.  63. 


The  United  Sta^-es  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Harlan 
and  HoUingswortb  Company,  on  account  United  States  steamer  Ranger,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^Construction  and  Repair.''] 

For  additional  work  done  and  materials  furnished  beyond  the  original  con- 
tract, as  follows : 

For  making  and  putting  on  extra  tillers  and  altering  rudder-stock $271  00 

For  wrought-iron  boat-stands,  made  and  put  up 775  SO 

For  Lewis  bolts  and  eye-bolts,  made  and  pgit  in 138  21 

For  additional  bumpkin,  made  and  put  in  67  00 

For  making  and  putting  up  wrought-iron  anchor-davits  and  eye-bolts 151  00 

For  eye-plates,  rigging  head-stay  plates  and  travelers 46  67 

For  gun-traiuing  bolts,  made  and  put  in 6  41 

For  single  and  oonble  blocks  for  sheets  and  life-rail  stanchions 184  75 

For  altering  chain-plates,  channel-ways,  hatches, &c.,  as  per  propositions..  376  00 
For  recalking  deck,  and  setting  up  and  refastening  spirketing  after   re- 
turning from  Chester,  Pa. : 

For  first-class  ship-carpenters,  164  days  of  10  honrs,  at  $3.50 574  00 

For  second-class  ship-carpenters,  41^  days  of  10  hours,  at  $2.50 103  12 

For  56  pounds  blunt  bolts,  at  8  cents,  $4.48  ;  250  pounds  of  spun  oaknm,  at 

15cents 41  98 

For  4  barrels  of  pitch,  at  $5.50 22  00 

For  110  pounds  wrought  spikes  at  8  cents 8  80 

For  making  aud  putting  up  wrought-iron  compressor-gear  for  anchor-chains 

complete,  including  labor  and  material 76  50 

2, 842  94 
Certified  by  F.  L.  Fernald,  naval  constructor,  U.  S.  N.,  inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

December  20,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sura  of  twenty-eight  hundred  and  forty-two  dollars 
and  ninety-four  cents,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Washington. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  64. 

[Open  purchase.]  ^ 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Harlan  &  Hollings worth  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

For  one  cast-iron  timber-head  or  bitt  for  monitor  Jason $31  00 

Entered :  William  J.  Manning,  clerk  to  commandant. 
Requisition  No.  12  approved  by  bureau  January  5, 1877. 

I  certify  that  the  price  of  tha  above  article  is  at  the  lowest  market-rate. 

A.  W.  RUSSELL, 


110  APPENDIX. 

Having  fally  examined  the  article  above  charged,  I  certify  that  it  U  of  good  quality 

PHILIP  HIGHBORN, 

Aaral  Conatructor,  U.  8*  N, 

Navy-Yard,  League  Island,  January  19,  1877. 

Received  the  above  article  for  general  service. 

WM.  J.  HARRIS. 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

PHILIP  HIGHBORN, 

iiaval  ConsiructoTf  U.  S.  N. 

• 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  snm  of  thirty-one  dollars. 

C.  H.  WELLS, 
$31.  Captain,  Commandant, 


No.  t>5. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  William  B.  Hatch  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^Gonstraction  and  Repair.''] 

136  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks,  containing  11,3151^;  cnbic  feet,  at  62  cents .  $7, 015  66 

As  per  order  of  bureau  August  12,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  GOZINE, 
•  Assistant  Timber-Inspector. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  September  4, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

G.  H.  PECK, 
For  Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOR, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  September  12, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioued  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  uot  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  tor  the  sum  of  seven  thousand  fif- 
teen dollars  and  sixty-six  cents. 

WM.  G.  TEMPLE, 

Captain,  Commandant. 


No.  66. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  William  B.  Hatch  &  Go.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **Gonstruction  and  Repair."] 

34  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks,  containing  3,747 j^  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents.  $2, 323  71 

As  per  order  of  bureau  August  12,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 

Assistant  Timber- Inspector. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  September  22, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

,  Store-Clerk, 

Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOR, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U,  S.  X. 
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'Savy  Yard,  New  York,  September  22,  1876. 

Tbe  pablio  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articled  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained  by  open  parchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  twenty-three  hun- 
dred twenty-three  dollars  and  seventy-one  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Co m modo re,  Commandan  f. 

No.  67. 

XOpen  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Williaiu  B.  Hatch  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair."] 

1^  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks,   containin  gll,58di^/  cubic    feet,   at  62 
cents $7,1^4  97 

As  per  order  of  bureau  August  12, 1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE. 

AsaUiant  Timber- Inspector, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  September  11,  1876.  * 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

C.  H.  PECK, 

ior  Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOR, 
2^aval  ConatructoTf  U.  S,  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  September  11, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  seven  thousand  one 
hundred  and  eighty-four  dollars  and  ninety-seven  cents.  , 

WILLIAM  G.  TEMPLE, 

Captainf  Commandant. 


No.  68. 

[Open  purchase.] 
The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  William  B.  Hatch  &  Co.,  Dr. 
[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

40  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks,  containing  3,074  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents $1,  905  88 

Bureau  order  of  December  13,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 

Asaiatant  Timber- Inspector, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  21, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

C.  H.  PECK, 

For  Store- CIe7'k, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor y  U.  S.  X. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  December  22,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned 
in  this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  wire  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  five  dollars  and  eighty-eight  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore f  Commandant, 
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No.  69. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Departmenti  to  William  B.  Hatch  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Constrnction  and  Repair.''] 

-60  pieces  white-oak  plauk-stooks,  containing  4,200  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents $2,604 

Bureau  order  of  December  13,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 

Assistant  Timber-Inspedor. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  December  21, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

C.  H.  PECK, 

For  Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK. 
Naval  Constmctorj  U,  S.  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  December  22,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 

this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ch- 
ained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  thousand  six 
hundred  and  four  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore^  Commandant, 


No.  70. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Loud  Sl  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Construction  and  Repair.''] 

39  pieces  white  oak-plank-stocks,  containing  4,231,^^  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents.  $2,623  53 
As  per  order  of  Bureau,  August  15,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assistant  Timber-Inspector, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  September  22,  1876. 
Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S,  Nm 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  September  22, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  -the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  x>nrchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  nisr  the  sum  of  twenty-six  hun- 
dred twenty-three  dollars  and  fifty-three  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant. 


No.  71. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Loud  &  Co..  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *♦  Construction  and  Repair".] 

100  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks,  containing  7,627^^0  cubic  feet,  at  62 cents.  $4,728  95 

As  per  order  of  Bureau,  August  15,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
•quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assistant  Timber'Inspector. 
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Navy-Yard,  New  York,  September  8, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

C.  H.  PECK, 
For  Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOR, 
Xaval  Conatructorj  U.  S.  X. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  September  11, 1876. 

The  public  exigenoies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  four  thousand 
seven  hundred  twenty-eight  dollars  and  ninety-five  cents. 

WM.  G.  TEMPLE, 

Captain,  Commandmant 

No.  72. 

[Open  purchase]. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Loud  A,  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair.''  J 

193  pieces  yellow-pine  plank  stocks,  containing  185,387  feet,  board-measure,  * 

at  $40 : $7,415  48 

As  per  order  of  bureau,  July  12, 1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 

Asaiatant  Timber-Inspector, 

Navy  Yard,  New  York,  July  21,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE. 

Stor^  Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Conetruotorj  U,  S,  X. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  October  10,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  uot  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  seven  thousand 
four  hundred  fifusen  dollars  aud  forty-eight  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore^  Commandant. 


No.  73. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Loud  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair.''] 

70  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks,  containing  5,000  cubic  feet,  at  62 cents.. .  $3, 100  00 
Bureau  order  of  October  7,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Aaaietant  Timber-Inspector, 

Navy  Yard,  New  York,  December  21,  1876. 
Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

C.  H.  PECK, 

For  Store  Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructory  U.  S.  X, 

8  A  N 
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Navy  Yard,  New  York,  December  22,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  Id 
this  bill,  and  as  there  wao  not  time  to  adverti^  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  uame  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  thousand  one 
hundred  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Commodore,  Commandant, 


No.  74. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Loud  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^  Construction  and  Repair.''  ] 

15,000  feet,  board- measure.  A"  white-pine  lumber.  No.  1. 
15,000  feet,  board -measure,  2"  white-pine  lumber,  No.  1. 
15,000  feet,  board-measure,  1^^"  white-pine  lumber,  No.  1. 
^iO,000  feet,  board-measure,  1'^  white-pine  lumber.  No.  1. 
15,000  feet,  board-measure,  |"  white-piuu  lumber,  No.  1. 
13,000  feet,  board-measure,  3"  white-pine  lumber,  No.  1. 
5,000  feet,  board-measure,  2"  white-pino  lumber.  No.  2. 
20,000  feet,  board- measure,  1^"  whire-pine  lumber,  No.  2. 
'tK),000  feet,  board-measure,  l^^'  wbite-piue  lumber,  No.  2. 

148,000  feet,  board-measure  (total),  at  S75 $11,100  00 

Bureau  order  of  September  28,  1876. 

Having  fully  examiued  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
AssiHtant  Jimhar- Inspector, 

Navv-Yai{D,  New  York,  December  ^y  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Cle^'k, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor  J  U.  S,  X. 

Navy-Yahi),  Nkw  Yokk,  December  26,  l'?76. 

The  public  exigencies  required  tbe  Immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eleven  thousand 
one  hundred  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore f  Commandant. 


No.  75. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Lond  &,  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair. ''] 

30,128  feet,  board-measure,  1"  white-pine  lumber,  No.  2. 
20,000  feet,  board-measure,  2"  white-pine  lumber.  No.  1. 
2,000  feet,  board- measure,  3"  white-pine  lumber.  No.  2. 
19,872  feet,  board -measure,  3"  white-pine  stage-plank.  No.  3. 

72,000  feet,  board-measure  (total),  at  f 75 $5,400  00 

Bureau  order  of  September  28,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Aisietant  llmber-Ifiepector, 
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Navy-Yard,  New  York,  December  22, 187r. 
Received  the  above  articlefi  for  general  parposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-ClerL 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Conetrucior,  U,  S,  N, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  December  26, 1876- 
The  public  exigences  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  iiVe  thousand 
four  hundred  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Comvwdore,  Commandant, 


No.  76. 

[Open  purchase] 

The  United  States  Na\  y  Department,  to  Hatch,  Loud  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Coubtruction  and  Repair.'' *] 

155  pieces  yellow-pine  plank-stocks,  containing  156,000  feet,  board-meas- 
ure, at  $45 $7,020  00 

Bureau  order  of  September  28,  1776. 

Having  fully  examiued  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assistant  Timber- Inspector, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  January  31,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

iStort'Clei'k, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor  J  V,  S,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  31,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  requir*^d  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  promptly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  aud  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  $7,020. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON. 
Commodore,  Commandant. 


No.  77. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Loud  &,  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *'  Construction  and  Repair.''] 

177  pieces  yellow-pine  plank-stocks,  containing  17d,0U0  feet,  boan'-measuie, 
at  $45 i8,0I0  00 

Bureau  order  of  September  25,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  go.  d 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Awunant  Timbtr-lnttjHiCtor, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  31, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 

Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK. 
Naral  Con$tructor^  U.  S,  X, 
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Navy-Yard,  New  York,  January  31,  1877. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentiooed  in 
this  bill,  ond  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  $8,010. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON. 
Commodore,  Commandant. 


No.  78. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Loud  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '*  Construction  and  Repair.^'] 

76  pieces  yellow-pine  plank-stooks,  containing  77,000  feet,  board -measure,  at 
fi5.  $3,465  00 

Bureau  order  of  September  28,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 

AasUtant  Timber-Inspector, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  January  31,  1877. 
Received  the  above  articles  for  general  pnrpoaea. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-CUrk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Constructor^  U,  S.  A. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  January  31,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase,  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  thousand  four 
hundred  and  sixty-five  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
CommodorCf  Commandant. 


No.  79. 

[Open  purcha!se.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  bond  <&  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair."] 

8S  pieces  yellow-pine  plank-stocks,  containing  89,000  feet,  board-measure, 
at|45 : $4,00r>  00 

Bureau  order  of  September  28,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 

Assistant  Timber-Inspector. 

Navy-Yard,  Nkw  York,  January  31,  1877. 
Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor^  U.  S.  N. 

Navy. Yard,  Nkw  York,  January  31,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  four  thousand  and 
five  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodorcy  Commandant, 
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No.  80. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Load  &,  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Constrnction  and  Repair."  ] 

93  pieces  yellow-pine  plank-stocks,  containing  92,561  feet,  hoard-measare, 

at  $45 |4,ld5  24 

Bareau  order  of  March  2, 1877, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Asaistant  Timher-Inspector, 

Navy  Yard,  New  York,  March  3,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  geuerHl  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store  Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U.  S,  X 

Navv- Yard,  New  York,  March  :%  l':J77. 

The  public  exij^^encies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  id 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  uoc  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  ap|)roved  for  the  sum  of  four  thou^aad  one 
hundred  and  sixty-tive  dollars  and  twenty-four  cents. 

J.  VV.  A.  NICHOLSOX, 
CommodorCj  Comma ttd ant. 


No.  81. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Loud  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ''Construction  and  Repair."] 

.'),331  feet,  board-measure,  f  inch  white-pine  lumber,  No.  1 

7,000  feet,  board- measure,  1  inch  white-pine  lumber,  No.  1 

5,000  feet,  board -measure,  1^  inch  white-piue  lumber.  No.  1 

4,616  feet,  board-measure,  2-inch  white-pine  lumber.  No.  1 

10,230  feet,  board-measure,  1^-incb  v^ite-pme  lumber.  No.  2 

1,823  feet,  board-measure,  1^-inch  white-pine  lumber.  No.  3 

34,000  feet,  board-measure  (total),  at  J75 $2,550  00 

Bureau  order  of  March  2,  1877. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
ABbVttant  limber -Innptotor, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  3, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purpsses. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk, 

Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Xavul  Constructor^  U,  S,  JV. 

Navy  Yard,  New  York,  March  3,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
tbis  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposal^,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tuned  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  thousand  Qvo 
hundred  and  fifty  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Com  modorCf  Comma /  dan  1, 
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No.  82. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  Uoited  States  Navy  Department,  to  Hatch,  Load  &,  Co  ,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *'  Construction  and  Repair.'^] 

14,000  feet,  board  measure,  I"    white-pine  lumber,  No.  1. 

9,054  feer,  b(»Hrcl  measure,  1''    white-pine  lumber.  No.  1. 

7,*i40  feet,  board  nifasore,  1^''  white-pine  lumber,  No.  1. 
12,269  feet,  board  ineoKure,  1^"  white-pine  lumber.  No.  1. 
10,000  feet,  board  iiicaMiire,  2"    white-pine  lumber.  No.  1. 

5,383  feet,  board  iiifasure,  i"    white-pine  lumber.  No.  1. 

1,729  feet,  board  iiu-aHurc,  5"    white-pine  lumber.  No.  1. 

2,092  feet,  board  measure,  1"    white-piiie  lumber.  No.  2. 

6,875  feet,  board  measure,  1^^"  white- pine  lumber,  No.  2. 

7,000  feet,  bouid  uieaHur^,  1^'^  white-pine  lumber.  No.  2. 
698  feet,  board  measure,  2'    white-pine  lumber,  No.  2. 

9,594  feet,  bo*»rd  measure,  W  white-pine  lumber.  No.  2. 
589  feet,  board  measure,  1^"  white-pine  lumber,  No.  3 

1,170  feet,  board  measure,  H"  white-pine  lumber.  No.  3. 

87,693  total  feet,  board  measure,  at  |75 $6,576  97 

Bnreaa  order  of  March  2, 1877. 

Haying  f ally  examined  *^he  articles  above  cbargjd,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
A$»i$tant  Timber  Inspector, 

Navv-Yard,  New  York,  March  3,  1877. 

Beceiyed  the  abov^e  articles  for  gonor^l  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

8AML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Conttructorf  U,  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  3, 1877. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  six  thousand  five 
hundred  and  seventy-six  dollars  and  ninety-seven  cents. 

F.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodoref  Commandant. 


No.  83. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Depaitment,  to  Elisha  H.  Jewett,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair,  1876-77.] 

December  6,  1876 : 

15  6-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  squared $5.04  $84  60 

9  7-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  squared 10.71  96  39 

2  8-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb, squared 14.96  29  92 

2  9inch  white-oak  knees,  limb, squared 19.17  38  34 

1  10-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  squared 21.40  21  40 

6  7-inch  white-oak  knees,  out  square,  limb 8.57  51  42 

2  8-iuch  white-oak  khees,  out  square,  limb 11.07  23  94 

44  6  ipch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square ; .5.  ,30  233  20 

2-^6  7-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square 10.06  2,877  16 

64  8-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square 14.06  899  84 

22  9-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square IH.  02  396  44 

6  lOinch  wbir<e-oak  knees,  root,  square 20.12  120  72 

2  1 1-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square 22.64  45  28 

15  7-inch  white-oak  knees,  out  square,  root 8.05  120  75 

4  8-in  b  white-oak  knees,  out  eqnare,  root  11.2.'>  45  00 


Rifjnisitlun  No.  2S.     Approved. 
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I  certify  that  the  prioee  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  sohedale  rates. 

T.  D.  WILSON, 
Naval  ConatruotaTt  U.  S,  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  H.  LOCKE, 

Inspector, 

Navy- Yard,  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  December  6, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  construction  and  repair. 

JOHN  E.  COLCORD. 

Ston^  Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

T.  D.  WILSON, 
Naval  Constructor y  U.  S.  N 

Commandant's  Office,  Navy- yard, 
Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  January  6, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  five  thousand  and  eighty-four  dollars 
^nd  forty  cents. 

EARL  ENGLISH, 
Captain,  d  S,  N,,  Commandant. 

> 

No.  84. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  J.  L.  Knowlton,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *'  Construction  and  Repair.''] 

1  Kno^lton  improved  bevel  scroll  saw,  with  iron  frames,  for  boat-shop  pur- 
poses         $2,150 

Entered :  Wm.  J.  Manning,  clerk  to  commandant. 
Requisition  No.  7.    Approved  by  bureau,  Angust  12, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  price  of  the  above  article  is  at  the  lowest  l)id  after  advertisement 

A.  W.  RUSSELL, 

Pay-InepectcTf  U,  S.  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  article  above  charged,  I,oc^ttf^  that  it  is  of  good  qual- 
ity. ^ 

PHILIP  HIGHBORN, 

N(^»4»l  Ccmstructorf  U,  S.  N, 

Navy-Yard,  League  Island,  Ocfo^:5f  1876. 

Received  the  above  article  for  general  service. 

WM.  J.  HARRIS, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

PHILIP  HICHBORN, 

Naval  Constructor,  V.  8,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  October  5, 1876; 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  twenty-one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars. 
$2,150.  C.  H.  WELLS, 

Captain,  Commandant, 


No.  85. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  John  L.  Knowlton,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ''  Construction  and  Repair."] 

1876.  One  (1)  of  Knowlton's  improved  bevel  scroll  saws,  with  iron  frame,  for 
boat-shop  purposes $2,150 

Requisition  No.  461.    Approved  September  4, 1876. 
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I  certify  that  the  price  of  the  above  article  is  at  the  lowest  market-rate. 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 

Pajf'Inspeotor,  U.  S.  y. 

Having  fully  ezamioed  the  article  above  charged,  we  certify  that  it  is  of  good  qnal- 

*  ^*  WM.  E.  HUTCHINSON, 

Firsi- Class  Brass- Finisher, 
A.  L.  ROOT, 

First'CUus  Sawyer, 

Navy-Yard,  Washington,  Sqptemier  21,  1876. 

Received  the  above  article  for  use  of  boat-shop. 

W.  W.  8HEAD, 

Stare-Clerk. 

EKamioed  and  approved. 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Naval  ConstruotoTj  U.  S,  X. 

Navy- Yard,  Washington,  September  26,  1676. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  article  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  t4)  advertise  for  proposals,  it  was  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  snm  of  two  thousand  on& 
hundred  and  fifty  dollars. 

T.  H.  PATTERSON, 
Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  m. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  A.  H.  Lindsay,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  " Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-77.] 

4,639  feet  yellow-pine  mast-timber,  at  90  cents $4, 175  10 

2,096  feet  yellow-pine  beams,  at  65  cents 1,362  40 

2,511  feet  yellow-pine  plank  stocks,  at  41  cents 1,029  51 

1,389  feet  white-oak  plank,  at  50  cents 694  50 

97  feet  white-oak  Keel-pieces,  at  80  cents 77  60 

1, 365  feet  wh  ite-oak  promisucous  timber,  at  36  cents 491  40 

7, 830  51 
Burean^B  crder  August  24, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market- rat<fs. 

RUFU8  PARKS. 

Paymaster f  U,  S.  y. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we'certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JON.  E.  BOUSH, 

Umbtr-Inspector. 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  December  5, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 
,  Store- Clerk. 

Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Xaval  Constructart  U.  S.  X. 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  January  20, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  seven  thousand  eight^ 
hundred  thirty  dollars  and  fifty-one  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore,  Commandant 
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No.  87. 
[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  A.  H.  Lindsay,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  "  Constroction  and  Repair,''  1877-78.] 

l,769feet  white-oak  plank  logs,  at  50 $884  50 

Bureau's  order  December  26, 1877. 

Haying  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
qaality. 

JON.  E.  BOUSH, 
Timber- MeoBurer, 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  Decfmlnr  27, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN. 

.  Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

J.  FEASTER, 
Assistant  Xaval  Constructor^  U,  S,  X, 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  December'  28, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned 
in  this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  pnrchaee;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eight  hundred 
and  eighty-four  dollars  and  fiftv  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  88. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Joseph 

P.  Mautou,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

January  30,  1877.  For  one  steam-windlass  for  United  States  iron-clad  Mianto- 

nomoh,  delivered  at  Chester,  Pa $5,900 

Certified  by  R.  W.  Steele,  N.  C,  U.  S.  N. ;  Inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  1,  lc77. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  five  thousand  nine  hundred  dollars,  payable  by 
the  paymaster  at  Washington. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


No.  89. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Donald 

McKay,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-77.] 

For  balance  due  for  building  and  completing  the  United  States  ship  Adams, 
under  contracts  of  November  8, 1673,  and  April  17, 1675,  being  the  final  pay- 
ment under  said  contracts |796  18 

$796.18]  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  20,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  seven  hundred  and  ninety-six  and  V(^j  dollars, 
payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Boston. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


( 
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No.  90. 

The  Uaited  States  Navy  Department,  Bareaa  of  Constraotion  and  Repair,  to  Donald 

McKay,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ''Constraotion  and  Repair/'  1876-77.] 

For  labor  and  materials  furnished  by  him  in  building  the  United  States 
steamer  Adams,  the  same  bein^  extra  to  his  contracts  for  that  vessel, 
also  for  overcharges  made  agaiust  him  and  damages  sustained  by  him, 
through  the  action  of  the  government  while  doing  the  work,  as  per  report 
of  board  dated  February  16, 1877 $5,865  66 

$5,865.66]  Navv  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  20,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  fifty-eight  hundred  and  sixty-five  and  -ffif  dol- 
lars, payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Boston. 

I.  HANSCOM. 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


No.  91. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Donald 

McKay,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^Construction  and  Repair,''  1876-'77.] 

For  labor  and  materials  furnished  by  him  in  completing  the  United  States 
steamer  Essex,  the  saaie  being  extra  to  his  agreement  for  doing  that 
work;  also  for  overcharges  made  agaiust  him  and  damages  sustained  by 
him,  through  the  action  of  the  government,  while  doing  the  work,  as  per 
report  of  board  dated  February  16, 1877 $2,196  83 

$2,196.83.]  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  20, 1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  twenty-one  hundred  and  ninety-six  -ffif  dollars 
payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Boston. 

I.  HANSCOM. 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


No.  92. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Nath'l 

McKay,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-'77.] 

For  work  done  and  materials  furnished  in  repairing  the  United  States  ship 
Phlox,  which  is  extra  to  and  not  included  in  his  agreement  for  repairing 
that  vessel $4,400  00 

Considered  by  and  reported  on  by  board  consisting  of  Naval  Constructors  Hartt  and 
Hitchbora,  under  date  of  January  31,  1877,  and  being  in  full  settlement  for  work  on 
vessel  named. 

$4,400.]  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  9,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  four  thousand  four  hundred  dollars,  payable 
by  the  paymaster  at  Philadelphia. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 
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No.  93. 

[Open  parcbase.! 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  A.  A.  McCalloughi  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Constraction  and  Repair.''] 

1,476  cubic  feet  wbite-pine  timber,  at  31  cents $458  Id 

1,531  cnbio  feet  yellow-pine  timber,  at  35  cents 535  85 

994  03 
Bureau's  order,  August  9, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market- rates. 

GEO.  E.  HENDEE. 

Pa^fmaateTf  U,  S,  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JNO.  E.  BOUSH, 

Timber- Inspector, 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  August  26,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Naval  Constructor f  U.  S,  K, 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  August  26, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  nine  hundred 
ninety-four  dollars  and  three  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  94. 


[Contract.] 
The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  A.  A.  McCullough,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction."] 

6,562  cubic  feet  white-oak  timber,  at  50  cents (3,281  00 

Authorized  by  bureau's  letter  dated  October  20,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality  and  conforiuable  to  contract. 

CHAS.  H.  SPRAGUE, 

Inspector  of  Timber. 


Received  the  above  articles  for  construction. 
Examined  and  approved. 


December  15,  1876. 

C.  W.  PARKER, 

Receiver, 

J.  F.  HANSCOM, 
Assistant  Xaval  Conntructofy  U,  S.  X. 


Navy-Yard,  Boston,  December  16, 1876. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  thousand  two  hundred  eighty-one  dollars. 

F.  A.  PARKER, 

Commandant. 
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No.  95. 

[Open  parchRM.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  A.  A.  McCnllongb,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Constmction."] 

5,058  cnbic  feet  white-oak  timber,  at  48  cents |2,427  84 

AothorUed  by  bureau's  letter  dated  December  20, 1876. 

Having  fnlly  exatuined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

CHAS.  H.  8PRAGUE, 

Inspector  of  Timher, 

Navy-Yard,  December  22, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  construction. 

C.  W.  PARKER, 

Receiver, 
Examined  and  approved. 

J.  F.  HAN8COM, 
AiStBtant  Naval  Constructor ^  O,  S,  X, 

Navy-Yaki),  Boston,  December  23, 1876. 

Approved  for  the  sum  of  twenty-four  huodred  twenty-seven  dollars  and  eighty-four 
centt!*. 

F.  A.  PARKER, 

Commandant, 


No.  06. 

[Labor.] 

The  United  Stat(^s  Navy  Department,  to  New  Jersey  Navigation  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

For  three  mouths'  use  of  steamer  Burlington,  from  December  9,  187.5,  to 

March  9,  le76,  at  81,000  per  month |3,000  00       • 

In  accordance  with  contract  with  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  dated  Octo- 
ber 9,  le75. 

Entered. 

WM.  J.  MANNING, 
Clerk  to  Commandant. 
Having  full}'  examined  the  above  charge,  I  certify  the  same  is  correct. 

JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
Assistant  Xaval  Constructor^  U.  S,  K. 

Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  March  16, 1876. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  $3,000. 

C.  H.  WELLS, 
Captain^  Commandant. 


No.  97. 

[Labor.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  New  Jersey  Navigation  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *^  Construction  and  Repair.'^] 

To  one  month's  charter  of  steamship  Burlington,  due  April  9, 1876 |l,  000  00 

Copy  furnished  by  verbal  order  of  commandant,  original  having  been  lost  or  mislaid. 

Naval  Constructor's  Office, 
United  States  Navy-Yard,  League  Island,  Pa., 

Apnl  18,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  above  charge,  I  certify  the  same  is  correct. 

PHILIP  HICHEORN, 
Xaral  Constructor,  U,  S,  X, 

Navv-Yard,  LEAcrE  Island,  Pa.,  April  18,  1876. 
This  bill  is  api  roved  for  the  sum  of  1*1,000. 

c.  h.  wells, 

Captain  J  C-ommandant, 
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No.  98. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  George  Place,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-'77.] 

1  plate-planing  machine |2, 560  00 

1  punch  aud  fthears  combined 3,7.50  GO 

1  engine-lathe •- 6,790  00 

1  plate-drilling  machine 4,250  00 

1  planing-machine  (sixty  inches) 6,360  Ou 

23,710  00 
July  14, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS,  U,  S.  .V. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  C  ALL  AHA  C^, 
In  charge  Iron-platers, 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  February  5, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  new  iron-plating  shop. 

JOHN  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOND, 
Kaval  Conetructorf  U,  S,  X. 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  February  13, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  $2^),710. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  99. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Phelps  Manufacturing  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ^^Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-77.] 

4,500  boiler- rivets,  3,390  pounds,  3  by  }  inches,  Ulster,  at  14  cents,  currency  ..  $334  60 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

JOHN  S.  CUNNINGHAM, 

Pay-Director f  U.  S.  N, 

Having  folly  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GEO.  F.  MALLETT, 

AeeUtant  Constructor. 

Navy- Yard,  January  31, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  United  States  steamer  iron-clad  Monadnock. 

J.  E.  RIDER, 

Beciiver. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  W.  MUCH, 
Xaral  Constructor,  U,  S.  X. 

Navy- Yard,  February  1, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  hundred  and 
thirty-four  dollars  and  sixty  cents. 

JOHN  RODGERS, 

Commandant. 
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No.  100. 

The  Uoited  States  Navy  Department,  Bareau  of  Construction  and  Repair,   to  T.  F. 

Howlandi  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^  Constroction  and  Repair/'  187r>-76.] 

For  expenses  incurred  in  transporting  United  States  iron-clad  monit-or  Cats- 
kill  from  League  Island  to  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  consisting  of  insurance,  tow- 
age, and  pilotage,  {^er  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy |d,000  00 

$8,000.]  Navy  Department, 

Buueau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

December  6,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  eight  thousand  dollars,  payable  by  the  pay- 
master at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 

No.  101. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  C.  H.  Raymond,  Dr. 

[Appropriatiou  ^'Construction  and  Repair.'' 

590  tons  semi-bituminous  coal,  at  |i5.85 $.3,4.51  50 

Per  order  of  bureau  August  30,  1876. 

I  certifv  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
I'ay- Directory  U.  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  HrticleM  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JEREMIAH  BEDELL, 

Foreman  Blacksmith, 

Navy- Yakd,  New  York,  December  2.3,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

^Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.   POOK, 
Naval  Constructor^  U.  S,  X, 

Navy-Yahd,  New  York,  Deoembei-  29,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  optn  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  thousand  four 
hundred'fifty-one  dollars  and  fifty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Commodore  Commandant. 


No.  102. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  John 

Roach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ''Construction  and  Repair."] 

August  12, 1876.  For  the  tenth  payment  under  agreement  for  repairing  Puri- 
tan, putting  the  vessel  in  frame $15,500 

Less  !20  per  cent,  reservation 3,100 

$12, 40O 
Certified  by  R.  W.  ^tee'e,  naval  ccnstructor,  U.  S.  N.,  inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

August  16, 1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  twelve  thousand  four  hundred  dollars,  payable 
by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Ckitf  of  the  Bwreau. 
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No.  103. 

The  United  States  Nayy  Department,  Boreaa  of  ConstractioD  and  Repair,  to  John 

Roach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Coustrnction  and  Repair.**] 

Fehrnary  28, 1877.  For  tenth  payment  under  agreement  of  April  7, 1875,  for 

continuing  the  work  on  the  Poritan $20,700 

Less  20  per  cent,  reservation .' 4, 140 

$16,560 
Certified  by  R.  W.  Steele,  naval  constructor,  U.  S.  N.,  inspector. 

Navy  Dkpartment, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

April  13,1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  snni  of  sixteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty  dol- 
lars, payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  104. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  CouBtrnction  and  Repair,  to  John 

Roach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

August  12,  1876. — For  reservation  under  agreement  for  repairing  the  Puiitan, 
putting  the  veesel  in  frame $31,000 

Certified  by 

R.  W.  STEELE, 

U,  S,  X.f  Inspector, 

Navy  DepartiMent, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

August  16,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  thirty-one  thousand  dollars,  payable  by  the 
paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chitf  oj  the  Bureau, 


No.  105. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department.  Bureau  of  Coustrnction  and  Repair,  to  Johu 

Ruach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

For  amount  of  20  per  cent,  reservation  under  agreement  for  continuing  the 

work  on  the  Puritan |41,400  OO 

For  freight  on  old  iron  and  handling  the  same 13,064  77 

54,464  77 

CREDIT. 

By  value  of  Nevada,  asagreed  upon $25,000 

By  value  of  Severn,  as  agreed  uj  on 25,000 

50, 000  00 

4,464  77 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  3,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  four  thousand  four  hundred  and  sixty-four 
dollars  and  seventy-seven  cents,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  ike  Bureau, 
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No.  106. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department.  Bureau  of  Constnictiou  and  Repair,  to  John 

Roach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

October  23, 1876. — For  fir<jt  payment  under  agreement  for  completing  the 

Miauto.iomoh $34,850  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  reservation 3, 4S5  00 

31,365  00 

I  certify  that  the  work  has  been  done  and  material  furnished  to  amount  of  within 
payment,  under  agreement. 

R.  W.  STEELE, 
Xaval  Constructor f  U,  S.  X.y  Insptctor, 

$31,365.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Xovember  10,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  thirty-one  thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty- 
five  oollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  o/  the  Bureau. 


No.  107. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  John 

Roach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Constmction  and  Repair."] 

October  23,  1876. — For  second  payment  under  agreement  for  completing  the 

Miantonomah $34, 850  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  reservation 3,485  00 

31,365  00 

I  certify  that  the  work  has  been  done  and  material  furnished  to  amount  of  within 
payment,  under  agreement. 

R.  W.  STEELE, 
Xaval  ConstrurAorj  U.  S,  X,  Inspector, 

$31,365  00.  Navv  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

Xovember  10,  1876. 

Approve<l  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  thirty -one  thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty- 
live  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HxVNSCOM, 
•  Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  108. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  John 

Roach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^Construction  and  Repair.^'] 

October  23, 1876. — For  third  payment  under  agreement  for  completing  the 

Miantonomoh $34,850  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  reservation 3,485  00 

31,365  00 
Certified  by 

R.  W.  STEELE, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U.  S.  X,,  Inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Xovember  10,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  thirty-one  thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty- 
five  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Burea  u . 
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No.  109. 

The  United  States  Navy  Departmentf  Barean  of  Constraction  and  Repair,  to  John 

Boach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Constrnction  and  Repair.'*] 

November  29,  1876. — For  foarth  payment  nnder  agreement  for  completing 

Miantonomoh $34,850  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  reservation 3,485  00 

31,365  00 
Certified  by 

R.  W.  STEELE, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U.  S,  X,,  Inspector^ 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair* 

December  7,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  snm  of  thirty-one  thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty- 
five  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

L  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  110. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Barean  of  Constraction  and  Repair,  to  John 

Roach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Constraction  and  Repair.*'] 

January  22,  1877. — For  fifth  payment  under  agreementr  for  completing 

Miantonomoh $.34,850  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  retained. 3,485  00 

31, 365  00 
Certified  by 

R,  W.  STEELE, 
Naval  Constructor f  U,  8.  N,,  Inspector. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  9,  1878. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  snm  of  thirty-one  thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty- 
five  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  HI. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  aui  Ripiir,  to  John 

Roaich,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

For  the  sixth  payment,  under  afi^reement,  for  completing    the    Mianto- 
nomoh   $34,850  00 

Less  10  per  cent,  reserved 3,  485  00 

31, 365  00 
Certified  by  R.  W.  Steele,  naval  constructor,  U.  S.  N.,  inspector. 

Navy  Df:PARTMENT, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  9,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  thirty-one  thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty- 
five  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  New  York. 

»  I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 

9  A  N 
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No.  112. 

[Open  parchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Departqient,  to  Joseph  L.  Savafre,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Constraotion  and  Repair."] 

40  white-oak  knees,  368  inches,  ^  $1  per  inch $268  00 

Entered.    Wm.  J.  Manning,  clerk  to  oommandant,  per  bureau's  order^  di^t3d  Decem- 
ber 11,  ltf76. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  chirged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

CLEMENT  KEEN, 

Tlmber-Inspeciar. 

Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  December  14,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  service. 

WM.  J.  HARRIS, 

Store- Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

PHILIP  HIGHBORN, 

Saval  Canfttruciorj  V,  S.  X. 

Navy  Department,  League  Island, 

December  16,  1876. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  tw^o  hundred  and  sixty-eight  dollars. 

C.  11.  WELLS, 
$268.00.  Captain  J  Commandant. 


No.  113. 

[Open  purchase.] 
The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  M.  A.  &.  C.  A.  Santos,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair,  "1876-77.] 

5  gallons  shellac  varnish,  best,  ^  $4.50 $22  50 

17  gallons  alcohol,  best,  fa>  §2.50 42  50 

65  00 
Requisition  No.  31  and  33.    Approved.    Dated  December  21,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

RUFUS  PARKS. 

Paymaster^  tf.  S.  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  J.  CURRAN, 

Foreman  of  Painters. 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  Jannary  13, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  United  States  ships  Hartford  and  Powhatan. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store  Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Xaval  Constructor f  U,  S,  X, 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  January  17, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  aud  as  there  was  nut  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
taiued  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  sixty-five  dollars. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  CommandanU 
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No.  114. 

[Open  parchase.] 

The  Uoited  Stales  Navy  Department,  to  M.  A.  &  C.  A.  Santos,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair/'  1876-'77.] 

20  fi^allons  shellac  varnish,  at  $4.50 $90  00 

Reqaisition  No.  39,  approved  January  15,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

RUFUS  PARKS, 
PaymasteTf  U.  S.  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  J.  CURRAN, 
In  Charge  of  Department, 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  January  30, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  United  States  steamer  Essex. 

JNO.  J..  BUCHANAN, 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Xaral  Constructor ^  U,  <S.  X, 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  February  2, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
.     tained  by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  $90. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant, 


No.  115. 

[Labor.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  W.  Fleet  Steele,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair. ''] 

Balance  due  for  plumbiug  work  on  United  States  steamer  Qninnebaug,  per 
agreement  dated  July  30, 1875,  as  per  report  of  board,  October  2,  1876 $3, 400 

Entered:  Wm.  J.  Manning,  clerk  to  commandant. 

Naval  Const|iuctor's  Office, 
United  States  Xavy-Yard^  League  Island,  October  5, 187C. 

Having  fully  examined  the  above  charges,  I  certify  the  same  is  correct. 

•  PHILIP  HIGHBORN, 

Naval  Constructor,  U.  S,  X. 

Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  October  5, 1876. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirty-tour  hundred  dollars. 

C.  H.  WELLS, 
Captain  J  C^ommandant. 


No.  116. 


[Open  purchase.] 

The  Uuited  States  Navy  Department  to  S.  A.  Stevens  &,  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '*  Construction  and  Repair,'^  1876-77.] 

54i  yards  haircloth,  30  inches,  at  $2.25 $123  19 

30  yards  twilled  cotton,  at  15  cents 4  50 

2  pounds  linen  cord,  at  50  cents.. 1  00 

1  pound  black  thread,  at  $1.50 1  50 

2  gross  lasting-buttons,  at  75  cents 1  50 

131  69 
Requisition  No.  28,  approved  December  11,  1876. 
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I  certify  tbat  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

RUFUS  PARKS, 
Paymatter,  U.  S,  N. 

Having  fully  examiued  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  tbat  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

F.  J.  DUNHAM, 
Foreman  Ship- Joiner. 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  December  21,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  United  States  steamer  Alliance. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH. 
Xaval  Constructor^  U.  S.  N, 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  December  26, 1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and 
tbirty-one  dollars  and  sixty-nine  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  117» 

rOpen  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  John  Trickey,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction.^'] 

18  5-inch  limb  in  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $4.50 $81  00 

W  5-inch  limb  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $4.50 90  00 

32  5-inch  limb  out  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $3,60 1 15  20 

6  5-inch  root  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $4.22 25  32 

1,193  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  spar-timber,  at  .55 656  15 

9(37  67 
Authorized  by  bureau  Jetter  February  20,  1877. 

Having  fully  examined  the  article^)  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

J.  F.  HANSCOM, 

Assistant  Naval  Constructor. 
CHAS.  H.  8PKAGUE, 

Inspector  of  Timber. 

Navy-Yard,  Boston,  February  26^  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  con8trnction. 

C.  W.  PARKER.  Receiver. 
Examiued  and  approved. 

W.  L.  MINTONYE, 

Naval  CoitstructoVf  U.  S.  S, 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  February  27,  1877. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  nine  hundred  and  sixty-seveu  dollars  and  sixty- 
teven  cents. 

F.  A.  PARKER,  Commandant. 
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No.  116. 

rOpen  pnrcbase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Jobn  Trickey,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construct  ion."] 

7  7-inch  limbsqaare  white-oak  knees, at  $10.71 $74  97 

6  6-inoh  limb  sqnare  whit«-oak  knees,  at  $5.94 35  G4 

2  9-lnch  root  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $18.02 36  04 

8  8-incb  root  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $14.06 112  48 

2  8-inch  root  oat  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $11.25 .* 22  50 

3  7-inch  limb  out  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $8.57 25  71 

4  8-inch  limb  out  square  white-oak  knees,  at$11.97 47  88 

3  8-inch  limb  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $14.96 44  88 

2  6-inoh  limb  out  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $4.75 9  50 

1  7-inch  limb  in  square  white-oak  knee,  $10.71 10  71 

1  9-inch  limb  out  square  white-oak  knee,  $15.34 15  31 

2  7-inch  root  sqnare  white-oak  knees,  at  $10.07 20  14 

1  10-inch  limb  out  square  white-oak  knee,  $17.12 17  12 

1  9-inch  limb  in  square  white-oak  knee,  $19.17 19  17 

3  6-inch  root  square  white-oak  knees^at  $5.58 16  74 

2  6-inch  limb  square  white-oak  knees,  at  $5.94 • 11  88 

520  70 
Authorized  by  bareau  letter  November  15,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  thoy  are  of  good 
qualitv. 

J.  F.  HAN8C0M, 

Assistant  Naval  Constructor, 
CHAS.  H.  SPRAGUE, 

Inspector  of  Timber, 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  February  26, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  constrnctiou. 

C.  W.  PARKER,  Reciiver. 
Examined  and  approved. 

W.  L.  MINTONYE. 

JSaml  Constructor y  U,  8,  X 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  February  27,  1877. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  live  hundred  and  twenty  dollars  and  seventy 
cents. 

F.  A.  PARKER,  Commandant, 


No.  119. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  Statel  Navy  Department,  to  Jobn  Trickoy,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction."] 
November  25, 1876. 

4,166  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  timber,  at  .45 $1,874  70 

Authorized  by  bureau  letter  November  15, 1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

CHAS.  H.  SPRAGUE, 

Inspector  of  Timber, 

Navy-Yard,  Boston,  Novhnber  25, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  construction. 

C.  W.  PARKER,  Reeeirer, 
Examined  and  approved. 

J.  F.  HANSCOM. 
Assistant  Naval  Constru/itory  U.  S,  N. 

$1,874.70.  Navy-Yard,  Boston,  Norember  25, 1876. 

Approved  for  the  sum  of  eighteen  hundred  seventy-four  dollars  and  seventy  cents. 

F.  A.  PARKER,  Commandant, 
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No.  120. 

[  Open  porohase.  J 
The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  John  Trickey,  Dr. 
[Appropriation  **  Constraction  and  Repair,"  1876-77.] 
November  15, 1876. 

93  2-inch  white-oak  boat-knees,  at  .25 $23  25 

131  3-inch  white-oak  boat^knees,  at  .50 65  50 

110  4-inch  white-oak  boat-knees,  at  .75 82  50 

76  5-inch  white-oak  boat-knees,  at  $2.33 178  60 

349  85 
Order  of  the  burean  dated  November  9, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  in  accordance  with  the  bureau's 
order. 

T.  D.  WILSON, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  H.  LOCKE,  Tnsj^tin'. 

Navy- Yard,  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  November  15,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  construction  and  repair. 

JOHN  E.  COLCORD, 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  api)roved. 

T.  D.  WILSON, 
Naval  Constructor^  U,  S.  X. 

Commandant's  O^^fice,  Navy- Yard, 

Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  Novemba'  16, 1876. 

To  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  hundred  and  forty-nine  dol- 
lars and  eighty-iive  cents. 

EARL  ENGLISH. 
Captainj  U,  S.  N.f  Commandant, 


No.  121. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  Uuited  States  Navy  Department,  to  John  Trickoy,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction."] 

November  24,  1876. — White-oak  knees  as  follows  : 

19  6-inch  limb,  square,  at  $5.94 /- $112  86 

26  6-inch  limb  in  square,  at  $5.94 154  44 

46  6-inch  limb  out  square,  at  $4.75 218  50 

17  7-inch  limb  square,  at  $10.71 : 182  07 

257-inch  limb  in  square,  at  $10.71 267  75 

25  7-inch  limb  out  square,  at  $8.57 214  25 

7  8-inch  limb,  square,  at  $14.96 104  72 

13  8-inchlimb,  in  square,  at  $14.96 194  48 

13  8-inch  limb,  out  square,  at  $11.79 155  61 

3  9-inch  limb,  square,  at  $19.17 57  51 

29-inch  limb,  in  square,  at$19.17 38  34 

1  10-inch  limb,  square 21  40 

3  lO-inchlimb,  in  square,  at  $21.40 64  20 

1  11-inch  limb,  in  square 24  09 

15  6-inch  root,  square,  at  $5.58 « 83  76 

5  6-inch  root,  out  square,  at  $4.46 22  30 

33  7-inch  root,  square,  at  $10.07 332  .31 

8  7-inch  root,  out  square,  at$8.0G 64  48 

15  8-inch  root,  square,  at  $14.06 210  90 

4  8-inch  root,  out  square,  at  $11.25 45  00 

3  9inchroot,  square,  at  $18.02 54  06 
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^9-iuch  root,  out  square,  at  $14.42 $28  84 

3  10-inch  root,  square,  at  $20.12 60  36 

1  ll-inch  root,  square 22  64 

1  ll-iuch  root,  out  square 18  11 

2, 752  92 
Authorized  by  bureau  letter  November  15,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

CHA8.  H.  SPRAGUE, 

Inspector  of  Timber, 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  November  24, 1876. 

Beceived  the  above  articles  for  construction. 

C.  W.  PARKER,  Beceiver, 
Examined  and  approved. 

I.  F.  HANSCOM, 
Asaietani  Naval  Conetmctorj  U,  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  November  24, 1876. 

Approved  fur  the  sum  of  twenty-seven  hundred  fifty-two  dollars  and  ninety-two 
cenis.^ 
$2, 752.92.  F.  A.  PARKER,  CommandanU 


No.  122. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  John  Tiickey,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '' Construction."] 

December  7,  1875.    White-oak  knees,  as  follows : 

6  6-inch  limb,  out  square,  $4  75 $28  50 

6  6-inch  limb,  in  square,     5  94 35  64 

6  6-inch  limb,  square,         5  94 35  64 

5  7-inch  limb,  square,       10  71 53  55 

2  7-inch  root,  square,         10  07 20  14 

7  7-inch  limb,  out  square,  8  57 59  99 

4  7-inch  limb,  in  square,   10  71 42  84 

8  8-inch  root,  square,         14  06 112  48 

3  8-inch  limb,  out  square,  11  97 35  91 

4  8-inch  limb,  in  square,  14  96 59  84 

7  8-inch  limb,  square,        14  96 104  72 

2  9-inch  limb,  in  square,   19  17 38  34 

1  9-inch  limb,  out  square,  15  34 15  34 

29-inchlimb,  square,       19  17 38  34 

1  9-inch  root,  square 18  02 

2  10-inch  limb,  square,      21  40 42  80 

1  11-inch  limb,  square 24  09 

766  18 
Authorized  by  bureau  letter  November  15,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

CHAS.  H.  SPRAGUE, 

Inspector  of  Timber, 

Navy-Yard,  Boston,  December  7, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  construction. 

C.  W.  PARKER,  Receiver, 
Examined  and  approved. 

J.  F.  HANSCOM, 
Aaaisant  Xaval  Constructor,  U,  S.  X. 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  December  7, 1876. 

Approved  for  the  sum  of  seven  hundred  sixty-six  dollars  and  eighteen  cents. 

F.  A.  PARKER, 

Commandant 
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No.  123. 

[Open  parchaae.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Tatham  Brothers,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair.^'] 

14  lengths  2i-inch  lead  pipe,  150,200 $125  43 

Entered :    Wm.  J.  Manning,  clerk  to  commandant. 
Requisition  No.  7.    Approved.    Rq.  Bureau  September  22,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  article  is  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

A.  W.  RUSSELL, 

Pay-Inspectar,  U.  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examine<l  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  B.  COFFIN, 

Foreman  Plumber. 


Navy-Yari).  Lkague  Island,  October  f),  167G. 

Received  the  above  article  for  general  service.  ^ 

WM.  J.  HARRIS,  Store-Clef  k. 
Examined  and  approved. 

PHILIP  HICHBORN, 

Xaral  Constructor j  U.  S.  X. 


Navy-Yard,  League  Island,  October  5, 1576. 
This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  twenty-eight  dollars  and  forty -three 


oenta. 
$128.43. 


C.  H.  WELLS, 

Captain f  Commandant. 


No.  124. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Taylor,  Elliott  &  Watters,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *•  Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-*77.] 


2  gross  cup-hooks,  ^>  $8 
5  gross  brass  screws,  li 
5  gross  brass  screws,  1^ 
5  gross  brass  screws,  1^ 
5  gross  brass  screws,  1^ 
4  gross  brass  screws,  li 
4  gross  brass  screws,  ]| 

4  gross  brass  screws,  1 
8  gross  brass  screws.  1 

5  gross  braes  screws,  1 
5  gross  brass  screws,    f 
5  gross  brass  screws,    i 

5  gross  brass  screws,    | 

6  gross  brass  screws,  ^ 
6  gross  brass  screws,    I 


50 

nch,  No.  10,  'flr  $1  23. 

1  54 
1  94. 
1  08. 
1  40 
1  72. 

m, 

92. 


nch.  No.  12,  ^d> 
nch,  No.  14,  ^ 
nch,  No.  10,  'S) 
nch.  No.  12,  ^ 
nch.  No.  14,  /g) 
nch.  No.  9,  ^d) 
nch,  No.  10,  ^a) 
nch,  No.  12,  ''w    1  16 


nch.  No.  H,  ^ 

nch.  No.  7,  Oi) 

nch.  No.  6,  ^a> 

nch.  No.  5,  ^a> 

nch,  No.  4,  'w 


66, 
60. 
iO. 
51. 
50. 


17  eo 

6  15 

7  70 

9  70 

5  40 

5  60 

6  88 

.3  52 

7  36 

5  80 

3  30 

3  00 

2  50 

3  06 

3  00 

Requisition  No.  34.    Approved.    January  3,  1877. 
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I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

KUFUS  PARKS, 

Paymastei'f  U,  S,  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

F.  J.  DUNHAM, 

Foreman  Ship-Joiner. 
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'  Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  January  24,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  United  States  steamer  Alliance,  &o. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  B0U8H, 
Naval  CanetructOTf  U,  3.  X. 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  January  27,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  sbme  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eighty-nine  dollars 
and  ninety-seven  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant., 


No.  125. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department  to  H.  S.  Vanderbilt,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Construction  and  Repair.^'] 

9,429^ feet,  board  measure,  white-ash  lumber,  1  inch. 
3,831  feet,  board  measure,  white-ash  lumber,  1^  Inch. 
7,880  feet,  board  measure,  white-ash  lumber,  1^  inch. 
11,522  feet,  board  measure,  white-ash  lumber,  2  inch. 
8,284  feet,  board  measure,  white-ash  lumber,  2^  inch. 
4,926  feet,  board  measure,  white-ash  lumber,  3    inch. 

45,872  total  feet,  board  measure,  ^  $60 $2,752  32 

Bureau  orders  of  April  1  and  November  21, 1876. 

Having  folly  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Aieistant  Timber  Inspector, 

Navy- Yard,  Nkw  York,  November  27,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 
Slore-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Conatr^ctorj  U.  8,  N, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  November  27,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  fifty-two  dollars  and  thirty-two  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Commodore,  Commandant, 


No.  126. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  Slates  Navy  Department,  to  H.  S.  Vanderbilt.  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ''Construction  and  Repair."] 

44,862  feet,  board  measure,  black  walnut,  1",  '3)  $105 $4,710  51 

24,367  feet,  board  measure,  white-ash  lumber,  1",  '©  $65 1, 583  85 

3,000  feet,  board  measure,  white-ash  lumber,  3",  'a  $65 195  00 

6, 489  36 
Bureau  orders  of  April  1,  November  21,  and  October  31, 1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assistant  Timber  Inspector, 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  February  21,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposeB. 

JOHN  FOOTE. 

Siore-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Constructor^  U.  8.  N. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  February  21,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioQed.  in  this 
bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  obtained  by 
open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  six  thousand  four  hundred 
and  eighty-nine  dollars  and  thirty -six  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodoref  Commandant, 


No.  127. 

[  Open  pnrchase.  ] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  H.  S.  Vandorl^lt,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *'  Constmotion  and  Repair.''] 

ll,0r>3  feet,  board  measure,  If' black  walnut,  ®  $105 $1,162  14 

5,018  feet,  board  measure,  U'' black  walnut, 'S)  $105 526  89 

12,448  feet,  board  measure,  2"  white-ash  lumber,  -g)$65 809  12 

2, 498  15 

Bureau  orders  of  April  1,  November  21,  and  October  31,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assistant  Timber  Inspector, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  February  21, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

StorS'Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  February  21,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  thousand  four 
hundred  and  ninety-eight  dollars  and  fifteen  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  CommandanU 


No.  128. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  H.  S.  Yanderbilt,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^  Construction  and  Repair .''] 

24,0*29  feet,  board  measure,  l^-inch  white-ash  lumber,  at  $65 $1,561  88 

1/J86  feet,  board  measure,  3i-inch  white-ash  lumber,  at  $65 129  09 

6,774  feet,  board  measure,  ^H-inch  black  walnut,  at  $105 711  27 

728  feet,  board  measure,  2-inch  black  walnut,  at  $105 76  44 

2, 478  68 
As  per  order  of  bureau,  April  I  and  November  21,  1876,  and  October  31,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Assistant  Umber  Inspector, 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  February  21,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  parposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Siore-Clerk, 
Examiued  and  approved. 

8AML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Conatructorf  U,  S,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  February  21, 1877. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  reqaired  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  m 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  pnrohase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sam  of  twenty-four  hundred 
and  seventy-eignt  dollars  and  sixty-eight  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON. 
Commodore,  Commandant, 


No.  129. 

[Open  parchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  E.  V.  White  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Constraotion  and  Repair,"  1876-77.] 

495  pqnnds  cotton-waste,  at  16  cents $79  20 

3  [6f]  glass  tubes,  5 i  by  12  inches,  at  50  cents 3  00 


82  20 
July  25  and  26. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market- rates. 

GEO.  E.  HENDEE, 

Paymaster^  U,  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  CALLAHAN, 
Foreman  of  Iron-PlaierB. 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  Auguet  16, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  new  iron-plating  shop,  &o. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Stare-Clerk. 

Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Naval  Constructor^  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  August  18, 1876. 

'  The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eighty-two  dollars 
and  twenty  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore,  Commandant, 


No.  130. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  E.  V.  White  &  Co.,  Dr. 
[Apprc^riation  ^'Construction  and  Repair,''  1876-77.] 

6  spring  brass  padlocks,  at  $15 $90  00 

Requisition  No.  24,  approved  November  22,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

RUFUS  PARKS, 
Paymaeterf  U.  J^.  N. 
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Having  fally  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  thitt  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

F.  J.  DUNHAM. 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  December  13, 1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  parposes. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN. 

Store-Clerk. 

Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Xaval  Cotistrucior,  V.  S.  X. 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Ya,  December  19,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  ninetv  dollarti. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore^  Commandant. 


No.  131. 


[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  E.  V.  White  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair,''  1876-77.] 

100  feet  brass  pipe,  H  inches,  at  88  cetits $8i  CO 

Requisition  No.  19,  approved  October  28, 1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

RUFUS  PARKS, 
Paymaster ,  U.  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  CALLAHAN, 

Foreman  Iron-Plater. 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  December  9,  1876. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  United  States  steamer  Alliance. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store-Chrk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Xaval  Constructor ,  V.  S.  X. 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  December  12,  1876. 

The  public  exigencies  reqnired  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  preposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eightv-eight  dollars. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  132. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  E.  V.  White  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-77.] 

7  lights  glass,  15^  x  6^  inches,  at  15  cents $1  05 

4  lights  glass,  22f  x  6f  inches,  at  20  cents SO 

3  lights  glass,  181  x  7    inches,  at  20  cents *.         60 

1  light  glass,  16^  x  7^  inches,  at  25  cents 25 

3  lights  glass,  21    x6    inches,  at  20  cents 1)0 

3  lights  glass,  24i  x  6^  inches,  at  30  cents 90 

4  20 
Requisition  No.  J^,  approved  January  4,  1877. 
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I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

RUFUS  PARKS. 
PaymasUTy  U.  S.  N. 

HaviDg  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged^  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  J.  CURRAN, 

In  Charge  of  Department. 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  January  22, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  United  States  steamer  Seaweed. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  B0U8H, 
Xavat  Conatructorf  U.  S.  K, 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  January  26,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  four  dollars  and 
twenty  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  133. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  £.  V.  White  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Constnictiou  and  Repair/'  1876-77.] 

30  lights  glass,  20  x  24  inches,  at  35  cents $10  50 

30  lights  glass,  16x24  inches,  at  26  cents 7  80 

12  lights  glass,  12  x  26  inches,  at  22  cents 2  64 

12  lights  glass,  10  x  18  inches,  at  J2  cents 1  44 

198  lights  glass,  10  x  16  inches,  at  10  cents 19  80 

100  pounds  putty,  at  5  cents 5  00 

47  13 
Requisition  Nos.  31,  32,  and  3^),  approved  December  21,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

RUFUS  PARKS, 
Faymastery  U,  S.  X» 

m 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quail  tv. 

JOHN  .1.  CURRAN, 

In  Charge  of  Department. 

Navy-Yahd,  Norfolk,  Va.,  January  22j  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  United  States  ships  Hartford,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Powhatan. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store- Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH. 
Xaval  Consiructory  U.  S.  X. 

Na VY- Yard,  Norfolk,  Jiofwiiary  26, 1877. 

The  public  exigenci&s  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  forty-seven  dollars 
and  eighteen  cents.  . 

J.  BLAKELY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  aud  Commandant 
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No.  134. 

[Open  parcbaae.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  £.  V.  White  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ^^Construction  and  Repair,^' 187&-77.] 

8  wood  axes,  handled,  at  $1.50 $12  00 

2  seta  brace  and  bits,  at  $6... 12  00 

3  cork  fenders,  at  $4 12  00 

2pin-manls,  at$1.50 3  00 

4  glass-cutters  (steel),  at  30  cents 1  20 

40  20 
Requisition  No.  35,  approved  January  3,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

RUFU8  PARKS, 

Paymaster,  U,  S,  N, 

Having  fully  exaoiiued  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

WM.  F.  SMITH, 

Forenuin  Shipwrighis, 
JOHN  J.  CURRAN, 
In  charge  of  Department, 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  January  29,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  fur  United  States  ship  Ranger. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Naval  CofiBtructor,   U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  January  30,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  forty  dollars  and 
twentv  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  135. 

The  United  States  Navy  D^spartmenfc,  Bnreau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  R.  Wood 

&  Dialogue,  Dr.         •  ^ 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair,^'  1875-77.] 

For  labor  and  materiaU  furnished  for  repairs  of  United  States  ship  Mayflower, 
as  per  detailed  bill  filed  in  bureau $4,781  56 

$4,781.56.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

September  25,  1876. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  four  thousand  seven  hundred  eighty-one 
-fy^  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Philadelphia. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 


No.  136. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  R.  Wood 

&  Dialogue,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ''Construction  and  Repair,''  1876-77.] 

For  balance  due  for  labor  and  materials  furnished  and  expended  in  repairing 
the  United  States  ship  Mayflower,  as  per  detailed  bills  filed,  being  the 
full  and  final  payment $5,532  9S 
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$5,532.95.]  Navy  Drpartmknt, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

September  25,  1876. 

.Approved  io  triplicate  for  the  sam  of  $5,-532.95,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Phila- 
delphia. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  137. 

[Labor.] 

The  Uuited  States  Navy  Department,  to  Wood,  Dialo^^ae  &  Co..  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Constraction  and  Repair."] 

To  account  completion  of  United  States  frigate  Constitution,  per  agreement 

with  Bareaa  Construction  and  Repair,  dated  March  9,  1876 $5, 000  00 

United  States  Navy-Yard, 
League  Island,  October  13,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  work  has  sufficiently  progiiessed  to  entitle  the  parties  named   to 
the  above  sum. 

JOHN  H.  HOOVER, 
Aasietant  Xaval  Constructor,  Superintcndintj  Officer. 

Entered :  Wm.  J.  Manning,  clerk  to  commandant. 

Naval  Constructor's  Office,  United  States  Navy- Yard, 

League  Island,  Pa.,  October  13,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  above  charge,  I  certify  the  same  is  correct. 

PHILIP  HICHBORN, 

Naval  Constructor,  U,  S.  JV. 

Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  Pa.,  October  14, 1876. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  $5,000. 

C.  H.  WELLS, 
Captain,  Commandant. 


No.  138. 

[Labor.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Wood  &  Dialogue;  Dr. 

«  [Appropriation  *^  Construction  and  Repair."] 

Jan.,  1877.  To  account  completion  United  States  frigate  Constitution,  per 
agreement  with  Bureau  Construction  and  Repair  dated  March 
1,  1876 $5,000  00 

Having  fully  examined  the  above  charge,  I  certify  that  the  same  is  correct,  and  that 
the  work  has  sufficiently  progressed  to  entitle  the  parties  named  to  the  above  sum. 

EDWARD  HARTT, 
Xaval  Constructor,  Superintending  Officer. 

Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  January  6, 1877. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  hve  thousand  dollars. 

C.  H.  WELLS, 
$5,000.  Captain,  Commandant. 


[Open  purchase.] 
No.  139. 
The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Walton  Brothers,  Dr. 
[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair.'^] 

12  windsail-halliard  blocks,  Walton's  patent,  at  $1.50 $18  00 

Bureau's  order  17th  Febraary,  1877. 
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I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

A.  H.  OILMAN, 
Pay-IngpeotoTf  U.  8,  N 

Having  fully  ezamined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 

quality. 

WM.  H.  GLINSEY, 
,  Foreman  Blockmdker, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  February  ^^  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  parposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 

*  Examined  and  approved : 

SAM'L  H.  POOK, 
Naval  CoMtruoiorf  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  2, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  parchase:  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eighteen  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant. 


Exhibit  I  a. 

B. — Statement  of  indebtedneae  to  July  1,  1877,  baaed  on  approved  billa  {copiee  of  which  are 

herewilh  annexed)  and  adjudicated  claims. 


Kame. 


Amoant  bronght  forward  ttom  SUtoment 

A  of  indebtedooM  to  March  3, 1677 

Baiiher,  ThomM  C,  &  Co 

Bridge  water  Iron  Company , 

Brown,  8.  P 

Do 

Bigler,  J.,  &  Co 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Greed,  George  H 

Do.... :. 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Goff,  George  P 

Gardner,  Henry  W 

• 

Harlan  4c  HoUings worth  Co 

Rowland,  T.  F 

Kider  Sc  Cotton 

Roach,  John 

Smith.  F.  H.,  &Co 

Do 

Do 

Trickey,  John 

Torrey,  W.  A : 

White,  W 

Total 


Amonnt 


$961.  Srr  94 

a,  683  57 

53  00 

1,098  34 

6,4U  43 


13,901  10 

4.  856  98 

6.435  30 

•9,  617  53 

7.391  06 

267  15 

30R  10 

238  80 

153  65 

27  50 

1, 130  10 

585  53 

13. 100  00 


3,348  10 

3,  000  00 
IH4  77 

6. 000  00 
13,411  83 

3,  037  80 
38,381  13 


249  00 

76  on 

18.  389  10 


1, 113,  792  67 


5?  • 

83 

I- 


No. 


147 
148 
149 
150 


151 
152 
153 
154 
155 
156 
157 
158 
159 
160 
161 
163 
163 


164 
165 
166 
167 
168 
169 


170 
171 
173 


Remarks. 


This  bill  was  approved  in  December, 
1877,  bat  the  order  for  the  timber 
was  given  in  February ,  1877,  hence 
the  indebtedness  belongs  to  the  fis- 
cal year  1876-'77. 

1  These  bills  were  approved  in  August 
and  September,  :  877.  but  the  order 
for  the  timber  was  given  in  March, 
1877,  hence  the  indebtedness  belongs 
to  the  fiscal  year  1876-'77. 


This  bill  was  approved  in  September, 
1877,  but  the  order  for  the  machines 
was  given  in  October,  1876,  hence  the 
indebtedness  belongs  to  the  fiscal 
year  1876-'77. 

No  bill  made  out  yet. 


This  bill  was  approved  in  October,ie77. 
but  the  order  for  the  timber  was 
given  in  February.  1877,  hence  the 
indebtedness  belongs  to  the  fiscal 
year  1876-'77. 
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'  APPROVED  BILLS  FROM  MARCH  3  TO  JULY  1,  1877. 

No.  147. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Thomas  C.  Bassher  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

Bureau  order  of  October  3, 1876. 

1  8-inch  white-oafi  knee,  limb,  square,  8  inched,  at  $L87 * §14  96 

2  9-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  square,  18  inches,  at  $2.13 38  34 

6  10-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  square,  60  inches,  at  S*2.14 1*28  40 

5  11-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  square,  55  inches,  at  $2.10 120  45 

1  12 -inch  white-oak  knee,  limb,  square,  12  inches,  at  $2.19 26  28 

4  8-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  32  inches,  at$1.50 48  00 

11  9-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  99  inches,  at  $1.70 '    168  30 

10  10-iuch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  100  inches^ at  $1.71 171  00 

5  11-inch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  55  inches,  at  $L75 96  25 

3  12-iuch  white-oak  knees,  limb,  out  square,  36  inches,  at  $1.75 63  00 

I  13-inch  white-oak  knee,  limb,  out  square,  13  inches,  at  $1.75 22  75 

8  8-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  64  inches,  at  $1.76 112  64 

15  9-iuch  whit.e-oak  knees,  root,  square,  135  inches,  at  $2.00 270  00 

17  10-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  170  inches,  at  $2.01 341  70 

4  11-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  44  inches,  at  $2.06 9064 

4  12-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  square,  48  inches,  at  $2.06 98  88 

1  13-inoh  white-oak  knee,  root,  square,  13  inches,  at  $2.06 26  78 

1  8-inch  white-oak  knee,  root,  outsquare,8  inch'js,  at  $1.41.... 11  28 

12  9-inch  white-oak  knees,  root,  out  square,  108  inches,  at  $1.60 172  80 

9  10-inch  white-oak  knees,  roots,  but  square,  90  inches,  at  $1.61 144  90 

8  pieces  white-oak  timber  ,containing  831  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents 515  22 

2, 682  57 

Haying  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
qaality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 

Jsaistant  Timber  Inspector. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  13,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK. 
Naval  Constructorj  U.  S.  N. 

Na^^-Yard,  New  York,  March  14, 1877. 

^      The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
•  this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  thousand  six 
hundred  and  eighty-two  dollars  and  fifty-seven  cents. 

J .  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Commodore^  Commandant. 


No.  148. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Bridgewater  Iron  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

April  11, 1877. — One  shear-blade  for  trimming  sheet-copper $52  00 

Requisition  No.  473.    Approved  November  7,  1876. 

I  certify  that  the  price  of  the  above  article  is  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 
Pay- Inspector,  U.  fi.  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  article  above  charged,  I  certify  that  it  is  of  good  qaality. 

G.  R.  WILSON, 
Superintetident  of  Machinery, 

10  AN 
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Navy- Yard,  Washington,  April  11,  1W7 

Received  the  above  article  for  use  at  roUiug-mill. 

JNO.  H.  SPEISER, 

Acting  Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Naval  Constructor^  U.  S,  N, 

*  Navy- Yard,  Washington,  April  12,  1877. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned 
in  this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  fiftv-two  dollars. 

JNO.  C.  FEBIGEK, 
Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  149. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  S.  P.  Brown,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair,''  general  service.! 

17,160  board-feet  cyprete  plank  and  boards,  at  $64  per  1,(>00  feet $1,098  24 

Per  Bureau  6rder  dated  February  6,  1877. 

Entered : 

WM.  J.  MANNING, 
Clerk  to  Commandant. 

Having  fully  examined  the  article  above  charged,  I  certify  that  it  is  of  good  quality. 

CLEMENT  KEEN, 

Timber  Inspector. 

Navv-Yard,  League  Island,  Pa.,  March  12,  1877. 

Received  the  above  article  for  general  service. 

WM.  C.  BESSELIEVRE, 

Chief  Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

PHILIP  HICHBORN, 

Naval  Constructor y  U.  8,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  Pa.,  March  13, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  thousand  and 
ninety-eight  dollars  and  twenty -four  cents. 

11,098.24.  C.  H.  WELLS,  ^ 

Captain,  Commandant. 


No.  150. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  S.  P.  Brown,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

December  6,  1877.  10,341  cubic  feet  white-oak  timber,  at  62  cents |G,  411  42 

Bureau  order  dated  November  22,  1877.    Original  order  dated  February  2,  1877. 
Entered. 

WM.  J.  MANNING, 
Clerk  to  Commandant. 

Having  fully  examined  the  article  above  charged,  we  certify  that  it  is  of  good  qual- 
ity, and  quantity.     Correct. 

J.  F.  HANSCOM, 
Assistant  Naval  Constructor. 

CLEMP:NT  KEEN, 
Measurer  of  Timber^ 
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Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  December  Q,  1877. 

Heceived  the  above  article  for  general  service. 

W.  F.  SPOTTSWOOD, 

Store- Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

PHILIP  HIGHBORN, 
Naval  Construclor^  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  Pa.,  ^cemher  6,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  artrole  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  it  was  properly  obtained  by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved 
for  the  sum  of  sixty-four  hundred  and  eleven  dollars  and  fortv-two  cents. 

PEIRCE  CROSBY, 
Commodore^  Commandant, 


No.  151. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  J.  Bigler  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  **  Construction  and  Repair."] 

199  pieces  wbit^oak  plank-stocks,  containing  15,475i^  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents  $9, 594  81 
134  pieces  white-pine  timber,  containing  ll,041-i\  cubic  feet,  at  39  cents 4, 306  29 

13,901  10 
Bnreau  order,  July  30  and  Augnst  11,  1877. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
Assistant  Naval  Constructor, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  August  13,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Stm'e-Llerlc, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  August  15, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirteen  thousand 
nine  hundred  and  one  dollars  and  ten  cents. 

WM.  G.  TEMPLE, 
Captain,  Commanding. 


No.  152. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  J.  Bigler  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair.^'] 

110  pieces  white-oak  plank-stocks,  containing  7,833|$  cubic  feet,  at  62  cents.  |4, 856  98 

Bnreau  order  of  August  7,  1877. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHH  B.  HOOVER, 
Assistant  Naval  Constructor, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  August  13,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAM.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  C,  S,  N. 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  August  15, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  wore  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  tbe  sum  of  four  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  fifty-six  dollars  and  ninety-eight  cents. 

WM.  G.  TEMPLE, 
Captain f  Commanding. 


No.  153. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  J.  Bigler  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction."] 

August  9, 1877.  (53,417  feet,  board-measure,  white-oak  plank  No.  1,  $00  M  . ..  $3,  H05  02 

52,405^  feet,  board-measure,  white-oak  plank  No.  2,  $50  M  ..     2, 620  28 

6. 425  30 

Original  order  from  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  dated  March  6,  1877. 
Authorized  by  department  letter  July  31, 1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

G.  E.  THORNTON, 
Pay  Inspector  f  U,  S,  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

J.  F.  HANSCOM, 
Assistant  Xaval  Constructor ^  U,  S.  X, 

Navy-Yard,  Boston,  August  9, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  construction. 

C.  W.  PARKER, 

Meceiver. 

Examined  and  approved. 

W.  L.  MINTONYE, 
Naval  Constru<:torj  U.  S.  X. 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  August  9, 1877. 

A]>proved  for  the  sum  of  sixty-four  hundred  and  twenty-five  dollars  and  thirty 
ceut«i. 

F.  A.  PARKER, 

Commandant. 

% 

No.  154. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  J.  Bigler  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction.^'] 

August  25, 1877.  20,036^  feet  yellow-pine  plank-stock,  at  48  cents $9, 617  52 

Original  order  from  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  dated  March  6,  1877. 
Authorized  by  department  letter  July  31,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market^rate^. 

G.  E.  THORNTON, 
Fay-Inspector,  V.  S.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

J.  F.  HANSCOM, 
Assistant  Naval  Canstructorf  U.  S.  N. 
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Navy-Yakd,  Boston,  August  25,  1677. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  coDstrnction. 

C.  W.  PARKER, 

Jieceivcr, 
Examined  and  approved. 

W.  L.  MINTONYE, 
Naval  Conatructorf  U.  JS.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  BosTONJki«^MS<  25,  1877. 

Approved  for  the  sum  of  ninety-six  hundred  and  seventeen  dollars  and  fifty-two  cents. 

F.  A.  PARKER, 

Commandant, 

No.  155. 

[Open  phrchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  J.  Bigler  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  *'  Construction."] 

September  6, 1877. — 127,432  feet,  board-measure,  white-pine  boards  and  plank, 

at  1J58  per  thousand $7,391  06 

Original  order  from  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repairs  dated  March  6,  1877. 
Authorized  by  department  letter,  July  31,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

G.  E.  THORNTON,  U.  S,  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

J.  F.  HANSCOM, 
Assistant  Naval  Constructor' f  U,  JS.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  September  7, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  construction. 

C.  W.  PARKER, 

Receiver, 
Examined  and  approved. 

W.  L.  MINTONYE, 
Naval  Canstructon,  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  September  7,  1877. 

Approved  for  the  sum  of  seven  thousand  three  hundred  and  ninety-one  dollars  and 
six  cents. 

E.  G.  McCAULEY, 
Captain  J  Commandant. 

No.  156. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  George  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  **  Construction  and  Repair. ''] 

.')00  pounds  white  zinc,  in  oil,  IH • 857  50 

500  pounds  white  lead,  in  oil,  11^ 57  50 

5  pounds  vermilion,  $1.45 7  25 

5  pounds  burnt  nmber,  in  oil,  30 1  50 

5  pounds  raw  umber,  in  oil,  30 I  50 

5  pounds  chrome  yellow,  in  oil,  30 ,...  1  50 

100  pounds  French  ochre,  9 • 9  00 

104  gallons  boiled  linseed-oil,  80 83  20 

1  ratchet  bit-stock  and  bit 21  50 

5  pounds  burnt  sienna,  in  oil,  30....... 1  50 

5  pounds  raw  sienna,  in  oil,  30 1  50 

5  pounds  Vandyke  brown,  20 1  00 

3  dozen  hammock-hooks,  $2.50 7  50 

8  dozen  10-gallon  tin  cans,  $1.90 15  20 

267  15 
Bureau  order,  March  15, 1877. 
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I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

A.  H.  OILMAN, 
Pay-Inspector,  U.  S,  y. 

Having  fully  examiDed  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 

quality. 

JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
AsHiiant  Naval  Conairuetor,  U.  S.  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  31, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk, 

Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S.  N. 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  ApHl  2,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  hundred 
sixty-seven  dollars  and  fifteen  cents.  , 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
CommodorCf  Commandant. 


No.  157. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  George  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  *' Construction  and  Repair.''] 

18  Beaming-brushes,  25 $4  50 

12  putty-knives,  25 3  CK) 

5,  000  pounds  putty,  5 2.50  00 

200  pounds  white  lead,  in  oil,  llj 2:?  00 

12  calking-mallets,  $2.30 27  60 

308  10 
Bureau  order,  March  16,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

A.  H.  OILMAN, 

Pay- Inspector,  U,  S.  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
Assistant  Naval  ConHtructoVy  U,  S,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  31,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  April  2, 1877. 

The  public  exigences  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  three  hundred  eight 
dollars  and  ten  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 
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No.  158. 

[Open  pnrchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  G.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  *' Construction  and  Repair."] 

lOOOpounds  white  lead,  in  oil,  Hi $115  00 

300  pounds  black  paint,  10 30  00 

100  pounds  patent  dryer,  12 12  00 

42  gallons  boiled  linseed-oil,  90 ^ 3?  80 

3  copper  hand-pumps  (with  joints)  |9.00 37  00 

20  galvanized  hammock-hooks,  25 5  00 

1  box  rubber  cement -. 2  00 

$226  80 
Bureau's  order,  March  3,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

A.  H.  OILMAN, 

Pay-InsjyectoTf  U.  S,  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
Assistant  Naval  Constructor. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  16,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

8AML.  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Constructor  J  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  19,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and 
twenty-eight  dollars  and  eighty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
CommodorCj  Commandant. 

No.  159. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Geo.  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

105  pounds  best  white  glue,  45 ^47  25 

185  feet  U"  brass  tubing,  40 74  00 

24  feet  1"  rubber  tubing,  35.: 8  40 

12  dozen  brass  sash-springs,  ^2 24  00 

153-65 
Bureau's  order  March  2,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

A.  H.  OILMAN, 

Fay- Inspector,  U.  S.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
•quality. 

ISAAC  SAMSON, 
For  Foreman  Joiner. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  5,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
Assistant  Naval  Constructor^  V.  S.  N, 
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Navy-Yard,  New  York,  March  7,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchaHe ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sam  of  one  hundred  and 
fifty-three  dollars  and  sixty-five  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 

Commodore,  Commandant. 


No.  160. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  George  IT.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

20  pounds  f-inch  brass  ©scutcheon-pins,  90  cents $18  OO 

2  pure  gnni  rings,  iViuch,  3  pounds,  $1.50 4  .50 

1  barrel  Portland  cement 5  OO 

'  27  50 

Bureau's  order  July  23, 1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

A.  H.  OILMAN, 
Pay- Inspector y  U,  S.  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  SHAW, 
Foreman  Iron-Plater. 

NaVy-Yard,  New  York,  March  5, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Clerk. 
.    Examined  and  approved. 
*  JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 

Assistant  Naval  Constructor,  U.  S.  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  7,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  jiroposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  o])en  ]>urcha8e;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  twenty-seven 
dollars  and  tifty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant. 


No.  161. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  George  H.  Creed,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

4  varnish-brushes,  S  1.20 

12  seame-brnshes,  25  cents 

2  cop])er  squirt-cans,  $2.00 , 

1  slick  chissel,  3^-inch 

1  rachet  and  14  drills,  assorted,  |-inch  to  1-inch , 

2  iron  drivers,  coopers\  $1.25 

18  claw-hammers,  $1.00 

4  anvil  hardies,  $1.50 

12  hatchets,  assorted  sizes,  $1.25 

1  set  iron  truss-hoops 

6  soldering-irons,  $2.50 

3  putty-knives,  .'>0  cents 

1  lathe,  with  tools  conqdete 

12  camels-hair  y»encils,  10  cents 

1  hollow-jdane,  2i-inch *. 

1  roundiug-plane,  2i-inch 


$4  80 

3  00 

4  00 

2  50 

21  50 

2  50 

18  00 

6  00 

15  00 

30  00 

15  00 

1  50 

75  00 

1  20 

1  2S 

1  25^ 
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3  molding-planes,  assorted,  $2.00 $6  00 

2  spike-pnnches,  40  cents 80 

20  armorer's  panches,  35  cents 7  00 

2  socket-punches  for  boat- work,  $1.25 2  50 

1  socket-pnnch  for  cooper-work 1  25 

12  two-foot  rules,  double  jointed,  $1.00 12  00 

4  iron  clami>-8crew8,  $2.50 10  00 

8  screw-drivers,  assorted,  75  cents..-. 6  00 

6  top  and  bottom  swages,  $2.00 12  00 

6  carpenters*  mallets,  75  cents '. 4  50 

3  rivet-punches  (coopers'),  75  cents 2  75 

30  yards  fearuanght,  $2.50 75  00 

100  rubber  gaskets  for  air-ports,  50  cents 50  00 

8  ax-handles,  30  cent* 2  40 

25  pounds  coi>per  boat-nails,  45  cents 11  25 

100  pounds  copper  cut  sheatbing-nails,  45  cents 45  00 

(575  pounds  black  paint,  10  cents v 67  50 

1,500  pounds  white  lead,  in  oil,  11^  cents 172  50 

700  pounds  white  zinc,  in  oil,  11  cents 77  00 

40  pounds  yellow  ochre,  in  oil,  10  cents 4  TH) 

9  pounds  burnt  umber,  in  oil,  30  cents 2  70 

2  i)ounds  Prussian  blue,  in  oil,  75  cents 1  50 

25  pounds  chrome  green,  in  oil,  20  cents 5  00 

2  pounds  chrome  yellow,  in  oil,  30  cents 60 

2  pounds  vermilion,  $1.45 : 2  90 

17  gallons  Japan  drying,  $2.50 42  50 

123  gallons  linseed-oil,  boiled,  90  cents 110  70 

9  gallons  dammar  varnish,  $2.50 22  50 

22  gallons  shellac  varnish,  $3.00 66  00 

175  pounds  pntty,  in  bladders,  5  cents 8  75 

25  pounds  copper  boat-rivets,  50  cents 12  50 

6  carpenters'  braces, $1.75.. 10  50 

1  set  iron  stakes 18  00 

2  parallel  bench-vises,  $15.00 30  00 

150  pounds  litharge,  12  cents 18  00 

25  pounds  black  lead,  10  cents 1 2  50 

10  pounds  iron  cut-tacks,  tinned,  40  cents 4  00 

1 ,  130  10- 
Bureau's  order  March  2, 1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

A.  H.  OILMAN, 
Pay- Inspector y  U.  S.  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

ISAAC  SAMSON, 

For  Foreman  Joiner, 
JAMES  DUNCAN, 

Foreman  Painter, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  6,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk, 

Examined  and  approved.  • 

.milN  B.  HOOVER, 
Assistant  JSaval  Constructor y  U.  S.  N, 

Navy-Yard,  New  York,  March  7,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eleven  huudred 
and  thirty  dollars  and  ten  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandants 
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No.  162. 

[Open  pnrchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  George  P.  Goff,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '' Construction  and  Repair.'*] 

328  feet  No.  1  1-incli  mahogany. 
298  feet  No.  1  l|-inch  mahogany. 
317  feet  No.  1  2-iuch  mahogany. 
507  feet  No.  1  3-iDch  mahogany. 


1,450  feet  No.  1  mahogany,  at  |320  per  M $464  00 


67  feet  No.  1  1-inch  walnut. 
120  feet  No.  1  3-inch  walnut. 
476  feet  No.  1  5-inch  walnut. 
205  feet  No.  1  6-inch  walnut. 


868  feet  No.  1  walnut,  at  $140.00  per  M 121  52 

585  52 
Bureau  order,  March  10,  1877. 

,  u,  s,  y. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

F.  BOCTTCHER, 

First' CUus  Joiner. 

Navy-Yard,  Washingtox,  March  27,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

W.  W.  8HEED, 

Store  Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Xaval  Constructor  U,  8,  K, 

Navy-Yard,  Washington,  D.  C,  March  27,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  five  hundred  and 
eighty-five  dollars  aud  fifty-two  cents. 

JNO.  C.  FEBIGER, 
Commodore  and  Commandant. 


No.  163. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  De})artmeut,  to  Henry  W.  Gardner,  treasurer  Providence  Steam 

Engine  Company,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Repair."] 

1  steam  windlass $5, 800  00 

1  steering  machine 7,300  00 

13. 100  00 
Bureau  order  of  Augus^  9, 1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

,  U.  S.  X. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
Assistant  Naval  Constructor* 
JOHN  SHAW, 

Foreman  Iron- Plater, 
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Navy- Yard,  New  York,  September  4, 1077. 

Received  the  above  artlclea  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE. 

Stare  Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

8AML.  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Constructor  U,  S,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  September  6,  1877. 

The  pablic  exigencies  required  the  iramodiate  delivery  of  the  articles  'mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and,  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly 
obtained  by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirteen  thousand 
one  hundred  dollars. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 


No.  164. 


The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bnreau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  T.  F. 

Rowland,  Continental  Works,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-77.1 
1877. 
February  14. — For  2  improved  turret-lifts  for  vessels,  for  the  United  States 
monitor  Monaduock,  as  per  contract,  to  be  shipped  for  said  monitor  when 

required,  at  $1,500  each $3,000  00 

Certified  as  correct. 

F.  L.  FERNALD, 
4  Naval  Constructor  V.  S.  N. 

$3,000.00.  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  15,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  •of  three  thousand  dollars,  payable  by  the  pay- 
master at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


No.  165. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Rider  and  Cotton,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  ^^Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-*77.] 
1877. 

March  8. —  20    pounds  brass  escutcheon  pins,  f-inch.  No.  13,  62c $12  40 

4    dozen  brass  cabin-door  hooks,  3i-inch,  $2.20 8  80 

2    gross  brass  cup-hooks,  1^^  inch,  $3.50 7  00 

4    gross  brass  screws,  l^-inch,  No.  12,  $1.11 4  44 

4    gross  brass  screws,  1^ inch,  No.  10,  85c 3  40 

6    gross  brass  screws,  1-inch,  No.  9,  65c 8  90 

6    gross  brass  screws,  f-inch,  No.  7,  50c 3  00 

4    gross  brass  screws,  ^-inch.  No.  6,  41c .'..........  164 

4    gross  brass  screws,  2-inch,  No.  12,  $1.50 6  00 

1    gross  brass  screws,  2i^-iuch,  No.  12,  $1.65 1  65 

220^  pounds  sheet  brass,  35c 77  18 

67 j  pounds  rubber  packing  cloth,  rjV-inch,  26^ 17  72 

54    pounds  rubber  packing  cloth, -i^-inch,26ic.. 14  18 

109    pounds  soapstone  packing.  If -inch,  19c 20  71 

^  dozen  belt  punches,  $5.50 2  75 

184  77 
I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

EDWIN  PUTNAM, 

Paymaster  U,  S,  N. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

J.  W.  BROOKS, 
J.  D.  SERAIN. 


i 
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Navy- Yard,  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  March  9,  1877. 

Received  tbe  above  articles  for  constrnction  and  repair. 

JOHN  E.  COLCORD, 

Store-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

T.  D.  WILSON. 

^^aval  Constructor  U.  tS,  N, 

Commandant\s  Office, 
Navy-Yard,  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  March  12,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  tbe  articles  mentioned  Id 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and 
eighty-four  dollars  and  seventy -seven  cents. 

EARL  ENGLISH, 
Captain  U.  »S'.  X,  CommandanL 


No.  166. 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  Joho 

Roach,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Construction  and  Repair."] 

1676,  September  2.  For  cutting  up  hull  of  monitor  Puritan,  1,000  tons,  at  $€l 

per  ton $6,000  00 

Certified  by  R.  W.  Steele,  naval  constructor  U.  S.  N.,  inspector. 

Navy  Dkpartmknt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Apnl  13,  1877. 

Approved  in  triplicate  for  the  sum  of  six  thonsand  dollars,  payable  by  the  paymaster 
at  New  York. 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau, 


'  No.  167. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  F.  H.  Smith  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  **  Construction  and  Repair."] 

66  pieces  live-oak  timber,  principal  pieces  containing  4,902^  cubic  feet,  at 

$2.30 111,275  56 

26  pieces  live-oak  curve-timber,  containing  1,056t^/  cubic  feet,  at  Sl.^.--.      2,007  35 
2  pieces  live-oak  straight  timber,  containing  75^$  cubic  feet,  at  $1.70 128  92 

13,411  83 
Bureau  order  of  February  21, 1877. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
Aaaistant  Timber- Inspector, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  1,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store-Cleric, 
Examined  and  approved. 

SAML.  H.  POOR, 
Naval  Constructor^  U.  S.  N, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  1,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  tbe  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirteen  thousand 
four  hundred  and  eleven  dollars  and  eighty-three  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 
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No.  168. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  F.  H.  Smith  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropiation  *' Construction  and  Repair."] 

12  pieces  live-oak  timber,  principal  pieces  containing  886  feet,  at  $2.30 $2, 037  80 

Bureau  order  of  February  21,  1877. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
•quality. 

GARRET  COZINE, 
AsHatant  Timber- Inspector. 

Navy- Yard,  Nkw  York,  March  1,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Store- Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved : 

SAML.  H.  POOK, 

yaval  Constructor^  U,  S.  X, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  March  1, 1877. 

The  pnbHc  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  thousand  and 
thirty-seven  dollars  and  eighty  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commatutant 


No.  169. 


[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  F.  H.  Smith  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^  Construction  and  Repair.''] 

154  pieces  live-oak  timber,  principal  pieces,  containing  7,707W  cubic  feet, 

at  $2.25 $17,341  87 

283  pieces  live-oak  curve-timber,  containing  9,141  (^  cubic  feet,  at  $1.87. ..     17,095  38 
86  pieces  live-oak  straight  timber,  containing  2,629  -^  cubic  feet,  at  $1.50.      3, 943  87 

38.381  12 
The  original  order  for  this  live-oak  was  draughted  February  8, 1877. 
Bureau  orders,  July  30,  August  25,  September  3,  and  October  11,  1877. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
Assistant  Naval  Constructor, 

Navy -Yard,  Nbw  York,  October  18, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  FOOTE, 

Stort'Clerk. 
Examined  and  approved. 

S\ML.  H.  POOK, 
Xaval  Constructor,  U,  S,  N 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  October  18,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase  ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  thirty-eight 
thousand  three  hundred  and  eighty-one  dollars  and  twelve  cents. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 
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No!  170. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  John  Trickey,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  '^Constractiou.''] 

White-oak  knees  as  follows: 

March  28,  1877.  6  G-inch  limb,  square,  $5.94 $35  114 

5  7-inch  limb,  square,  $10.71 53  55 

7  6-inoh  limb,  out  square,  $4.75 33  25 

2  7-inch  limb,  oat  square,  $8.57 17  14 

1  8-inch  limb,  out  square 11  97 

6  6-inch  root,  square,  $5.58 33  48* 

2  7-inch  root,  square,  $10.07 20  14 

2H-inch  root,  square,  $14.00 28  12 

1  6-inch  root,  out  square 4  46 

1  8-iuch  root,  out  square 11  25 

Authorized  by  bureau  letter,  November  15,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

J.  F.  HANSCOM, 
AasUtani  Naval  Constructor ^  U,  S,  y. 

Navy-Yard,  Boston,  March  28, 1877. 
Received  the  above  articles  for  construction. 

C.  W,  PARKER, 

Jieceiver. 
Examined  and  approved. 

W.  L.  MINTOYNE, 
Naval  Constructor,  U.  3,  N. 

Navy- Yard,  Boston,  March  29,  1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and 
forty-nine  dollars. 

F.  A.  PARKER, 

Commandant. 


No.  171. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  William  A.  Torrey  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Construction  and  Rfepair."] 

May  5,  1877.  For  200  feet  f-inch  S-jdy  Torrey's  carbolic  hose,  at  37  cents  per  foot,  $74  00 

4  sets  2-inch  couplings  attached,  at  50  cents 2  00 

# 

76  00 
Order  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  September  27,  1876. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

WM.  YOUNG, 
Foreman  of  GaUey-sh^p, 

Navy- Yard,  Washington,  May  5, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JOHN  H.  SPEISER, 
Chief  Clti-k,  Jcting  JStore-Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

JNO.  A.  DIXON, 
Carpenter  U.  S.  N,  in  Charge, 

Navy-Yard,  Washington,  May  9, 1877. 

The  pnblic  exigencies  required  the  immediat^e  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  seventy-six  dollars. 

JNO.  C.  FEBIGER, 
Commodore  and  Commandant. 
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No.  172. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Departmenti  to  William  White,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Constraotion  and  Repair,"  1876-77.]. 

25,290  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  plank-stock,  at  49  cents $12,392  10 

7,996  cubic  feet  white-oak  plank  stock,  at  75  cents 5, 997  00 

18, 389  10 
Bureau's  order,  March  19,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market-rates. 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 
Pay-Inspector  J  U.  S.  X, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

J.  E.  BOUSH, 
Timber-Innpector, 

Navy- Yard,  Nokfolk,  Va.,  March  24,  1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  general  purposes. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store- Clerk, 
Examined  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Naval  Constructor,  U,  S,  N, 

Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  March  27, 1877. 

The  public  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eighteen  thou- 
sand three  hundred  and  eighty-nine  dollars  and  ten  cents. 

J.  BLAKELY  CREIGHTON, 

Comawdore  and  Commandant. 
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Exhibit  K. 

Navy  Dbpartment, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

April  16,  1872. 

Sir:  There  is  dne  from  the  appropriations  of  this  bnreaa  to  those  of  the  Navy  De- 
partment proper,  for  purchases  made  abroad  from  Jaly  I,  1871,  to  March  31,  1872,  the 
som  of  fifty  thousand  dollars,  as  follows:  From  appropriation  '*C'»nstraotion  and  re- 
pair, 1871-72,^  $50,000,  which  should  be  carried  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation 
"  Pay  of  the  Navy  "  for  the  same  fiscal  year. 

I  respectfully  request  that  an  account  of  the  same  may  be  stated,  and  report  thereof 
made  to  the  Second  Comptroller  for  his  revision,  upon  which  a  requisition  to  effect  a 
transfer  may  be  called  for. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Uni^  Statee  Treaeury. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

June  17,  1874. 

Sir  :  Tou  will  please  cause  the  sum  of  twenty  thousand  dollars  ($20,000)  to  be  trans- 
ferred from  the  appropriation  ''Construction  of  eight  steam-vessels  of  war''  to  that 
of  **  Construction  and  repair,  1873-74,"  which  amount  is  due  from  the  former  to  the 
latter  appropriation  on  account  of  the  purchase  of  live-oak  timber. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Ckirf^  of  Bureau. 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Faurih  Auditor. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  CoNfiTRUcriON  and  Repair, 

September  15,  1874. 

Sir  :  You  will  please  cause  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  ($150,000) 
to  be  transferred  from  appropriation  "  Construction  and  repair,  1874-75  "  to  appropri- 
ation **  Construction  of  ei^^ht  steam-vessels  of  war,"  which  amount  is  dne  from  the  for- 
mer to  the  latter  appropriation. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM. 
Chirf  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor  United  States  Treasury,  Washington. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

November  13,  1874. 

Sir  :  Please  cause  to  be  transferred  from  appropriatior  "  Repairs  of  double-tuiTcted 
•monitors"  to  appropriation  "Construction  and  repair,  1874-75,"  the  sum  of  one  hun- 
dred and  fifty  thousand  dollars  ($150,000),  which  amount  is  due  from  the  former  to  the 
latter  appropriation. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
ChUf  of  Bureau. 
Hon.  8.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor  United  States  Treasury. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construciton  and  Repair, 

December  18, 1874. 

Sir  :  Please  cause  to  be  transferred  from  appropriation  "  Repairs  of  double-turreted 
•monitors"  to  *' Construction  and  repair,  1874-75,"  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand  dollars  ($150,000),  which  amount  is  due  from  the  former  to  the  latter  appro- 
priation. 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor  United  States  Treasury  Department. 
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Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  8,  1875. 

Sir  :  Please  cause  to  be  transferred  from  appropriation  <'  Repairs  of  donble-tnrreted 
monitors^'  to  '*  Construction  and  repair,  1874-75''  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fitty 
thousand  dolUrs  (150,000),  which  amount  is  due  from  the  former  to  the  latter  appro- 
piiation. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chit/  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fimrih  Auditor  Untied  States  Treasury, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Jpnl  3,  1875. 

Sir  :  Ton  will  please  cause  to  be  transferred  from  appropriation  **  Repairs  of  donble- 
tnrreted  monitors  "  to  *'  Construction  and  repair,  1874-75,''  the  sum  of  one  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand  dollars  ($150,000),  which  amount  is  due  from  the  former  to  the  lat- 
ter appropriation. 

very  respectfnUy,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  8.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor  United  States  treasury. 


Navy  Depari'Mbnt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

May  28,  1875. 

Sir  :  Yon  will  please  cause  to  be  transferred  from  appropriation  *^  Repairs  of  double- 
turreted  monitors "  to  *^  Construction  and  repair,  1874-'75,"  the  sum  of  seventy-five 
thousand  dollars  (|75,000),  which  amount  is  due  from  the  former  to  the  latter  appro- 
priation. 

Respectfully, 

GEO.  M.  ROBESON, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  for  Chirf  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor  United  States  Treasury, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

June  9,  1875. 

Sir  :  Yon  will  please  cause  to  be  transferred  from  appropriation  '*  Repairs  of  donble- 
tnrreted  monitors"  to  *^  Construction  and  Repair,  1874-^5,"  the  sum  of  twenty -seven 
thousand  six  hundred  eight  and  ^^  dollars,  which  amount  is  due  from  the  former  to 
the  fatter  appropriation  (^^,608.83). 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chi^  qf  Bureau. 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor,  United  States  Treasury. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  11, 1875. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  request  that  yon  will  cause  to  be  transferred  upon  the  books 
of  the  Treasury  Department  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  fifty-nine  thousand  dollars 
($259,000)  from  proceeds  sale  of  the  Philadelphia  yard  to  appropriation  **  Construction 
and  Repair,  1875-76,"  the  same  having  been  expended  by  this  bureau  in  removing 
materials,  tools,  stores,  &.C.,  &c.,  from  the  said  yard  to  League  Island. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chi^cf  Bureau, 
Hon.  8.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor^  United  Slates  Treasury, 
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Navt  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  27,  1876. 

Sir  :  There  is  dne  from  appropriation  "  Payment  of  contracts,"  A^c,  to  constraction 
and  repair,  1875-76,  the  sum  of  one  hnndred  and  fifty  tbonsand  dollars  ($150,000)  on 
acconnt  of  labor  and  material  furnished,  which  amount  yoa  will  please  cause  to  be 
transferred  from  the  former  to  the  latter  appropriation. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  serrant, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Hon.  8.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  JuditoTf  United  States  Treasury, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Auffust  26,  1876. 

PiR  :  There  is  due  from  appropriation  "Navy-yard,  "LeBfcrfe  Island''  to  appropriation 
"Construciion  and  Repair,  1875-'76,"  the  sum  of  forty  thousand  dollars  (|40,000),  that 
amount  having  been  expended  by  this  bureau  in  addition  to  amount  previously  given 
in  removing  materials,  stores,  &.C.,  to  and  erecting  buildings  at  that  yard,  and  I  re- 
spectfully request  that  the  necessary  steps  may  be  taken  to  e£fect  a  transfer  of  the 
sum  named  from  the  former  to  the  latter  a])propriation. 
Very  respectfolly,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
Chi^  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

United  States  Treasury^  Washington^  D,  C, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

October  17,  1876. 

Sir  :  There  is  due  from  appropriation  *'  Navy-yard,  League,Island,  "  to  appropria- 
tion Construction  and  Repair,''  1875-76,  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollars  ($150,000),  this  amount  having  been  expended  and  being  required  by  this  bu- 
reau in  addition  to  the  amount  previously  given  for  removing  the  movable  property 
of  this  bureau  from  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard,  and  transporting  such  portion  thereof, 
as  is  proper,  to  League  Island,  and  ])reparing  for  carrying  on  the  business  and  the 
work  of  the  navy-yard  as  far  as  relates  to  this  bureau,  and  I  resp«M)tfully  request 
that  the  necessary  steps  may  be  taken  to  effect  the  transfer  of  the  above-named  sum. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  8.  J.  W.  Tabor, 
Fourth  Auditor. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Fe^)ruary  1,  1877. 

Sir  :  There  is.due  from  appropriation  "  Navy-yard,  League  Island,'^  to  appropriation 
'  C«»nstruction  and  Repair,  1876-77,"  the  sum  of  eighty  thousand  dollars,  (|80,000),  this 
amount  having  been  expended  and  being  required  by  this  bureau  in  addition  to 
amounts  previously  given  for  removing  the  movable  property  of  this  bureau  from  the 
Philadelphia  navy-yard,  and  transporting  such  portion  tnereof  as  is  proper  to  League 
Island,  and  for  preparing  for  carrying  on  the  business  and  the  work  of  the  navy- yard 
so  far  as  relates  to  this  bureau,  and  I  respectfully  request  that  the  necessary  stei>8 
may  be  taken  to  effect  the  transfer  of  the  above-named  sum. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chirf  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 
Fourth  Atiditor^  United  States  TS'easury, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

ifarc*  9,  1877. 

Sir:  There  is  due  from  appropriation  " Navy-Yard, Leagne Island,"  to  appropriation 
"  Construction  and  Repah*,''  1876-77;  the  sum  of  twenty-five  thousand  dollars  (I'^iOOO), 
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this  amoaut  having  been  expended,  and  being  required  by  this  bnreau,  in  addition  to 
Anioant«  previously  given,  for  removing  the  movable  property  of  this  bureau  from 
Philadelphia  navy-yard  and  transporting  spch  portions  thereof  us  is  proper  to  League 
Island,  and  for  preparing  for  carrying  on  the  business  and  the  work  of  tlie  navy-yard 
8of<*r  as  relates  to  this  bureau,  and  I  respectfully  request  that  the  necessary  steps  may 
be  takken  by  you  to  effect  the  transfer  of  the  above-named  sum. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant. 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor f  United  States  Treasury. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

May  16,  1877. 

Sir:  There  is  due  from  appropriation  '' Donble-tnrreted  monitors"  to  appropriation 
"  Construction  and  Repair,"  1876-77,  both  nnder  this  bureau,  the  sum  of  three  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  seventeen  dollars  and  flfieen  cents  ($3,817.15),  the  samehaviug  been 
expended  upon  vessels  of  the  Monadnock  class,  and  I  respectfully  request  that  the 
necessary  steps  may  be  taken  by  yoa  to  effect  the  transfer  of  that  sum  from  the  former 
to  the  latter  appropriation. 

Very  respectfully,  yoar  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chitf  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  S.  J.  W.  Tabor, 

Fourth  Auditor,  UtUted  States  Treasury, 
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C. — List  of  claims  not  represented  by  hills  but  known  to  the  bureau. 


Date. 


Oct. 

Nov. 

Apr. 

Sept. 

Feb. 

Apr. 

Oct 

Oct. 

Jan. 

Jan. 

Jan. 

Dih;. 

Oct 

July 

July 

Feb. 

Jan. 


2,1875 
5W,  1877 

5,1875 
29, 1876 

9,1876 
-,  1877 
21,1075 
21,  1875 
—,1877 
—,1877 
—,1877 
— ,  1875 
— ,1876 
26,1874 
14. 1874 
14, 1874 
24,1877 
25,1877 


Name. 


Phineae  Bareese. . 

do 

W.  Cramp  Sc  Sons 

John  Roach 

do 

do    

T.  F.  Rowland.... 

do    

J.  B.  Dialoj^ne  .... 
Wood  &  Dialogae. 
do 


Nat  McKay 

Sejfert  McManas  &  Co 

J.  K  Frothingham 

W.B.  Kearny 

do 

American  Windlass  Company. 
A.  M.  lugersoll 


Total. 


Amount 


#5,365  85 
41,211  00* 
55,800  00* 
160, 310  00* 
250  OOt 
1,604  12 
1,386  48 
1, 512  48 
1,000  00 
3, 948  58 
1,328  71 
2,500  00 
29.  674  92 
1,250  00 
200  00 
200  00 
6,200  00 
15,000  00 


Object 


328. 742  14 


Extra  on  acoonnt  of  Monadnock. 
United  States  steamer  Monadnock. 
Fnit*d  States  steamer  TerroR 
United  States  steamer  Miantouomoh. 
United  States  steamer  Ranger. 
Pipe  for  steam-windlass. 
Loading  fn,me  of  Monadnock. 
Riveting  fhtme  of  Monadnock. 
Deck-bouse  for  Constitution. 
Extra  labor  on  Constitution. 

Do. 
Removing  materials  to  League  Island. 
Iron  delivered  at  League  Island. 
Metallic  packing. 
Use  of  boat-davita. 

Do. 
One  steam -windlass. 
Ten  life-boaU. 


Exhibit  M. 

Copy  of  a  report  on  the  United  States  steamer  Puritan — Convened  "at  Chester ,  Pa, — August 

21,  1877. 

Chester,  Pa.,  August  21^  1877. 
Sir:  In  obedience  to  your  order  of  June  7,  1877,  a  copy  of  which  is  hereunto  annexed, 
the  board  convened  at  the  works  of  John  Roach  &,  Sons  on  the  12th  of  June,  1877,  and 


*  Dae  when  completed,  including  reservation. 


t  For  extras. 
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after  a  thorongh  survey  of  the  iron-clad  PiiritaD,  and  exaroioatioD  of  all  plans  and 
specifications  available,  with  such  information  as  coald  be  obtained,  we  have  the 
honor  to  submit  the  following  report: 

The  character  of  the  work  so  tar  as  completed  is  very  good.  The  cost  of  labor  and 
material  to  complete  the  ship  in  all  respects  ready  for  sea  has  not  been  estimated,  for 
the  following  reasons :  The  ship  as  at  present  designed  has  no  free-board  (see  special 
report  of  naval  constructors).  The  special  reports  marked  *•  A,"  "  B,"  **  C,"  in  matters 
connected  with  their  respective  bureans,  are  herewith  inclosed  as  part  of  this  report, 
having  been  carefully  read,  dincussed,  and  nnaqimously  adopted  by  the  general  board. 
Referring  to  the  letters  received  from  Mr.  Roach,  dated  August  20,21877,  and  herewith 
inclosed,  the  board  are  of  the  opinion  that,  before  prooeediufj^  further  witi  their  duties, 
the  import>int  results  already  obtained  should  be  placed  betore  the  department  with  - 
oat  delay  for  its  considerations  and  further  orders. 
Very  respectfully,  &c.,  your  obedient  servants, 

J.  R.  M.  MIJLLANY, 

Bear  Admiral^  U,  S.  A. 
.  H.  H.  STEWART, 

Chief  Engineer,  U.  8,  N. 
THOS.  E.  WEBB. 

Naval  Conatmctorf  U.  S,  N, 

A.  H.  Mccormick, 

Commander,  U,  S.  N. 
T.  D.  WILSON. 

Naval  ConntmctcT,  U.  8.  N. 
JACKSON  McELWELL, 

ChUf  Enffineer,  U,  8.  N, 
DAVID  SMITH, 

Chief  Engineer,  U,  8,  N. 
PHILIP  HICHBORN, 

Naval  Conatructor,  U.  8,  N, 
.  Hon.  R.  W.  Thompson, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  Navy  Department,  Waahington,  D.  C, 


Chester,  Pa.,  Auguai  21, 1877. 

Sir:  In  obedience  to  your  order  of  the  6th  June  ultimo,  to  report  to  Rear- Admiral  J. 
R.  M.  Mnllany,  United  States  Navy,  on  June  12,  *'to  make  a  thorongh  survey  of  the 
iron  clad  Puritan,  at  the  yard  of  John  Roach,  esq..''  together  with  specific  instructions 
from  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  a  copy  of  which  is  hereunto 
annexed  (marked  A),  we  have  the  honor  to  report  as  follows: 

HULL. 
•  Feet   In. 

Length  between  perpendiculars 280 

Length,  extreme *  295    8^ 

Breadth, molded. 60 

Breadth  over  armor , 60      1| 

Depth  from  base-line  to  top  of  main-deck  beams  at  center  line 20      9 

Depth  from  base-line  to  top  of  main-deck  beams  at  side  line,  amidships 20 

Spring  of  main-deck  beams  in  sixty  (60)  ieet « 9 

Space  between  inner  and  onterskin 3      6 

Space  between  frames  from  center  to  center 2      6 

Height  of  armor-shelf  above  base-line  at  0 13 

The  hull  is  suitably  framed,  and  plated  inside  and  out. 

The  upper-deck  beams  are  in  place  and  well  fastened.  Deck-armor  is  mostly  in  place, 
and  fastened  as  far  as  is  practicable.  The  manholes  and  plates  are  completed.  The  irou 
rudder  is  nearly  ready,  being  about  nine-tenths  complete.  Deck-lights  dud  coal-scut- 
tle holes  are  bored.  The  timoerheads  and  ehocks  are  cast,  bored,  and  ready  to  be  placed 
in  position.  The  shaft-holes  are  roughed  out  only,  and  incomplete.  The  turret-cham- 
bers (2)  are  about  nine-tenths  completed.  The  berth-deck  beams  are  in  position  and 
secured  (no  deck  laid).  The  armor-shelf  is  ready  to  receive  the  wooden  backing  and 
plating. 

The  character  of  the  work,  so  far  as  completed,  is  very  good. 

The  general  condition  of  the  vet»sel  is  good,  and  she  is  as  well  protected  from  change 
of  form  and  deterioration  as  circumstances  will  permit.  The  plans  and  specifications 
have  been  fully  examined,  and  the  omissions  supplied,  to  more  accurately  determine 
thn  result. 

Copies  of  the  plans  are  herewith  forwarded,  marked  B,  C,  D.  E,  F. 
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The  principal  work  yet  reqafred  to  be  done  to  complete  the  vessel,  ready  for  sea,  is 
as  follows : 

Tiiirete,  two  (2)  to  be  built. 

Pilot-hoose,  one  (1)  to  be  built. 

Outside  armor  to  be  rolled  and  put  on. 

Deck-armor  to  be  completed. 

Bulk-beads  in  bold  to  be  built,  shaft-alleySi  &>c. 

Decks,  two  (2)  wooden,  to  be  laid. 

Hatch-coamin(j;s  to  be  framed  with  canopies,  &c. ;  hawse-pipes  to  be  cast. 

Rudder  and  windlass  to  be  placed  in  position  and  faistened ;  stanchions  In  hold  and 
between  decks  to  be  properly  placed  and  fastened. 

Magazines,  shell-rooms,  store-rooms,  cabin,  and  officers'  quarters,  ohain-lockers,  &.C., 
all  require  to  be  built. 

Awning-stanchions  and  boat-davits  to  be  manufactured ;  inside  bottom  required  to 
be  cemented ;  pumps  of  all  kinds  required  to  be  manufactured. 

Engine-beds  required  to  be  built. 

Boiler- beds  required  to  be  built. 

Masts  and  fittings  required  to  made. 

Furniture  of  a\\  kinds  required  to  be  manufactured. 

Joiner- work  of  all  kinds  required  to  be  built. 

Armored  smoke-stack  required  to  be  built. 

Armored  air- ventilator  required  to  be  built. 

Anchor-derrick  required  to  be  made. 

Galley  for  officers  and  men  to  be  placed  in  position,  with  neoessary  fittings,  drc. 

Plumbing- work  of  all  kinds  required  to  be  done. 

Three  (3)  improved  steam-pumps,  with  necessary  pipes,  snctionsi  strainers,  &.c. 

Blowers  and  connections  to  be  manufactured. 

Boats,  seven  (7),  as  per  contract,  to  be  built. 

Steam-heaters  (as  per  contract)  to  be  furnished. 

Shot  and  shell  elevating  apparatus  to  be  built. 

Painting  to  be  oomplet^ed. 

The  order  to  estimate  the  cost  of  labor  and  mat«rials  required  to  complete  the  vessel 
in  all  respects,  ready  for  sea,  has  not  been  complied  with,  the  calculations  not  having 
been  made  for  reasons  which  wiU  appear  in  that  portion  of  the  report  which  applies 
more  directly  to  the  instructions  received  from  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construc- 
tion and  Repair. 


Exhibit  N. 
t  Baltimore,  May  26, 1876. 

Dear  Sir  :  We  inclose  you  herewith  a  letter  to  I.  Hanscom,  esq.,  Chief  Bureau  Con- 
t  struction  and  Repair,  Navy  Department,  asking  for  an  order  for  50,000  cubic  feet  white- 
*    oak  timber. 

Will  you  please  ^ve  the  matter  your  early  attention,  and  obtain  the  order  for  usf 
By  so  doing  yon  will  oblige, 
'Very  truly  yours, 

WM.  B.  HATCH  &  CO.  * 
Geo.  a.  Bassbtt,  Esq.,  Washingionf  D.C, 

Note. — The  inclosed  letter  referred  to  is  not  found  on  file  in  the  borean. 


Baltimore,  February  21, 1877. 

Dear  Sir:  Early  last  snmmer  we  made  application  through  you  to  the  honorable 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  furnish  his  department,  *' at  lowest  market  rates,  with  the 
best  quality  of  timber,  lumber,  coal,  iron,  steel,  or  such  other  material  or  supplies  as 
might  be  wanted.'^  In  August  you  informed  us  that  you  had  been  assured  that  we 
would  have  the  privilege  of  furnishing  a  quantity  of  oak  timber  at  the  League  Island 
navy-yard,  Philadelphia,  and  we  placed  upon  the  wharves  there,  ready  for  immediate 
delivery,  about  30,000  cubic  feet  of  very  fine  quality  of  oak  timber,  which  is  there  now, 
awaiting  an  order  for  delivery.  We  are  also  prepared  to  furnish  any  bther  material, 
but  as  we  have  been  paying  storage  on  the  oak  timber  for  several  months  we  would 
be  pleased  to  deliver  that  first. 

Hoping  yon  will  give  this  matter  your  early  attention  and  relieve  ns  firom  our  em^ 
barrassmont,  we  are, 

Very  respectlully,  yours, 

WM.  B.  HATCH  &  CO., 
Per  A. 

Hon.  Charles  Hays. 
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'  Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  8,  1877. 

Gentlemen:  By  direction  of  the  department, yonr  offer  of  the  2l8t  nltimo,  to  for 
nish  and  deliver,  at  the  lowest  market-rates,  at  the  United  States  navy-yard,  League 
Island,  Pa.,  thirty  thousand  (30,000)  cnbio  feet  of  white-oak  timber,  of  the  best  qaality, 
is  accepted,  with  the  understand ini;  that  it  is  to  pass  the  usual  yard  inspection,  and 
bills  be  made  for  the  same,  payable  out  of  the  appropriation  for  the  year  1877-78, 
when  the  same  may  become  available,  and  that  the  bureau  incurs  no  obligation  other 
than  as  above  stated. 

Respectfully,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
Ch^f  of  Bureau, 
Wm.  B.  Hatch  &  Co.,  BaliitMre,  Md, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  13,  1877. 

Sir  :  The  department  has  authorized  William  B.  Hatch  &,  Co.,  of  Baltimore,  to  fur- 
nish and  deliver  at  the  yard  under  your  command,  at  the  lowest  market-rates,  subject 
to  the  usual  inspection,  30,000  cubic  feet  of  white-oak  timber,  of  the  best  quality- 
payable  out  of  the  appropriation  for  1877-'78,  when  available. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I .  HAN8C0M, 

Chirf  of  Bureau, 
Capt.  C.  H.  Wells,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant  Navy-Yardy  League  lelandj  Pa, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  28, 1877. 

Gentlemen  :  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navv,  you  will  suspend 
the  deliveries  of  wh  ite-oak  timber  at  the  League  Island  navy-yaro,  referred  to  in  the 
bureau's  letter  to  you  of  the  8th  instant. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
ChufofBt 

Messrs.  Wm.  B.  Hatch  &  Co.,  Baltimore,  Md, 


Na\'Y  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construchon  and  Repair, 

March  28.  1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  delivery  of  white- 
oak  timber  by  William  B.  Hatch  &  Co.,  of  Baltimore^  at  the  yard  under  your^  com- 
mand, referrfu  to  in  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  13th,  will  be  suspended. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Capt.  C.  H.  Wells,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy- Yard,  League  Island,  Pa, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

June  19,  1877. 

Gentlemen  :  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  you  are  now  p*  r- 
niitted  to  pilcthe  white-oak  timber,  referred  to  in  bureau's  letter  of  the  8th  March  ul- 
timo, on  snch  place  in  League  Island  navy  yard  as  the  commandant  may  direct,  the 
piling  of  this  timber  to  be  at  your  expense,  with  the  understanding  that  should  the 
department  desire  the  removal  of  this  timber  at  any  time,  it  will  be  removed  at  once 
at  your  expense. 

Respectfully,  &.C., 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chitf  of  Bureau, 
Messrs.  Wm.  B.  Hatch  &  Co., 

Baltimore,  Md, 
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Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

November  13,  1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  yon  io  the  bnreao's  letter  of  13tb  March  ultimo,  iDforniiog  yoa  that  W. 
B.  Hatch  &  Co.  were  authorized  to  deliver  at  the  yard  under  your  command  30,000 
cubic  feet  of  white-oak  timber  of  the  best  quality,  at  the  lowest  market-rates,  and  to 
the  subsequent  letters  from  the  bureau  of  March  28  apd  June  19,  in  relation  thereto, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  now  directs  that  all  that  portion  of  said  timber  which  had 
been  shipped  by  them  for  delivery  at  League  Island  navy-yard  before  they  received 
notice  of  the  order  of  the  28th  March,  suspending  the  whole  delivery  of  this  timber, 
may  be  received  and  inspected,  and  bills  for  the  same  made  at  the  lowest  market- 
rates,  to  be  ascertained  by  the  purchasing  paymaster. 

And  you  will  please  ascertain  and  satisfy  yourself  that  the  white-oak  timber  to  be 
offered  by  them,  under  this  letter,  for  inspection,  was  actually  shipped  for  transporta- 
tion to  the  yatd  under  your  command  hrfore  they  received  the  aforesafd  notice.    The 
bills  m  ade  out  under  these  instructions  you  will  please  have  sent  to  the  bureau. 
'Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  Fierce  Crosby,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant  Navy-Yard,  League  Island,  Pa. 


Exhibit  O. 

Baltimore,  Md.,  S^tember  23, 1876. 

Dear  Sir  :  We  have  on  hand  the  following  material,  viz,  2,00u  ship-knees  and  40,000 
feet  plank-stock,  the  whole  of  which  is  first  class  and  fully  up  to  the  specifications, 
which  we  should  be  pleased  to  deliver  to  your  order. 
Very  respectfully, 

THOS.  C.  BASSHOR  &  CO. 
Mr.  Isaiah  Hanscom, 

Chirf  of  Bureau  Conairuotion  and  Btpair,  U.  8,  Navy,  Washington,  D,  C. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construct  ionand  Repair, 

September  25,  1876. 

Tour  offer  of  the  23d  instant  to  famish  and  deliver  2,000  ship-kneee  and  40,000  cubic 
feet  of  white-oak  plank-stock  is  received,  and  by  direction  of  tne  department  is  hereby 
accepted,  the  nnderstanding  being  that  the  knees  shall  conform  to  the  inclosed  sched- 
ule as  to  sizes,  &c.,  and  be  paid  at  the  prices  therein  made,  and  that  the  plank-stock 
logs  shall  fulfill  the  usual  yard  requirements  and  be  furnished  at  the  lowest  market- 
price  ;  all  the  timber  and  knees  herein  mentioned  to  be  delivered  at  the  New  York 
navy -yard  and  paid  for  when  the  bureau  has  funds  for  that  purpose. 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chi^  of  Bureau, 

T.  C.  Basshor  &,  Co.,  Baltimore, 


[Telegram.] 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

April  7, 1877. 
To  Commandant, 

Navy  Yard,  Brooklyn,  N.  T.: 

Do  not  receive  any  more  knees  or  timber  from  Basshor  and  Company. 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chirf  of  Bureau. 


170 


APPENDIX. 


Navy  Departmicnt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Washington  J  September  21  ^  1877. 

Sir  :  The  following  is  a  statemAot  of  the  white-oak  knees  and  white-oak  plank-stock 
famished  by  Thomas  C.  Basshor  &  Co.  under  barean's  order,  October  3, 1876: 


Date. 

WhitoHmk  plank, 
■took. 

Date. 

Whtte^Mk 
kBoea. 

October.  1 876 - 

13.789    oabtofeet 
13, 048A     " 
U  »lX     " 
831         " 

October.  1876 

1,4B0 

November.  1876.... ............... 

November.  1876 

1.356 

DeoMober.  1876 

960 

190 

Total 

Total 

40.S53 

9.918 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  20,  1877. 

Dear  Sir  :  Thomas  C.  Basshor  &,  Co.,  bv  direction  of  the  department,  some  two 
•years  since,  received  an  order  to  famish  the  government  with  timber,  and,  I  think, 
1  lumber,  and  also  white-oak  knees.    Subseqoently.they  were  requested  by  me  to  faw- 
nish an  excess  of  knees,  as  they  were  wanted  more  than  the  timber  and  lumber. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Naval  Constructor, 
Chief  Naval  Constructor  John  W.  Easbt, 

Ckirf  of  Bureau. 


Exhibit  P. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  21, 1877. 

Sir  :  I  hereby  propose  to  famish  and  deliver  at  the  United  States  navy-yard  at 
Norfolk,  Va.,  four  thousand  white-oak  knees,  the  same  to  conform  to  tbe  specifications 
prescribed  by  schedule  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  dated  September  1, 
1876;  to  be  furnished  at  the  prices  therein  named,  subject  to  the  usual  inspection,  and 
delivered  at  the  yard  without  additional  cost  to  the  government. 
Very  respectfully. 

J.  W.  BUKER. 
Hon.  G«o.  M.  BoBESON. 

Secretary  of  the  Navy, 


White^Hik  knees, 

'  Navy  Department,  Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

Wa^hington^  September  1,  1876. 

The  following  instructions  will  be  observed  with  regard  to  the  inspection  and  pur- 
chase of  white-oak  knees  at  the  respective  navy-yards  named  herein  : 

The  bodies  of  the  knees  te  be  rough-sided  to  the  diameter  of  the  arm,  taken  at  the 
mirldle  of  the  length  of  the  arm. 

Three-fourths  of  the  diameter  of  the  arm,  at  the  two-thirds  of  its  length,  clear  of  the 
body  of  the  knee,  to  be  considered  the  net  siding  of  the  knee,  and  on  that  siding  the 
price  will  be  based.  No  addition  will  be  made  to  the  price  for  fractional  parts  of  an 
inch  in  the  siding. 

The  length  of  the  arm  will  be  measured  from  the  center  of  the  body,  and  the  mold- 
ing size  of  the  end  of  the  bMy  must  be  equal  to  the  net  siding  of  the  knee. 

The  prices  stated  are  for  limbiknees,  square  and  insquare,  and  the  price  for  reot-knees 
will  be  6  per  cent,  less  than  that  to  be  paid  for  limb-knees ;  outsqnare  knees,  both  limb 
and  root,  will  be  20  per  cent,  less  in  price  than  for  square  and  insquare  knees. 

Knees  formed  by  tne  limb  and  body  of  the  tree  above  the  limb  must  not  be  received, 
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nor  kDees  more  than  16^  onteqaare.    All  the  koees  to  be  free  from  large  knote,  knot- 
holes, twist,  and  other  defects. 


Siding. 

Length  of  arm. 

Length  of  body. 

6  inches 

3  feet  3  inches  to  3  feet  6  inches 

4  f  et  0  inches  to  4  feet  3  inches 

4  feet  5  inches  to  4  feet  8  inches 

4  feet  9  inches  to  5  leet  0  inches 

5  feet  0  inches  to  5  feet  3  inches 

5  feet  3  inches  to  5  feet  6  inches 

4  feet  8  inches  to  5  feet  0  inches. 

7  inches 

5  fpet  4  inches  to  5  feet  10  inches. 

8  inches. 

6  feet  0  inches  to  6  feet   6  inches. 

9  inches. 

6  feet  6  inches  to  7  feet   0  inches. 

10  inches 

7  feet  3  inches  to  7  feet   8  inches. 

11  inches 

7  feet  9  inches  to  8  feet   3  inches. 

PRICE  PKR  INCH  OF  WHITB-OAK  KNSBS,  SQUARE  AND  INSQUARX. 


Siding. 

Portsmouth. 

Boston. 

Now  York. 

Philadelphia. 

Washington 
and  Norfolk. 

Lowest  bids, 
NoFember,  1877. 

6inche8 

7  inches ,.... 

94  cents  

153  cents,  $10  .. 
187  cente.  $1.74 

313  cents,  $1.94 

314  cents 

319  cents 

99  cents 

153  cents 

187  cents  — 

313  cents... 

314  cents 

319  cents.... 

99  cents.... 

153  cents 

187  cents 

313  cents 

314  cents.... 
319  cents — 

80oents — 

145  cents 

179  cents 

304  cents.... 

306  cents 

911  cents.... 

85  centf>. 
140  cent*. 

8  inches 

174  cents. 

9  inches 

300  cents. 

10  inches 

303  rents. 

11  inches 

906  centra 

■    7 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

March  8,  1877. 

Sir  :  Yonr  offer  of  the  2l8t  ultimo,  to  farnish  and  deliver  at  the  Norfolk  navy-yard 
4,000  white-oak  knees  io  aooordance  with  the  bureau's  schedule  of  September  I,  1876, 
Ih,  by  direction  of  the  department,  accepted,  with  the  uaderstandin^  that  they  are 
deliverable  and  payable  out  of  the  appropriation  for  the  year  1877-78. 
Very  respectfully,  d^c, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chi^  of  Bwreavi, 
Mr.  J.  W.  BuKER, 

WaMngion  City. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  24,  1877. 

Sir:  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  you  will  suspend  the  de- 
livery of  white-oak  knees  at  the  Norfolk  yard,  referred  to  in  the  bureau's  letter  to  you 
of  the  dth  instant. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  HANSCOM, 
ChUf  of  Bureau, 
J.  W.  BuKER,  Esq., 

Washingtonf  D.  C. 


Exhibit  Q. 

Washington,  D.  C,  Januory  26, 1877. 

Sir  :  I  will  furnish  and  deliver,  at  the  League  Island  navy-yard,  the  following  bill 
of  lamber  of  such  thicknesses  as  you  may  require,  viz  : 

50,000  feet  black  walnut,  at  $98 - $4,900 

"50,000  feet  ash  lumber,  at  $65 3,250 

7ri,000  feet  cypress  lumber,  at  $64 \ 4.800 

9,000  cubic  feet  white-oak  timber,  extra  sizes  and  lengths,  at  74  cents 6, 660 

50  hickory  butts,  10  to  12  feet  long,  12  to  16  inches  in  centre,  at  $10  each.  500 

20, 110 
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One-third  to  be  delivered  on  or  before  April  1 ;  one- third  od  or  before  Jane  15 ;  and 
one-third  on  or  before  September  1,  1877. 

Very  respectfally,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  P.  BROWN. 
Commodore  Isaiah  Hanscom,  U.  S.  N., 

ChU/ of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Bq[>airf 

Navy  Department,  Washington^  D,  C, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

February,  2,  1B77. 

Sir:  Toar  offer  of  the  26th  ultimo,  to  famish  and  deliver  black  walnut,  ash,  and 
cypress  lumber,  white-oak  timber,  and  hickory  butts  at  the  League  Island  navy-yard, 
has  been  received,  and  is,  by  direction  of  the  department,  accepted  to  the  extent  of 
authorizing  you  to  deliver  at  that  yard  10,000  feet  of  black  walnut,  at  $98  pf»r  thou- 
sand feet ;  50,000  feet  of  ash,  at  $65  per  thousand  feet ;  75,000  feet  of  cypress,  at  |64 
?ier  thousand  feet;  10,000  cubic  feet  of  white  sea-coast  timber,  at  ^  cents  per  cubic 
oot ;  50  hickory  butts,  10  to  12  feet  long,  12  to  16  inches  in  center,at  |10  each  ;  all  the 
timber  and  lumber  named  to  pass  the  usual  yard  inspection,  and  be  delivered  at  the 
times  specified  in  your  offer. 
Respectfully,  &o., 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
Cki^  of  Bureau. 
Mr.  S.  P.  BkowN, 
Washingtonf  D,  C, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Fe&ruary  6,  1877. 

Sir:  Authority  has  been  given  by  this  bureau  to  Mr.  S.  P.  Brown  to  furnish  and 
deliver  at  the  yard  under  your  command  ten  (10)  thonsaod  feet  of  black  walnut  lum- 
ber, at  $98  per  thousand ;  fifty  (50)  thousand  feet  of  ash  lumber,  at  $65  per  thousand  ; 
«  seventy-five  (75)  thousand  feet  of  cypress,  at  $61  per  thousand  ;  ten  thousand  (10,000) 
cubic  feet  of  white-oak  sea-coast  timber,  at  62  cents  per  cubic  foot,  and  fifty  (50) 
hickory  butts,  10  to  12  feet  lon^,  12  to  16  inches  in  center,  at  $10  each,  or  at  the  lowest 
market-prices.  The  delivery  is  to  be  one-third  on  or  before  April  15th  next,  one- 
third  on  or  before  June  30th,  and  the  remainder  on  or  before  September  1, 1S77.  This 
lumber  and  timber  when  offered  will  be  subjected  to  the  usual  inspection ;  and,  if  it 
passes,  will  be  received  accordingly. 

Respectftilly,  your  obedient  servant. 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chirf  of  Bureau. 
Capt.  C.  H.  Wells,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy-Yard,  League  Island. 


Navy  Department,    " 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

November  22, 1877. 

Sir:  Referring  ydu  to  the  bureau's  letter  of  6th  February  ultimo,  in  relation  to 
white-oak  lumber,  walnut,  &c.,  to  be  delivered  at  the  yard  under  your  command,  by 
S.  P.  Brown,  it  appears  there  remains  undelivered  of  that  order  10.000  board-feet  of 
walnut  at  $98  per  M,  10,000  cubic  feet  of  white-oak  at  62  cents  per  cubic  foot,  and  50 
hickory  butts  at  $10  each. 

The  Secretary  now  directs,  that  should  you  be  satisfed  that  the  above-named  nnde- 
livered  quantities  of  walnut,  oak,  and  butts  were  in  transitu  for  delivery  at  the  League 
Island  navy-yard  on  or  before  the  reception  of  the  circular  of  April  25, 1877,  by  which 
all  such  deliveries  were  suspended,  yon  will  direct  the  articles  in  question  to  be  re- 
ceived, inspected,  and  bills  made  and  forwarded  to  the  bureau. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chi^ of  Bureau. 
Commodore  Peirce  Crosby,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy-  Yard,  League  Island,  Pa. 
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Exhibit  R. 

Portsmouth,  Va.,  January  16, 1877. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  have  on  hand,  ready  for  delivery,  ninety  pieces  of  yellow-pine  mast- 
sticks  of  very  snperior  qaality  and  size,  not  surpassed,  if  it  can  be  equaled,  in  this 
country,  and  80,000  cubic  feet  of  yellow-pine  plank-stock  logs;  also  50,000  cubic  feet 
of  wbite-oak  plank-stocks,  which  I  ojffer  to  the  government  at  the  lowest  market-value, 
price  to  be  fixed  by  the  paymaster. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  WHITE. 
The  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  25,  1877. 

Sir:  Tour  offer,  of  the  16th  instant,  to  famish  a  very  superior  lot  of  yellow-pine 
and  white-oak  plank-stock  logs  has  been  received,  and  if  the  quality  and  dimensions 
are  as  represented ,  and  the  prices  at  the  lowest  market-rates,  the  plank-stock  timber 
will  be  purctiased  as  soon  as  the  appropriation  is  made  for  the  annual  expenditures. 
Very  respectfully, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
Chi^  of  Bureau. 
Col.  Wm.  White,  Portsmauihf  Va, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  22, 1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  delivery  of  timber  by 
Mr.  William  White,  referred  to  in  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  12th  February  ultimo,  will 
be  suspended. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
Chirf  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  J.  C.  Creighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va. 


[Telegram.]  ^ 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  22, 1877. 
ToWm.  WnrTEy  Portsmouth y  Va.: 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  yon  will  suspend  the  deliveries  of  timber 
referred  to  in  the  bureau  letter  to  you  of  the  25th  of  January  last. 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
Chitf  of  Bureau. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  12,  1877. 

Sir:  Mr.  William  White  has  offered  to  furnish  a  superior  lot  of  yellow-pine  and 
white-oak  plank-stock  at  the  yard  under  your  command,  subject  to  the  necessary 
appropriation  to  pay  for  it,  and  yon  are  hereby  authorised  to  receive  it. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  Blakbly  Creighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va. 
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Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

October  26,  1877. 

Sir  :  RefaiTlnjir  to  the  bnrean's  letter  of  the  12th  Febrnary  nltomo,  relative  to  the 
deliveiy  by  Mr.  William  White  of  yellow-pine  and  white-oak  plank-stock  at  the  yard 
vnder  your  commacd,  the  Secretary  directs  that  such  of  this  timber  as  was  actually 
delivered,  and  such  as  Mr.  White  can  satisfy  you  was  shipped,  or  rafted,  or  loaded 
fur  tranHportation  to  the  yard  under  your  command  prior  to  the  letter  to  yon  of  22d 
March  ultomo,  suspending  deliveries  by  him,  may  be  received  and  inspected. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EA8BY. 
Chu^  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  B.  Creighton,  U.  S.  N.,  * 

Commandant  Navy-Yafd,  Noffolk,  Va, 


Exhibit  S. 

March  6, 1877. 

Dear  Sir:  We  will  deliver  at  the  navy-yard,  Brooklyn,  15  to  18  M.  cubic  feet  of 
superior  white-oak  plank-stocks ;  also  some  superior  clear  white-pioe  plank-stocks, 
ratted  with  the  oak. 

We  will  also  deliver  at  the  Boston  navy-yard,  as  follows :    200,000  feet  white-oak 
plank,  thickness  as  directed;  20,000  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  plank-stocks;  200,000 
feet  clear  whit-e-pine  boards  and  plank. 
All  of  the  above  subject  *to  the  usual  inspection  of  the  yi^rds. 
Youra,  &,o.y 

J.  BIGLER  &.  CO. 
I.  Hanscom,  Esq., 

Chirf  of  the  Bureau. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  6,  1877. 

Sirs  :  Your  offer  of  the  6th  instant,  to  furnish  whiteoak  plank -stock,  yellow-pine 
plank-stock,  and  white-pine  boards  and  plank,  has  been  received,  and  the  bureau 
accepts  the  offer  to  the  following  extent : 

You  are  authorized  to  deliver  15,000  cubic  feet  of  superior  white-oak  plank-stock, 
with  sufficient  superior  clear  white-pine  plank-stock  to  float  the  same,  at  tne  Brooklyn 
navy-yard ;  and  200,000  feet  (b.  m.)  white-oak  plank,  200,000  feet  (b.  m.)  clear  white- 
pints  boards  Hud  plank,  and  20,000  cubic  feet  uf  vellow  pine  plank-stock,  at  the  Boston 
navy-yard.  The  white-oak  plank-stock  to  be  of  such  thickness  as  may  be  directed  by 
the  naval  constructor  of  the  yard.  All  of  this  timber  must  be  of  l;he  best  quality, 
subject  to  the  usual  yard  inspection,  and  delivered  at  the  lowest  market  prices.  The 
above  timber  to  be  delivered  and  paid  out  of  appropriation  for  1877-78. 
Respectfully,  &.c., 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Ch^f  of  Bureau. 
J.  BiOLER  &,  Co., 

Jfewburg,  N.  T. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  24,  1877. 

Sirs:  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  deliveries  of  timber 
by  you  under  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  6th  instant  will  be  suspended,  and  no  ftirther 
deliveries  under  this  order  will  be  received  until  further  instruotioiM. 

Respectfully,  dtc,  *' 

L  HANSCOM, 

Ch^f  of  Bureau. 
Messrs.  J.  Biqler  &,  Co., 

Newburghy  N.  T. 
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Navt  Db»artmbnt. 
Bureau  of  Constructioit  j^d  Repair, 

March  26, 1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  hooomble  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  deliverv^  q€  timber  by 
J.  Bigler  Sl  Co.  at  the  yard  aoder  year  command,  referred  to  in  bureau's  lettarof  the 
6th  instant,  will  be  snspended,  and  no  further  deliyeriee  under  this  order  will  b» 
oeived  until  further  instructions. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chi^  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy-  Yard,  New  York, 


Navt  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

May  1,  1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  yon  are  authorized  to  receive 
the  three  (3)  oar-loads  of  pine  and  the  two  (2)  small  cargoes  of  oak  plank  already  at 
the  yard  under  ;four  command,  and  offered  for  delivery  by  Mr.  J.  Bigler. 

This  is  a  portion  of  the  lumber  referred  to  in  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  J5th  March 
nltimo.  No  further  deliveries  under  the  bureau's  order  referred  to  have  been  author- 
ized by  the  department. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chi^  qf  Bureau, 
Commodore  F.  A.  Parker,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy-Yard,  Boston^  Mass, 


Navt  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

May  24, 1877. 

Sirs  :  By  decision  of  the  department,  no  portion  of  the  timber  or  lumber  ordered  of 
yon  under  <)ate  of  6th  March  ultimo  by  the  chief  of  this  bureau  can  be  paid  for  out 
of  the  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  commencing  the  1st  of  July  next. 

With  regard  to  that  portion  of  this  order  which,  nnder  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  Ist 
instant  to  the  pommanaant  of  the  Boston  navy -yard,  he  was  authorized  to  receive^  it 
remains  entirely  optional  with  you  to  land  it  or  not. 
Very  resp^tfully,  &,o,, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chi^  of  Bureau, 
Messrs.  J.  Bigler  d&  Co., 

Newbutrg^N.  Y, 


Navt  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Angmt  11, 1877. 

Sir  :  If  Mr.  Bigler  should  call  for  his  bills  there  is  no  objection  to  his  having  them. 
Very  respect^lly,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy- Yard,  New  York, 


Navt  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

August  22,  1877. 

Sir:  The  bureau  has  received  from  Pay- Inspector  Oilman,  a  requisition  of  the  18th 
instant  for  $18,758,  with  two  bills  (Nos.  585  and  586)  approved  by  the  commanding 
officer,  to  pay  J.  Bigler  &  Co.  for  white-oak  plank-stock  and  white-pine  timber  deliv- 
ered at  the  yard  under  your  command,  the  amount  of  white-oak  plank-stock  aggre- 
gating 23,3097V  cubic  feet,  and  of  white-pine  timber  ll,041iV  cubic  teet 

Uuder  the  bureau's  letter  to  you  of  the  6th  March  ultimo  J.  Bigler  &,  Co.  were 
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aatborised  to  deliver  at  the  yard  under  yonr  command  15,000  onbio  feet  of  saperior 
-white-oak  plank-stock,  with  sufficient  superior  clear  white-pine  plank-stock  to  float 
the  same. 

The  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  directs  that  only  15,000  cnbic  feet  of  the  white- 
oak  plank-stock  can  be  received  nnder  that  order. 

Yon  will  please  direct  the  naval  constructor  to  report  if  this  white-oak  plank-stock 
is  sea-coast  or  western,  and  how  mnch  of  the  white-pine  timber  was  required  and  used 
for  floating  15,000  cnbic  feet  of  white-oak  plank-stock. 

The  timber  was  to  be  delivered  at  the  lowest  market  prices,  but  the  certificate  of 
the  purchasing-agent  to  this  effect  is  not  on  the  bills  as  forwarded. 

Please  direct  that  the  dates  of  delivery  of  all  articles  received  be  placed  opposite 
the  articles,  in  the  margin  for  that  purpose,  on  all  bills. 

The  white-oak  plank-stock  delivered,  as  per  bill  No.  585,  is  not  found  on  the  proper 
inspection-report.    When  was  it  received  f 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant  Navy- Yard,  New  York. 


Navy  Dkpartmbnt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Rrpair, 

Auguet  27, 1877. 

Sir  :  The  inclosed  bill  ($246.77),  this  day  received  from  the  purchasing  paymaster, 
A.  H.  Oilman,  in  New  York,  for  white-oak  plank,  Nos.  1  and  2,  amounting  to  $6,425.30, 
delivered  by  J.  Bigler  &  Co.  at  the  yard  under  your  command,  is  herewith  returned 
to  you  for  the  following  reason  s : 

1st.  It  is  thought  necessary,  for  future  identification,  that  the  original  order  of  the 
bureau  authorizing  the  delivery  of  this  timber  should  be  stated  on  the  face  of  the 
bill  as  now  written  in  lead-pencil  by  the  bureau. 

2d.  As  this  timber  was  to  be  delivered  at  the  lowest  market-prices,  the  certificate  of 
the  purchasing  agent  to  that  effect  should  be  affixed  in  the  proper  place  on  the  bllL 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chirf  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  F.  A.  Parker,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandantf  Navy-Yard,  Boston. 


Naval  Constructor's  Office, 
Navy 'Yard,  New  York,  August  27, 1877, 

Sir  :  In  accordance  with  the  letter  of  August  22, 1877,  from  the  Bureau  of  Constrao- 
tion  and  Repair,  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  the  white-oak  plank-stock,  as  per  bill 
No.  585  of  J.  Bigler  &  Co.,  was  received  March  16, 1877;  that  it  is  Western  or  lake 
oak,  and  that  the  rafts  were  made  up  of  one-half  oak  and  the  other  half  pine. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  B.  HOOVER, 
•  Assistant  Naval  Conetruotor. 

Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant,  Nary- Yard,  New  York. 

Commandant's  Office, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York. 

For  information  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 
Forwarded  August  27, 1877. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

August  29,  1877. 

Sir  :  The  letter  of  the  27th  instant  from  the  assistant  naval  constructor,  forwarded 
by  you,  relating  to  the  white-oak  plank-stock  and  white  pine  delivered  by  J.  Bigler 
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A  Go.  at  the  yard  ander  yoar  commaod,  is  not  safficiently  explicit  as  an  answer  to  the 
bareaa's  letter  dated  the  22d  instant.    Will  yon  please  refer  that  letter  to  Naval  Con- 
structor Pook  for  a  more  fhll  and  detailed  reply  f 
Very  respeotfnlly,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EA8BY, 

Chirf  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant,  Navy-  Yard,  New  York. 


Naval  Constructor's  Office, 

Navy- Yard,  New  York,  August  30, 1877. 

Sir:  In  answer  to  the  bnrean'n  letter  of  Anf^nst  29,  in  reference  to  the  timber  of  J. 
Bij^ler  &  Co.,  I  would  respectfully  state  that  the  white  oak  mentioned  was  Western 
timber ;  that  there  were  twenty-eight  (28)  pieces  of  white  pine  in  that  portion  of  the 
raft  which  floated  about  15,000  cubic  feet  of  white  oak. 

The  quantity  of  the  white  pine  in  the  twenty-eiffht  (28)  pieces,  was  2,691  cubic  feet^ 

Pleasd  find  inclosed  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  the  purchasing  agent  as  to  the  price, 
which  was  fixed  at  the  time  of  delivery. 

There  was  one  sat  of  bills  made  for  this  timber  upon  a  telegraphic  order  from  the 
bureau,  dated  March  14, 1877,  which  read  as  follows :  **  Bills  may  be  made  out  for  timber 
lately  delivered  by  J.  Bigler,''  and  signed  I.  Hanscom,  chiei  of  bureau.  There  has 
been  but  one  delivery  of  timber  from  Mr.  Bigler. 

When  Mr.  Bigler  came  for  his  last  bills,  under  order  of  August  11,  he  desired  the 
naval  constructor  to  include  all  of  his  timber,  as  it  was  deemed  that  the  order  of  the 
honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  was  broad  enough  to  cover  all  of  the  timber  which 
had  been  delivered  by  him. 

There  were  two  sets  of  bills  made  for  the  reason  that  the  second  set  must  correspond 
with  the  original  bills  delivered  by  order  as  above.    The  bills  were  not  placed  npon  the 
"  inspection  report,''  for  the  reason  that  the  original  order  stated  that  the  bills  would 
only  be  payable  at  the  commencement  of  the  ^*  next  fiscal  year,''  1877-78. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

.       SAM.  H.  POOK, 

Naval  Constructor, 

Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant,  Navy-  Yard,  New  York, 

Commandant's  Office,  Navy- Yard,  New  York.  For  information  of  Bureau  Construc- 
tion and  Repair,  as  requested  in  letter  of  29th  inetant.  Forwaded  Angust  31,  1877. 
Signed,  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  commodore,  commandant. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

September  I,  1877. 

Sir:  The  naval  constructor's  letter  of  the  30th  ultimo,  forwarded  by  you,  relating 
to  the  delivery  of  timber  by  J.  Bigler  &  Co.,  at  the  yard  under  your  command,  has 
been  received.  As  it  appears  there  were  two  sets  of  bills  made  for  this  timber,  presumed 
to  be  Nos.  585  and  586,  please  have  the  bureau  informed  what  disposition  was  made  of 
the  bills  made  out  for  this  timber  under  the  bureau's  telegram  of  March  14,  1877. 

The  order  from  the  bureau  of  March  6,  1877,  and  referred  to  in  the  department's  let- 
ter of  Angnst  7,  1877,  authorizes  the  delivery  only  of  15,000  cubic  feet  of  superior 
white-oak  plank-stock. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant,  Navy-  Yard,  Netc  York, 


Navy  Depart^tfnt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

September  11, 1877. 

Sir  :  The  inclosed  bill  (No.  280-77)  this  day  received  from  the  purchasing  paymaster, 
A.  H.  Oilman,  in  New  York,  for  yellow-pine  plank-stock,  amounting  to  19,617.52,  deliv- 
ered by  J.  Bigler  &  Co.  at  the  yard  under  your  command,  is  herewith  returned  for  the 
following  reasons : 

1st.  It  is  thought  necessary,  for  future  identifi  nation,  that  the  original  order  of  the 

12  AN* 
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bareaa  aathorizing  the  delivery  of  this  timber  should  be  stated  on  the  face  of  the  bill 
as  written  in  lead-peocil  by  the  bureau. 

2d.  As  this  timber  was  to  be  delivered  at  the  lowest  market-prices,  the  certificate  of 
the  pnrchasinf;  agent  to  that  effect  should  be  aMxed  in  the  proper  place  on  the  bill. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

H.  A.  GOLDSBOROUGH, 
Chief  Clerk,  Acting  Chief  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  F.  A.  Parker,  U.  S.  N., 

Cammandantj  Nav^-Yard,  Boston, 


Exhibit  T. 

New  Yore,  February  5, 1877. 

Dear  Sir:  The  followinp^-described  material  we  beg  to  offer  your  department: 
About  20,000  cubic  feet  of  live-oak  timber,  of  best  quality,  sizes,  12  to  13  inches  wide, 
deep  or  square,  and  same  shape  and  manufacture  as  your  department  received  fh>m 
other  parties,  of  which  this  is  a  part  of  the  same  lot.  Also  about  300  mast  pieces  and 
vessel  beams,  all  of  the  best  quality  of  untapped  Georgia  pine.  Also  about  25.000 
cubic  feet  of  white-oak  plank-stock,  :15  to  70  feet  long,  14  to  24  inches  square,  of  the 
best  quality  of  sea-growth  oak.  All  of  which  we  desire  to  furnish  at  the  lowest  market- 
price,  subject  to  the  usual  inspection  and  measurement  at  the  navy-yard. 

Trusting  to  receive  your  order  for  same,  we  remain,  your  most  obedient  servants, 

F.  H.  SMITH  &  CO. 

Hon.  Geo.  M.  Robeson, 

Secretary  of  the  Navyy  Navy  Department,  Wathington,  D,  C. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  8,  1877. 

Gentlemen:  Your  letter  of  the  5th  instant,  offering  certain  timber,  has  been  re- 
ceived, and,  by  direction  of  the  department,  you  are  hereby  authorized  to  furnish  and 
deliver,  in  the  proportion  of  about  one-half  at  the  New  York  and  one-half  at  the  Boston 
navy-yard,  thirty  thousand  (30,000)  cubic  feet  of  live-oak  timber,  the  proportion  of 
each  kind  of  timber  and  the  sizes  of  the  same  being  those  required  for  Navy  purposes, 
to  be  as  follows,  viz : 

Four  thousand  eight  hundred  cubic  feet  principal  pieces,  siding  14  to  17  inches,  and 
conforming  in  shape,  length,  and  character  with  those  heretofore  received,  with  frames 
of  corresponding  siding,  the  molds  of  which  can  be  seen  in  the  navy-yards  named. 

Twenty-one  thousand  cubic  feet  of  curved  timber,  siding  12  and  13  inches,  in  length 
from  13  to  17  feet,  with  a  natural  and  fair  curve  of  from  12  to  30  inches  or  more  in 
that  length,  one-half  the  number  of  pieces  to  have  from  the  mean  to  the  maximum 
crook. 

Four  thousand  two  hundred  cubic  feet  of  straight  timber,  siding  12  and  13  inches, 
in  length  from  17  to  20  feet. 

All  the  timber  above  named  to  be  sided  straight  and  fair  and  rou{;h-hewed,  the 
molding  way  to  show  a  face  of  not  lees  than  two-thirds  the  siding,  the  wane  being 
deducted  in  the  measurement,  and  when  delivered  to  be  subject  to  the  usual  yard  in- 
spection, bills  to  be  made  for  such  as  may  be  received  at  the  lowest  market-price  for 
live-oak  timber  of  the  best  quality. 

Resi>ectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 

F.  H.  Smith  &  Co., 

56  South  Street,  Sew  York, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

ApHl  20, 1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  no  further  deliveries  of 
live-oak  timber  will  be  received  from  Messrs.  F.  H.  Smith  &  Co.,  under  bureau's 
letter  of  February  21, 1877,  and  you  will  please  notify  them  accordingly. 
You  were  telegraphed  to  this  effect  this  morning. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  S.  N.,   - 
Commandant-Navy  Yard,  New  York. 
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Navv  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

August  25,  1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  bareaa's  letter  of  the  Ist  instant  relating  to  the  delivery  of 
irhite-oak  timber  by  F.  H.  Smith  &  Co.,  all  that  portion  of  said  timber  which  had  been 
shipped  by  them  for  delivery  at  the  New  York  yard  before  they  received  notice  of  the 
order  of  the  department  saspending  the  contract,  may  be  received  and  inspected,  even 
Bhoald  snch  portion  exceed  the  half  of  30,000  cubic  feet. 

And  ^OQ  will  please  ascertain  and  satisfy  yourself  that  the  live-oak  now  offered  for 
inspection  by  them  was  actually  shipped  before  they  received  the  aforesaid  notice. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant,  * 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant^  Navy-  Yard,  Neto  York, 


United  States  Navy- Yard,  New  York, 

Commandant*8  Office,  September  1,  1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  25th  ultimo  relative  to  live-oak  timber 
to  be  received  from  Messrs.  F.  H.  Smith  &.Co.,  inclosed  please  find  copy  of  the  charter- 

?arty  of  the  vessel  that  was  to  bring  the  timber  to  this  port.    Also,  a  deposition  of 
saac  Eppinger,  partner  in  a  respectable  firm  in  the  city  of  New  York. 
From  these  documents  I  am  satisfied  that  the  timber  alluded  to  was  purchased  and 
ordered  to  be  shipped  to  this  port  prior  to  the  order  of  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
suspending  the  contract. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 
Chief  Constructor  J.  W.  Easby,  U.  8.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  JCepair,  Washington,  D,  C, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

September  3,  1877. 

Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  1st  instant  (No.  89),  with  inclosures,  relating  to  live-oak 
deliverable  by  F.  H.  Smith  &  Co.  at  the  yard  under  your  command,  has  been  re- 
ceived. 

The  Secretary  directs  that  only  snch  live-oak  as  was  actually  delivered  and  actually 
shipped  on  board  of  a  vessel  under  a  bill  of  lading  before  they  received  the  notice  of 
the  department  suspending  the  delivery,  are  to  be  received  and  inspected. 
Live-oak  ordered  to  be  shipped  is  not  to  be  included. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nichoi^on,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant,  Navy- Yard,  New  York, 


Exhibit  U. 

Navy  Department, 
Washington,  March  17,  1877. 

Sir  :  On  the  16th  instant  the  following  parties  were  directed  to  suspend,  until  further 
orders  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  work  on  all  contracts  entered  into  by  them  with 
the  Navy  Department,  or  any  bureau  thereof,  since  the  1st  instant,  viz  : 
John  Roach,  Chester,  Pa. 
William  Cramp  Sl  Son,  Philadelphia. 
P.  Burgess,  New  York. 

ThOi Harlan  &  Hollingsworth  Co.,  Wilmington,  Del. 
South  Boston  Iron  Co.,  South  Bostou,  Mass. 
Very  respectfully, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  ihe  Navy. 
Chief  Constructor  I.  Hanscom, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  CwMtruciion  and  Repair, 
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[Circular.  J 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

JprU  25,  1877. 

Sir  :  Should  there  he  any  incompleted  deliveriee  of  timher,  lamher,  or  kneea,  at  the 
yard  under  your  command,  under  anv  instructions  from  this  bureau,  you  will  give  the 
necessary  directions  to  have  all  further  deliveries  stopped,  in  accordance  with  direc- 
tions received  from  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
ChUf  of  Bureau* 

Commodore , 

Commandant,  Navy 'Yard, 


Exhibit  V. 


Statement  of  money  $  due  on  iron-olada  under  oontracte  prior  to  March  3, 1877.    Represented 

by  approved  bilU, 


Nsme  of  vesseL 

Amount  doe. 

Bomarks. 

\fOnA<1?inAk r -r  - 

$137, 155  45 
179, 889  57 

94,  MX)  00 

64.  434  77 

188, 190  00 

• 

AmphitHt4. ..,,,,  r tt 

This  amount  includes  §9.300  for  reservation  due 

for  which  no  bill  has  been  made  out  yet. 

Puritan 

Miantonomota t 

Exhibit  W. 

Navy  Department, 
Waahingtonj  December  9, 1868. 

Sir:  Transmitted  herewith  is  a  blank  form  of  letter  to  be  addressed  to  the  Fourth 
Auditor  of  the  Treasury,  to  be  used  in  adjusting  accounts  between  the  bureaus,  in  lieu 
of  the  course  directed  by  the  department  in  its  letter  of  the  15th  February  last. 

The  expression  '^  for  material  furnished  and  labor  performed  "  will,  of  course,  he 
varied  to  express  the  purpose  of  the  transfer  in  each  case. 

The  Second  Comptroller  has  assured  the  department  that  the  transfer  will  be  ef- 
fected. » 
Very  respectfully, 

G.  WELLES, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
Naval  Constructor  John  Lenthall, 

Chi^f  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of 


Washington^ 


•,186-. 


Sir:  There  is  due  from  the  appropriations  of  this  bureau  to  those  of  the  Bureau  of 

1 ,  for  material  f urnisbed  and  labor  performed  during  the ending , 

186-,  the  sum  of ,  as  follows,  viz : 

From  appropriation  of— 


Which  should  ba  carried  to  the  credit  of  the  following  appropriations: 

$ 

I  respectfully  request  that  an  acoouat  of  the  samo  may  ba  stated  and  report  thereof 
made  to  the  Comptroller,  for  his  revision,  upon  which  a  requisition  to  eff«K3t  a  transfer 
may  be  called  for. 

Very  respectfully, 


To 


Chief  of  Bureau, 


Fourth  Auditory  Treasury  Department, 
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Statement  $homng  d^t  and  credit  aooounte  between  the  respective  hureaue  of  the  Xavy 
Department  far  labor  and  material  famished  from  Julyf  1872,  todaie. 


Bareaa. 


Ordnance 

Provisions  and  Clothing  . . . . 

Tarda  and  Dooka 

XCedioine  and  Snrgery 

Steam-Engineering 

Navigation 

Equipment  and  Sacmiting*. 


15, 194  98 
589  64 


310  85 
'S,'336*a7' 


gg 


III 


r75  89 


51, 555  66 


*  Aoooanta  settled  ap  to  and  indading  qnarter  ending  September  30, 18T7. 
Navt  Depabtmbnt,  Bubsau  of  Constbuction  and  ExrAiB,  February  1, 1678. 


Bureau  of  Ordnance  in  account  with  Ckmstruclion  and  Repair, 

TOBPBOO  BOATS. 


Da. 


Jnly,  1878 
July,  1978 
Oct,  1873 
Bee.,  1878 
ApriX  1873 
July,  1873 
Deo.,  1873 
Mar.,  1874 
June,  1874 
Sept.,  1874 


Aug.,  1^78 
Oct.,  1878 
Deo.,  1878 
Mar.,  1873 
Jone^  1873 
Sept.,  1873 
Deo.,  1873 
Mar.,  1874 
June,  1874 
Sept.,  1874 
Dec,    1874 


To  transfer,  Boston 
do 


do 
.do 
do 
.do 
do 
.do 
.do 
.do 


Total 


To  transfer,  New  York. 
do 


do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
.do 
do 
.do 


Total 


Amount  due  Construction  and  Repair. 


118.305  98 
3.580  54 
15. 586  47 
80, 018  06 
84. 836  71 
33,838  69 
58.868  43 
60,  836  05 
13.803  13 
11. 710  35 


859,584  35 

6,478  43 

14. 784  91 

15. 808  86 

36,081  11 

37.834  58 

38.399  67 

86,734  00 

9, 578  47 

6,466  93 

9,058  33 

14,  S.i)  64 

815, 376  93 

474, 961  88 


Navt  Depabtmbut,  Bubsau  of  Comstruction  and  Repair, 

February  1, 1878. 


Exhibit  X. 

Washington,  February  16, 1877. 

Sir:  I  hereby  propose  to  deliver  one  steam- windlass,  oomplete,  for  the  monitor  Pari 
tan,  at  Chester,  Pa.,  for  tde  sum  of  six  thonsand  two  hnndrod  dollars. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

JOS.  P.  MANTON. 
American  Ship- Windlass  Co.  of  Providence^  R.  I.. 
Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Navt  : 
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Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Feh'y  24, 1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  department,  your  offer  of  the  16th  instant,  to  famish  and 
deliver  at  the  yard  of  John  Roach,  Chester.  Pa.,  for  the  U.  S.  S.  Puritan,  one  (1)  Man- 
ton's  steam-windlass  of  the  latest  improved  pattern,  the  same  to  he  completed  in  every 
respect,  and  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  department,  is  accepted. 

When  this  windlass  is  delivered,  inspected,  and  received,  the  bureau  will  cause  you 
to  be  paid  the  sum  of  six  thousand  two  hundred  dollars  ($6,200). 

Please  acknowledj^e  the  receipt  of  this,  and  signify  your  willingness  to  furnish  the 
windlass  subject  to  the  above  requirements. 
Respectfully,  <&c., 

I.  HANSCOM. 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Mr.  J.  P.  Manton, 

Am,  S,  Windlasa  Co.^  Prov.y  R,  I, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

FeVy  27,  1877. 

Sir:  By  direction  of  the  department,  your  offer  of  the  16th  instant,  to  furnish  and 
deliver  at  the  yard  of  John  Roach,  Chester,  Pa.,  for  the  U.S.  S.  Puritan  and  Miantono- 
moh,  two  (2)  of  Manton's  steam -steerers,  of  the  latest  improved  pattern,  and  in  accord- 
ance with  the  plans  on  file  in  the  bureau,  the  same  to  be  completed  in  every  respect, 
and  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  department,  is  hereby  accepted.  For  each  of  these, 
when  delivered,  inspected,  and  received,  the  bureau  will  pay  or  cause  to  be  paid  to  you 
the  sum  of  seven  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  ($7,500),  it  being,  however,  prerequisite 
on  your  part  before  such  payment  is  made  to  fully  satisfy  the  department  that  no  claim 
for  infringement  of  patent  can  be  sustained  against  it. 

Please  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  this  letter  and  signify  yobr  willingness  to  furnish 
and  deliver  the  st-eerers  referred  to  subject  to  the  above  requirements. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chi<if  of  Bureau, 
Jos.  P.  Manton,  Ksq., 

ProvidenrCf  II.  I. 


Exhibit  Y. 

Exptnditures  under  appropriation  *^  Equipment  of  Vessels^*  from  July  1,  1874,  to  January 

1, 1878. 


1874-'75. 


For  coal  parchased  in  the  Uoited  States,  Inclnding  freight 
on  abipmeotA 

For  menii  and  state  room  fnrniture 

For  canvas 

For  hemp 

For  iron , 

For  wire  for  rope 

For  misoellaneoas  equipment  stores  purchased  by  the 
several  pay  agents  on  approved  open-purchase  requi- 
sitions from  the  several  navy-yards  and  stations,  in- 
clnding expenses  of  handling  coal  and  maintenance  of 
coal-stations,  ^EuO 

For  expenses  abroad,  including  the  purchase  of  coal  for 
steaming  purposes,  canvas,  cordage,  and  miscellaneous 
equipment  stores  by  paymasters  of  United  States  ves- 
sels  

For  labor  at  the  several  navy-yards  and  stations 

Unexpended  balances 

Amounts  appropriated , 


$157. 31fl 

8,385 

24, 651 

74,  151 

5,888 

10, 154 


72,422 


433,985 

278,013 

36 


1,065,000 


1875-'76. 


$377,656 
11,  761 

5,713 
91,459 
10,  348 

3,024 


121,689 


317. 519 

306,351 

480 


1.250,000 


1876-'77. 

$148, 009 

1,531 

3,552 

20.660 

8,251 

750 

99,718 

314.500 

195,754 

177,275 

970,000 

First  six 

months  of 

1877-*78. 


$19,759 
1,639 

"io.'ms 

4,966 
8,976 


29,814 


40.039 
153,800 
605,462 

870.000 
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Exhibit  A  5. 
Statement  of  purchases  under  appropriation  "  Equipment  of  Vessels," 


PnrchaAea  under  annual  contracts 

Pnrcbases  under  advertisement  of  the  bureau,  other  than  above 

Purchases  by  the  bureau  (patented  articles) 

Purchases  by  the  bureau  (mess  and  state  room  furniture) 

Purchases  by  purchasing  paymasters  by  direction  of  the  bureau 

Purchases  by  purchasinfi:  paymasters  to  fill  open-purchase  requisitions  at  the 

aeveral  navy-yards,  including  ooal  for  shipment 

Purchaser  by  purchasing  paymasters  to  till  open-purchase  requisitions  at  the 

several  navy-yards  (under  advertisement) 

Purchases  by  purchasing  paymasters  to  fill  open-purchase  requisitiona  at  the 

several  navy-yards  (without  advertisement) 

Amount  paid  for  freight  on  coal  (under  advertisement) i 

"Payments  ftt)m  appropriation  Equipments,&o.,"  other  than  purchases;  labor  | 

in  navy -yards,  expenses  of  coal-stations,  &,c 

Purchases  by  commandants  of  navy-yards  by  direction  of  bureau 

Expenses  abroad 

Unexpended  balances 


First  six 
months  of 

1877-'78. 


17. 9-20 
l.Ml 

?,(n5 


lie,  751 

93,697 
5d,9d6 

192,265 


Amounts  appropriated 


314,500 
177. 275 

970,000 


13.710 
1,639 
3.180 


36,644 

82,060 
3,339 

154.085 


40,939 
605,468 


870.000 


Exhibit  Z. 

Cojyy  of  correspondence  with  Henry  IF.  Gardner y  relative  to  building  a  steam- windlass  and 
a  steam-steering  machine  for  the  United  States  steamer  Trenton, 

Providence,  R.  I.,  Sepfemher  20,  1876. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  propose  to  build  for  yonr  bureaa  ooe  Sickle's  patent  steam-steeriDg 
machine,  to  be  adapted  to  nse  on  the  United  States  steamer  Trenton,  for  the  sum  oi 
seventy-five  hundred  dollars ;  also,  one  steam- windlass,  adapted  to  use  on  the  same 
vessel,  for  the  sum  of  six  thousand  dollars;  both  machines  to  be  delivered  at  the  New 
York  navy-yard,  and  a  man  furnished  to  superintend  their  erection  on  board  the  vessel 
without  charge  to  the  government.  I  can  deliver  the  machines  in  three  months  after 
receiving  the  ortler. 
Truly,  yours, 

HENRY  W.  GARDNER, 

Treasurer, 
Constructor-in-Chief  I.  Haxscom,  U.  S.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair^  Kary  Department^  Washington^  D.  C, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

October  24,  1876. 

Sir:  For  a  steam-windlass  erected  by  you  on  the  United  States  steamer  Trenton, 
(similar  in  all  respects  to  that  put  on  board  the  Roanoke  by  you),  furnished  and  com- 
pleted in  every  respect,  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  department,  the  bureaa  will 
agree  to  pay  you  $5,700. 

For  one  of  Sickles's  steam-steering  machines,  erected  by  you  on  the  same  ship  Tsim- 
ilar  in  all  respects  to  that  put  on  board  the  Roanoke  by  you),  furnished  and  completed 
in  every  respect,  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  department,  the  bureaa  will  agree  to 
pay  yon  |7,000.    Your  early  reply  to  this  is  requested. 
Respectfully,  &c., 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Henry  W.  Gardner, 

Treasurer  Providence  Steam-Engine  Co.,  Providence,  R,  I. 


Washington,  October  25,  1676. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  favor  of  the  24th  instant,  making  offer  for  steam- windlass  and 
steam  steering* machine,  I  have  the  honor  to  say  that  it  is  impossible  to  build  them  at 
the  price  yon  propose ;  bat  as  I  am  very  desirous  of  having  them  used  on  the  Trenton, 
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I  win  furnish  the  steftm-windlass  for  fifty-eight  hondred  ($5,800)  and  the  steam-Bteer- 
ing  machine  for  seventy-three  hundred  dollars  (|7,300),  both  to  be  delivered  and  erected 
as  mentioned  in  year  letter. 

Very  reepectfally,  yours, 

HENRY  W.  GARDNER, 
Treasurer  Providence  Steam-Engine  Company, 

Constructor-in-Chief  L  Han8COM,  U.  8.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair , 

Kavy  Department,  WashingUmf  D,  C, 


Navy  Departmknt, 
Bureau  op  Coxstructiok  and  Repair, 

October  25, 1876. 

Sir  :  Tour  letter  of  this  date,  o£fering  to  deliver  a  steam-vindlass  for  $5,800  and  a 
steam-steering  machine  for  $7,300,  to  bo  erected  by  yon  on  board  of  the  United  Statea 
ateamer  Trenton,  in  conformity  with  bureau's  letter  to  you  of  24th  instant,  is  hereby 
accepted  by  the  bureau.  The  work  must  be  completed,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  de- 
partment, within  sixty  days  from  date. 
Respectfully,  &c.,  ' 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Mr.  Henry  W.  Gardner, 

Treasurer  Providence  Steam-Engine  Co.^  Providence j  R.  L 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

December  2, 1876. 

« 

Sir  :  The  bureau  has  arranged  with  Mr.  Henry  W.  Gardner,  treasurer  of  the  Provi- 
dence Steam-Engine  Company,  for  the  construction  and  delivery,  at  the  yard  under 
your  command,  of  a  steam- windlass  and  a  Sickles  steam-steering  machine,  to  be  erected 
on  board  the  Ttenton,  for  which,  if  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  department,  he  is  to  be 
paid  $5,700  for  the  windlass  and  $7,000  for  the  steering  apparatus. 

Your  requisition  of  the  20th  October  last,  No.  45,  for  the  above  articles,  is  herewith 
returned  approved. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  S.  N., 

ComnuLndant  Savy-l'ardf  Aeir  York, 


Providence,  R.  I.,  August  6, 1877. 

Sir  :  I  forwarded  to  Naval  Constructor  Pook,  for  his  approval,  bills  for  steam- wind- 
lass and  steam-steering  machine,  erected  on  board  the  United  States  steamer  Trenton, 
'  itke  price  of  the  windlass  being  $5,800  and  of  the  steering-machine,  $7,300.  He  de- 
clineid  to  approve  the  bills,  for  the  reason  that  the  bureau  had  written,  under  date  of 
December  2, 1876,  that  the  price  of  the  windlass  was  $5,700  and  of  the  steering-ma- 
ohine  $7,000. 

I  desire  to  call  your  attention  to  the  bureau's  letter  to  me  under  date  of  October  25, 
1876,  accepting,  my  offer  to  deliver  a  steam- windlass  for  $5,800  and  a  steam-steering 
machine  for  $7,300,  to  be  erected  on  board  the  United  States  steamer  Trenton,  in  con- 
formity with  bureau's  letter  of  the  24th  October,  and  respectfully  ask  that  you  will 
instruct  Naval  Constructor  Pook  that  these  are  the  correct  prices. 

The  facts  in  relation  to  this  contract  are  as  follows:  On  September  20,  1876, 1  pro- 
posed to  the  bureau  to  build  for  the  Trenton  a  steam-steering  machine  for  $7,500  and 
a  steam-windlass  for  $6,000.  On  the  24th  October  the  bureau  wrote  offering  me  $7,000 
for  the  steering-machine  and  $5,700  for  the  windlass ;  this  offer  I  declined  under  date 
of  October  2^,  and  proposed  to  furnish  steerer  for  $7,300  and  windlass  for  $5,800, 
which  offer  the  bureau  accepted  by  its  letter  of  same  date. 

I  also  forwarded  to  Naval  Constructor  Pook,  for  his  approval,  a  bill  for  articles  fur- 
nished in  connection  with  the  steam- windlass.  The  circumstances  of  this  bill  are  that 
the  vessel  was  supposed  to  be  nearly  ready  for  sea,  and  unless  the  articles  were  made 
immediately  they  could  not  be  got  ready  to  go  on  the  vessel.   A  requisition  was  made 
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for  them,  bat  consideritig  the  urgent  necessity  of  having  the  articles  made  without 
delay,  I  did  not  wait  the  reply  to  the  requisition,  but  made  and  forwarded  them  at 
once.  They  were  furnished  in  good  faith  and,  as  I  believei  in  the  interest  of  the  govern- 
ment. Under  these  circumstances  I  am  entirely  willing  that  the  bureau  shall  take  such 
acticm  as  to  it  shall  appear  Just  and  right. 
Very  respectfally,  yours, 

-   HENRY  W.  GARDNER, 

TreoBurtr. 
Constractor-ln-Cbief  John  W.  £a8BT,  U.  S.  N., 

CJU^  of  Bureau  of  €k>nitructi4m  and  Repair, 

Navy  Department,  Washington,  D,  C. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

August  9, 1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  your  letter  of  the  6th  instant,  the  necessary  instructions  have  been 
forwarded  to  the  commandant  of  the  New  York  navy-yard  relative  to  the  prices  to  be 
paid  for  the  steam- windlass  and  steam-steering  machine  furnished  for  the  Trenton. 
Respectfully,  &c., 

J.  W.  EA8BY, 
Cki^f  of  Bureau. 
Henry  W.  Gardner, 

Treasurer  Providence  Steam-Engine  Company,  Providence,  R,  I. 


Navy  Departbcbnt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

August  9, 1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  bureau's  letter  of*  October  24, 1876,  giving  the  prices  for  which 
the  steam-windlass  and  steam-steering  machine  were  to  be  furnished  tor  the  Trenton, 
the  records  of  the  bureau  show  that  after  that  date  the  prices  of  these  articles  were 
increased  to  |5,8(K)  for  the  windlass  and  $7,300  for  the  steam-steering  machine ;  which 
latter  prices  will  be  considered  the  proper  ones. 
Very  respectfully,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant  Navy-Yard,  New  York. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

September  7,  1877. 

Sir  :  Inclosed  please  find  bill  for  one  steam-steering  machine,  $7,300,  and  one  steam- 
windlass,  $5,800---$13, 100— delivered  under  bureau's  order  of  October  20,  1876. 
Respectfully,  Slq., 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Henry  W.  Gardner, 

Treasurer  Providence  Steam-Engine  Company,  Providence,  B,  I. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  26, 1678. 

Sir  :  A  question  has  arisen  as  to  who  should  be  at  the  expense  of  the  pipe-oonneo- 
tion  to  the  steam-windlass  and  steam-steering  machine  fitted  by  yon  on  the  Trenton. 
I  inclose  a  letter  Arom  Naval  Constructor  Pook,  of  the  2l8t  instant,  on  the  subject, 
and  request  that  you  will  give  your  understanding  of  the  matter.    Please  return  the 
letter  with  your  reply. 
Respectfally, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  for  *'  Construction  and  Repair.^ 
Henry  W.  Gardner, 

Treaeurer  Providence  Steam-Engine  Company,  Providence,  R.  I. 

*  The  bureau's  letter  was  written  December  2,  1876. 
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Providence,  R.  I.,  January  28, 1878. 

Sir  :  I  am  in  receipt  of  barean's  letter  of  the  26th  instant,  and  in  reply  have  to  aay 
that  my  contract  to  famish  steam- windlass  and  steam-steering  machine  for  United 
States  steamer  Trenton  did  not  inclnde  any  pipes  or  connections  for  either  machine. 
I  was  only  to  deliver  and  erect  the  machines  on  board  ship.  I  respectfully  refer  you 
to  the  letter  of  the  bnreaa  of  October  24,  1876,  making  offer  for  these  machines,  which 
says  they  are  to  be  "  similar  in  all  respects  to  that  pat  on  board  the  Roanoke  by  yon,'' 
and  I  have  to  state  that  these  machines  have  been  accepted  and  paid  for,  and  no  pipes 
or  connections  were  furnished  with  them.  I  gave  no  instructions  to  any  one  relating 
to  pipes  or  connections  on  the  Trenton.  The  inclosure  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

HENRY  W.  GARDNER, 

Tretuurer, 
Bureau  of  Constructioi^  and  Repair, 

Navy  Deparimentf  Waahingtonf  D.  C. 


Exhibit  AA. 

Statement  showing  the  auapension  of  certain  contracts  and  orders  for  delivery  of  articles  under 

construction  and  r^air. 

The  contracts  dated  March  3,  1877,  for  the  completion  of  the  Amphitrite,  Monadnock, 
Terror,  and  Puritan  were  suspended  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  by  order  dated 
March  16, 1877. 

Orders  on  the  following-named  parties  were  suspended  by  the  Bureau  of  Construe- 
and  Repair: 


Name. 

Material. 

SuspeDsion. 

F.H.Smith  &  Co 

Iji  ve-oalc 

April  20, 1877. 
March  24, 1877. 

J.  Bigler  &  Co 

White  oalc.  &o 

W.R  Hatch  &Co 

do 

March  28. 1877. 

J.  W.  Buker 

KDeea 

March  24, 1877. 

William  White 

Timber 

March  22. 1877. 

Baehor  &  Co 

Kne^Mf  and  timbf<r 

April  7, 1877. 

By   circdlar  from    bareau 
dated  April  25, 1677. 

&P.  Brown 

Lumber 

Bureau  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  11,  1878. 


Exhibit  BB. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

June  1,  1877. 

Gentlemen  :  Copies  of  the  contracts  of  April  7, 1875,  and  March  3,  1877,  and  the 
plans  and  specifications  for  building  the  donble-tnrreted  monitor  Puritan,  are  now  in 
possession  of  the  bureau.  You  will  receive  herewith  these  papers,  together  with  plans 
and  specifications  which  may  be  furnished  you  by  Mr.  Roacn.  You  will  examine ;  and 
where  they  fail  to  describe  or  specify  the  work  required  to  complete  the  ship  in  all 
respects,  ready  for  sea,  in  construction  department,  yon  will  supply  the  omissions. 

Ascertain  the  weight  of  the  ship  when  ready  for  sea,  and  give  a  statement  of  the 
principal  weights  in  detail.  Calculate  the  required  displacement,  and  give  the  draught 
of  water  and  height  of  freeboard. 

The  vessel  is  required  to  float  on  an  even  keel  (or  to  turn  not  more  than  six  inches 
by  the  stem)  when  the  coal-bunkers  are  full  and  when  they  aie  empty ;  and  if  the 
turrets,  engines,  boilers,  and  ooal-bunkers  are  not  now  located  to  proauce  this  result^ 
you  will  suggest  the  necessary  alterations.  Yon  will  estimate  the  cost  of  completing 
the  vessel  as  contemplated  by  the  contract  with  Mr.  Roach  of  the  3d  of  March,  1877, 
giving  cost  of  labor  and  material.  All  alterations  or  improvements  which  yoa  may 
snggest  will  be  submitted  to  the  bureau  for  approval. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
CkUf  of  Bureau, 

Naval  Constmctor  Thomas  E.  Webb,  U.  S.  N. 

Naval  Constructor  T.  D.  Wilson,  U,  S.  N, 

Naval  Constructor  Philip  Highborn,  U.  S,  N. 
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In  obedience  to  the  foregoing  order,  we  have  made  a  strict  and  careful  examination 
of  the  contracts  of  April  7, 1875,  and  March  3, 1877,  and  the  plans  and  specifications 
for  building  the  double-turreted  monitor  Puritan  forwarded  by  the  bureau,  together 
with  plans  and  specifications  furnished  by  Mr.  Roach;  also  of  '^the  work  required  to 
complete  the  ship  in  all  respects,  ready  for  sea,''  in  construction  department,  and  have 
ascertained  the  weight  of  the  ship  when  ready  for  sea,  calculated  the  principal  weights 
in  detail,  the  displacement,  draught  of  water  and  height^  of  freeboara,  and  would  sub- 
mit the  following  report: 

The,principal  omission  in  the  plans,  which  we  have  supplied,  in  order  to  make  an 
accurate  calculation  of  the  weights,  are  as  follows,  viz : 

Sheer ;  half-breadth  and  body  plan  of  the  vessel,  to  the  outside  of  the  plating,  to 
enable  us  to  complete  the  displacement. 

Plan  of  berth-deck  and  hold,  showing  officers'  quarters,  store-rooms,  pantries,  water- 
closets,  magazines,  shell-rooms,  chain-lockers,  «&c. 

Profile  and  armored  deck-plan,  showing  location  of  turrets,  armor,  smoke-stack,  ven- 
tilator, house,  storage  of  boats,  &c. 

Principal  tceighte  in  detail. 

Tons.  Poands. 

Weight  of  hull 1,856  1,161 

Weight  of  hull  appendages 130  349 

Weights,  approximate 15  1,667 

Weight  of  ventilator  and  smoke-stack  (impregnable) 140  1,601 

Weight  of  armor,  side  and  deck,  and  side-armor  fastenings 1, 093  1, 932 

Weight  of  armor-backings  and  fastenings 160  1,878 

Weight  of  pilot-house,  on  forward  turret 96  226 

Weight  of  forward  turret 594  440 

Weight  of  forward  turret  api)endages 41  585 

Weight  of  after  turret 592  1,213 

Weight  of  after  turret  apperdages 47  1,847 

•       Total 4,769      1,699 

Weight  of  engine  and  connections j 511  2, 190 

Weight  of  boilers  and  unarmored  stack 367  269 

Weight  of  water  in  boilers 142  936 

Weight  of  coal  in  bunkers - 580 

Weight  of  8team-pump«,  distiller,  &c .^ 3  1,855 

Weight  of  blowers,  turret-engines,  &c 21  960 

Weight  of  steam  heaters  and  pipes 4  1,120 

Weight  of  ash-hoister  and  engines 2  1,689 

Weight  of  spare  machinery 12 

Weightof  three  (3)  large  section  steam-pumps  and  cylinders 4  1,840 

Total 1,650      1,899 

• 

Weight  of  provision  and  clothing,  including  water 47  977 

Weight  of  medical  stores 1  381 

Weight  of  ordnance  stores,  guns,  carriages,  &c 469  60 

Woight  of  equipment,  stores,  &c 91  1,622 

Weight  of  navigation  stores,  &c 5 

Weight  of  officers'  mess  stores,  &c 6  1,280 

Weight  of  construction  stores 12  1,531 

Weight  of  engineer's  stores 16  785 

Total 649      2,156 

Recapitulation, 

Tods.     Pouods. 

Weightof  hull,  turrets,  &c 4,769      1,699 

Weight  of  engines,  boilers,  &c 1,650      1,899 

Weightof  ordnance, stores,  &c 649      2,156 

Total 7,070      1,274 

DisplaoeTnent, 

Tons.    Pounds. 

Calculated  displacement  of  ship  to  20  feet  7\  inches  (or  top  of  wooden 

deck)  at  side 7,057         812 

Calculated  displacement  of  ship  to  18  feet  (proposed  draught) 5, 915 

Calculated  displacement  per  inch  (above  18-foot  draught) 34, 375 

Total  weight  when  ready  for  sea * 7,070      1,274 
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The  foref^ing  results  for  weights  have  heen  ohtained  hy  calcolations  from  csrefally 
perfected  plans,  from  actual  weights  farDished  by  the  several  bareaas,  and  from  the 
most  searching  examination  and  inquiry  into  all  the  reqnirements  of  the  vessel  that 
conld  be  obtained,  and  these  resnlts  having  proved  the  snip  impossible  as  at  present 
designed,  there  being  no  freeboard  (the  required  amount  being  thirty  (30)  inches),  the 
cost  of  labor  and  material  as  contemplated  by  the  contract  with  Mr.  Roach,  of  the  3d 
of  March,  1877,  to  complete  the  vessel,  has  not  as  yet  been  estimated. 

The  following  alterations  were  made  in  the  plans  and  specifications,  thereby  increas- 
ing the  weiji^ht  of  the  vessel  about  fifty  (50)  tons :  Bhell  of  turrets  increased  tye  (5) 
inches  in  height  to  give  the  additional  space  required  inside  by  the  ordnance  depart- 
ment ;  main-deck  beams,  which  were  eleven  and  a  half  (Hi)  inches  in  depth,  fore  and 
aft,  have  been  increased  in  depth  to  twenty-two  (22)  inches  under  the  turrets  in  order 
to  sustain  the  heavy  weight. 

Girder  has  been  placed  fore  and  aft  under  the  main-deck  beams  to  better  support 
the  weight  of  that  deck. 

Berth -deck  beams  of  four  by  six  (4x6)  inch  angle-iron  now  placed  in  the  vessel  being 
considered  too  light,  have  been  omitted  in  our  calculations,  and  eight  (8)  inch  bull^ 
iron  beams  calculated  for.  Coal-bunkers,  that  portion  running  under  the  berth-deck 
forward  of  frame  No.  37  and  aft  of  frame  No.  81  has  been  omitted  in  the  calculations, 
as  it  was  proposed  by  the  board  to  remove  the  bulkheads  to  admit  of  adopting  the 
proposed  plans  of  magazines,  shell-rooms.  Sec, 

The  plan  showing  the  steam- windlass  proposed  by  the  American  Ship  Windlass  Com- 
pany of  Providence,  R.  I.,  for  the  Puritan,  and  submitted  to  the  board  for  examination 
and  report,  per  letter  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  dated  July  27,  has  been 
examined,  and,  so  far  as  can  be  Jndged  of  from  a  plan,  promises  well  and  can  be 
adapted  to  the  ship.    It  has  been  included  in  the  list  of  weights. 

8nch  papers  and  plans  as  were  furnished  from  the  files  oi  the  bureau  for  the  infor- 
mation and  guidance  of  the  board  are  herewith  returned. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

TH08.  E.  WEBB, 
T.  D.  WILSON, 
PHILIP  HIGHBORN, 
Naval  Constructors,  U.  S,  N. 

Hon.  Richard  W.  Thompson, 

Secretary  of  the  Kav^j  Navy  Departmentf  Waskingtonf  D.  C. 


BUREAU  OF  PROVISIONS  AND  CLOTHING. 

Exhibit  A. 
List  of  outstanding  hills  against  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  June  30,  1877. 


Dat«. 


Anpf.  26. 
Sept  S4, 
Umt.  15. 
H«r.  31, 
Apr.  SO, 
Apr.  91, 
Mmj  93, 
June  10, 
Jane  10. 
July  13. 
July  27, 
Har.  3, 
May  24, 


1875 
1875 
1876 
1876 
1876 
1876 
1876 
1876 
1876 
1876 
1876 
1877 
1877 


Not.  15,1876 
Mar.  2, 1877 
Mar.  10,1877 


Dea 
Doo. 
Deo. 
Deo. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Feb. 
Feb. 


11, 1876 
18, 1876 
99.1876 
30,1876 
16,1877 
20.1877 
95,1877 
12,1877 
96,1877 


Name. 


CLOTH  INQ. 


William  Mathews 
do 


.do., 
.do., 
.do., 
.do., 
.do., 
do., 
.do., 
.do., 
.do., 
.do., 
.do.. 


William  MoKnight. 

do....r 


JohnBoylan. 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 


Amoant. 


14,  M6  73 
7,438  05 
9,145  00 
6.483  75 
1.598  23 
3.995  00 
4.440  00 
5,965  00 
1. 817  31 
5.250  00 
5,730  00 
976  39 
2,399  14 


5,957  50 
4,350  00 
4,350  00 


1,125 

1,195 

1,195 

1,195 

1,195 

1,195 

1.195O0 

1.195  00 

2,250  00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


Total. 


150,714  59 


14,657  50 


11,250  00 
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List  of  outstanding  bills  against  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing^  ^c, — Continaed. 


Date. 


May  84,1877 
June  30,1877 

Mar.  10,1877 
Mar.  30.1877 
Apr.  16,1877 
Apr.  30,1877 
June  96, 1877 

Apr.  4, 1877 
Apr.  13,18n 

Jane  30,1877 


Dec.   30,1876 


Name. 


PBOViaiOKS. 


Hunter,  Walton  6c  Co 
do 


J.  W.  Jones . 

do 

do 

do 

do 


J.W.Bigelow. 
doT. 


John  Hanley  (Ttservatlona). 


PAT. 


P.  Lorlllard  &  Co 
Total 


Amount. 


$7.875  00 
373  33 


4,813  65 
4,838  40 
5,337  60 
8,83d  00 
979  SO 


3,983  40 
11, 375  00 


7,439  73 


38,500  00 


Total. 


$8, 348  33 


34,800  85 

15, 357  40 
7,439  73 

38,500  00 


160,968  33 


RECAPITULATION. 

Amount  und^r  clothing $76,633  03 

Amount  under  proyisions 55,846  31 

Amount  under  pay 38,500  00 


Exhibit  B. 
Clothing  delivered  by  J.  W.  Bigelow,  under  contract : 

NEW  YORK. 

Overshirtb,  8,000,  at  $4.50 $36,000  00 

Flannel,  },  79,657f,  at  11.75 139,401  06 

Thin  flannel,  10,080f,  at  55  cents 5,644  41 


Total  cost 180,945  47 

MARE  ISLAND. 


Overshirts,  1,979,  at  $4.50 
Socks,  5,000,  at  37^  cents  . 


8,905  50 
1,875  00 


Total  cost 10,780  50' 


20,000  yards  flannel  not  delivered 37,500  00 

Clothing  delivered  by  the  M.  and  P.  Woolen  Mills,  under  contract: 

NEW  YORK. 

Blankets,  4,990,  at  $3.25  eacji 16,217  50 

Cloth,  6,793i  yards,  at  $4    27,174  00 

Satinet,  15,000  yards,  at  $1.25 18,750  00 


Total  cost 62,141  50 

MARE  ISLAND. 

Blankets,  5.000,  at  $3.25  each 16,250  00 

Satinet  trowsers,  5,000,  at  $4.25 21,Si50  00 

Cloth,  5,998i  yards,  at  $4 23,994  00 

Satinet,  15,000  yards,  at  $1.25 18,750  00 

Total  cost 80,244  00 

RECAPITUIJLTION. 

Total  cost  of  clothing  delivered  at  New  York  by  Bigelow 180, 945  47 

Total  cost  of  cl(Vthing  delivered  at  Mare  Island  by  Bigelow 48, 280  50 

Total  cost  of  clothing  delivered  at  New  York  by  M.  aud  P.  Mills 62, 141  60 

Total  cost  of  clothing  delivered  at  Mare  Island  by  M.  and  P.  Mills 80, 244  00 


Grand  total : 371,611  47 
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SUMMARY  OF  THE  FOREGOINQ  STATEMENT. 


Amount  expended  on  bareaa  reqnisitions  for  parchase  of  provis- 
ions   f530,517 

Amount  expended  on  bareaa  requisitions  for  commuted  rations..  66,  111 

Amount  expended  on  bureau  reqnisitions  for  labor 51, 177 

Amount  expended  to  hospital  fund  for  commuted  rations  to  sick.  6, 428 

Amount  expended  by  paymasters  abroad  for  provisions  and  labor  267, 049 

Amount  expended  by  paymasters  abroad  for  commuted  rations. .  359, 277 


Amount  expended  on  bureau  requisi  tions  under  ^'  contingent "...      41, 166 
Amount  expended  by  paymasters  abroad  under  ^' contingent'*.. .        4, 541 


t654,233 

626, 326 

1,280,559 


45,707 


Exhibit  D. 

Navt  Department, 
Bureau  of  Provisions  aud  Clothing, 

Waahingtonf  D.  C,  December  3, 1877. 

Amount  of  commuted  rations  during  the  fiscal  year  1877 $359, 275  53 

Amount  paid  for  provisions  from  *'  pay  "  daring  fiscal  year  1877 258, 667  24 

359, 275  53 

617, 942  77 

Amount  transferred  from  "  provisions  "  to  **  pay '-  during  fiscal  year 392, 200  00 

617, 942  77 

Balance  due  "  pay '* 225,742  77 

$392,200  00 
359, 275  53 

32, 924  47 
258,667  24 

225, 742  77 


Exhibit  E. 
Staitrmeni  showing  the  indebtedness  of  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothingf  June  30,  1877. 


Amoiiiit  of  bills  nnpaid 

Dae  the  varioaa  bareaaa 

Due  "  pay  of  the  Navy  "  on  acoonnt  of  parchases  and 

expoDses  of  store-honaea  abroad 

Dae  nospital  fand 

To  pay  freight  on  foreign  atations , 


Total 


Proriaiona. 


155, 846  3t 
37  07 

225, 742  77 
4,909  89 


1448,233  49 


286,536  04 


Clothing. 


3,489  05 


551,722  54 


Pay. 


•28,500  00 


28,500  00 


CoDtin* 
gent. 


14,548  30 
3,935  91 
8,48r21 
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Exhibit  F. 


Statement  showing  amount9  paid  for  dotking  dwring  the  fieoal  year  1876-77  by  the  Bureau 

of  Provieione  and  Clothing, 

AMOUNTS  PAID  TO  JOHN  W.  BIOELOW. 


Dateof  d»> 
liTery. 


Oot 

Not. 

Not. 

Jan. 

Jan. 

Deo. 

Jan. 

Fnb. 

Feb. 

Feb. 

Dee. 

Deo. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Mar. 

Mar. 

Mar. 

Mar. 

May 

May 

June 
July 
Aug. 
AnR. 
Sept 
Oct 


83,1875 

13,1875 

13.1875 

6,1876 

5».1876 

6,1875 

M.  1876 

S,1876 

S,1876 

9,1876 

15, 1875 

15,1875 

0,1876 

1,1876 

14,1876 

13,1876 

SI,  1876 

33,1876 

33.1876 

33^1876 

30,1876 

30,1876 

11,1876 

85,1876 

85^1876 

5,1876 

16,1876 


Artides. 


80.058i  yards  flannel 

9,034|  yards  satinet 

15.984  yards  flannel 

650i  yards  oloth 

681  yards  olotb 

40<  pairs  clotb  trousers  . 

1,158|  yards  clotb 

14,164  yards  satinet 

80,982  yards  flannel 

4,888i  yards  flannel 

8,999  yards  satinet 

13,386  yards  flannel 

6831  yards  oloth 

974  yards  oloth 

846f  jrards  oloih 

7.800  silk  bandkerohielii 

536  vards  oloth 

1.963  yards  cloth 

8701  yards  cloth 

1,175  yards  oloth 

901  yards  cloth , 

1.873  yards  cloth , 

7,800  silk  band  kerchiefs 

3.005f  ysrds  oloth 

89,916  yards  flannel 

15,845}  yards  flannel 

4,000  yards  flannel 

Total  amount  paid 


Amonnt 
paid. 


$13, 439  30 

11,893  44 

10,709  88 

8,638  00 

3,464  00 

3,600  00 

4,634  00 

17, 705  00 

14, 057  94 

3,138  36 

11,348  75 

8,968  63 

8,491  00 

3.896  00 

3,387  00 

8,885  52 

8,144  00 

7,858  00 

3.481  00 

4.700  00 

3,604  00 

5,098  00 

8,740  08 

18,083  00 

30. 649  04 

10, 933  57 

8,760  00 


804,637  45 


Date  of  pay- 
ment 


July,  1876. 
July,  1876. 
July,  1876. 
July,  1876. 
July.  1876. 
Aug.,  1876. 
Aug.,  1876. 
Aujc  1876. 
Aug.,  1876. 
Angn  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  lf(76. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
S«pt,  1876. 
Sept,  1876. 
Sept.,  1876. 
Snpt.,  1876. 
Oct,    1876. 


AMOUNTS  PAID  TO  WILLIAM  MATHEWS. 


May 

May 

May 

May 

May 

May 

May 

June 

June 

Jone 

June 

Jane 

July 

July 

July 

Aug. 

Aug. 

Oct 

Oct, 

Oct 

A/eo. 

Deo. 

Deo. 

Dec 


37,1875 
87,1875 
31, 1875 
31, 1875 
31, 1875 
31, 1875 
31. 1875 
9,1875 
9,1875 
81, 1875 
81, 1875 
81, 1875 
13,1875 
13,1875 
13,1875 
9, 1875 
9,1875 
15,1875 
15,1875 
85,1875 
31. 1875 
31, 1875 
31, 1875 
31, 1875 


1,017  pairs  oloth  trousers 

895  pairs  satinet  trousers 

400  boys' overshirts 

400  boys'  undersbirts 

400  boys'  drawers 

300  boys'  satinet  troasers 

800  boys'  working-suiu 

1,634  C.  D.  trousers 

464  working-suits 

1,369  C.  D.  trousers 

1.007  sheetlng-frooks 

808  workiuK-suits 

497  pairs  C.  D.  trousers 

740  sheetinjg-frooks 

1,875  working-suits 

936  sheeting-frocks 

8,863  working-suits 

1,293  pairs  cloth  trousers 

85  pairs  boys'  satinet  trousers 

1.035  cloth  troasers 

89  boys' OTorshirts 

801  boys*  overshirts 

347  boys'  undershirts 

473  boys' drawers 

Total  amonnt  paid 


71.380  86 


$7,687  50 

Oct 

—,1876 

1,853  75 

Oot 

—,1876 

1,540  00 

Oct. 

— »1876 

900  00 

Oct 

—.1876 

800  00 

Oct 

—.1876 

1.125  00 

Oct. 

—.1876 

650  00 

Oct 

—.1876 

4,073  73 

Oct 

—.1876 

1,702  79 

Oct 

-,1876 

3, 448  35 

Oct. 

— ,  1876 

8,538  10 

Oct 

—,1876 

3,990  61 

Oct 

—.1876 

1,238  43 

Oct 

—,1876 

1.889  06 

Oct 

—,1876 

6.821  63 

Oct 

—.1876 

8, 275  95 

Oct 

—.1876 

10.247  81 

Oct 

—.1876 

9,697  50 

Dec. 

—,1876 

318  75 

Deo. 

—.1876 

7,762  50 

Deo. 

—.1876 

111  65 

Deo. 

—,1876 

783  60 

Deo. 

—,1876 

780  75 

Deo. 

—,1876 

946  00 

Dec. 

—,1876 

AMOUNTS  PAID  TO  GEORGE  P.  GOFF. 


May  85,1876 
Jone  8, 1876 
Jane  9. 1876 
June  83, 1876 


1,000  mattresses,  8  covers  each 

do 

do 

3,000  mattresses,  8  covers  each 

Total  amount  iwid 


16,600  00 
6,600  00 
6,600  00 

13.300  00 


33,000  00 


July 
July 
July 
July 


-.1876 
-.1876 
.,  1876 
-.  1876 
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AMOUNTS  PAID  TO  WILLIAM  McKNIGHT. 


Date  of  de- 
livery. 


Pee.  11.1873 
Nov.  ],  1876 
Nov.     1, 1876 


Articles. 


113  pairfibootn 

l.OGO  paira  calf  sbooa. 
1,000  pairs  kip  shoes  . 


Total  amoant  paid 


Aroonnt 
paid. 


$573  44 
3,050  00 
2.900  00 


9,  523  44 


Date  of  pay- 
ment. 


Oct 

Nov. 

Nov. 


—.1876 
-,  18:« 
— ,ie7ti 


RfcCAFnULATlOX. 

Total  paid  to  T.  "W.  BIpelow |304,fi37  45 

Total  paid  to  W.  Mathews ? 71,3fl0  f6 

Total  paid  to  G.  P.  G«»ff 33,000  00 

Total  paid  to  W.  McKnight 6,583  44 

Grand  total 315,54k  75 


Exhibit  G. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Provisions  and  Clothing, 

Washington,  February  — ,  1878. 

Sir  :  In  respoDse  to  tbe  call  of  tbe  honoraUe  Committee  ou  Expeoditures  in  tho  Nuvy 
Department  for  certain  information,  the  bureau  has  the  honor  to  submit  the  following 
statements: 

J.  Of  hUXs  called  for  by  the  bnrean,  and  submitted,  and  by  whom,  and  wh'^ther  ac- 
cepted or  not,  for  provisions  and  clothing,  for  the  navy-yard.  Mare  Island,  from  July 
1,  1875,  to.  the  present  time. 

2.  Of  requisitions  approved  by  the  bnrean  for  provision,  clothing,  small  stores,  and 
continu:eut.  to  be  delivered  at  th%  navy-yard.  Mare  Island,  for  the  saine'time. 

'A,  Of  provisions  and  clathing  delivered  at  Mare  Island,  under  open  purchase—same 
time.  • 

.4.  Of  provisions,  clothing,  small  stores,  and  contingent  purchased  at  all  stations,  by 
order  «)f  the  bureau,  and  by  open  purchase,  from  July  1,  1875,  to  the  present  time. 
5.  Explaining  transfer  of  $.300,<'00,  and  other  amounti>. 

G.  Of  quantity  of  clothing  ou  hand,  November  24, 1877,  and  of  the  average  yearly, 
issue  for  the  last  three  years. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER. 
Paymasler-Oeneralf  United  States  Xary. 
Hon.  Ben  J.  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  of  the  Xacy  Department, 

Washington,  D,  C. 


No.  1. — Sfalement  of  proposals  for  provisions  and  tHothing  for  the  nary-yard,  Mare  Island 
reotired  by  ilie  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing  from  July  1,  1875,  to  January  31, 
1878. 

Mission  and  Pacific  Mills,  California,  offer  to  furnish  'blue-cloth  trowsers.    Accepted. 

Cutting  Packing  Company.  Calffornia,  off  ir  to  furnish  canned  beef  and. pickles.    The 
bnrean  declined  above  offer,  not  needing  the  articles,  and  referred  the  matter  to  pay 
officer  at  San  Francisco. 
•  J.  F.  Tobin,  off«r  to  furnish  fresh  beef  and  vegetables,  and  fresh  bread.    Accepted. 

California  Cracker  Company,  offer  to  furnish  hard  bread.    Accepted. 

San  Francisco  Cracker  Company,  offer  to  furnUh  hard  bread.    Ddoliued. 


No.  2.— Statement  of  requisitions  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  to  be 
delivered  at  the  navy-yard,  Mare  Island,  from  July  1, 1875,  to  date. 
1875. 

July  1.5,  pickles 1200  00 

August  5,  pickles 200  00 

August  5,  water - 52  50 

August  6,  water 143  32 
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1875. 

Aogpst  4,  beef,  pork,  pickles,  and  vinegar^ $5,233  10 

Aagubt  11,  water 149  94 

AagU8t21,l»eef,  &c 8,447  00 

Angnst  30,  fresh  bread 50  06 

October  8,  water 29  77 

November  1,  oak  wood 52  00 

November  9,  fresh  bread 79  57 

November  20,  water 89  54 

November  24,  water 13:5  40 

November  30,  fresh  bread 88  73 

December  9,  miscellaneous 158  50 

December  31,  fresh  bread 89  2S 

December  31,  water* 2  45 

1876. 

Jannary  22,  water 239  20 

JaDQary  31,  fresh  bread 186  00 

^braary  2,  water 175  00 

Febrnary  29, fresh  bread...' .• 100  82 

March  31,  miscellaoeons 47  25 

April  5,  fresh  bread 4 105  79 

April  7,  water 173  a5 

3!ay2,  bread 118  09 

May  H,  water 175  00 

May  8,  water 4 175  00 

May  19,  fresh  bread 26:J  56 

May  30,  fresh  bread 29  39 

June  17,  sugar 612  50 

July  26,  fresh  bread 78  93 

August  11,  fresh  bread 11  20 

December  11,  sugar 136  76 

1877. 

January  5,  sugar 144  46 

March  16,  bread .*. 9<X)  00 

March  16,  sugar 589  97 

March  29,  miscellaneous .*. 1,190  91 

March  16,  sugar 146  29 

April  27,  bread 195  00 

Juoe21,  wat«r 45  36 

July  2,  bread,  sugar,  and  vinegar 551  00 

July  16,  flour,  rice,  and  dried  apples 928  52 

July  16,  sugar  and  vinegar 2,743  59 

July  25,  sugar  and  rice 267  75 

August  7,  miscellaneous , 1 72  69 

August  14,  water 414  65 

August  23, 250  barrels  beef  (to  bo  advertised  for) 3,432  50 

October  1,  beans 168  00 

October  3,  flour,  sugar,  aud  beans 1,721  55 

October  4,  beans 33  60 

October  16,  preserved  meat,  rice,  dried  apples,  pickles^  tea,  coffee,  molasses, 

and  vinegar 281  93 

October  22,  miscellaneous 3  50 

November  17,  miscellaneous 87  75 

December  3,  water ^ 249  61 

31,995  93 
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No.  3. — Statement  of  provisions  and  clothing  delivered  at  the  nacif-yard.  Mare  lalandf  un- 
der open  purchase,  from  July  1,  1875,  to  January  1,  ld78. 

[The  bnreaa  can  give  no  inrorinatioD  as  to  the  nnmber  of  bids  called  for  by  the  pur- 
cbubiiig  otticer  at  Sao  FraucUco,  nor  as  to  the  uumber  submitted^  uur  by  whom.] 


Date. 


July,  1875 


Aof^.,  1875 
Sept,  1675 


Oct.,     1875 


Nov.,   1875 


Dec., 

1875 

Jan., 

1876 

Feb., 

1876 

Mar., 

1876 

^pril, 

1876 

Mny, 

1876 

M^y. 

lfi76 

June, 

1«76 

.fiinp, 

1876 

June, 

1876 

June, 

1876 

July, 

1H76 

July, 

1876 

JalV. 

1K76 

Aug., 

1P76 

Ann., 

1876 

Jan., 

1877 

Mar., 

1H77 

Mar., 

1877 

May, 

1877 

June, 

1877 

July, 

1877 

July, 

1877 

July. 

1877 

Jnly. 

1877 

Aug., 

1877 

Aa«., 

1877 

Aui., 

le?77 

Aug., 

1877 

Oct., 

1877 

Oct., 

1877 

Oct., 

1877 

Oct., 

1877 

Ocr., 

1877 

Oct., 

itm 

Nov., 

1877 

From  whom  received. 


Ledden,  Whipple  &  Co.,  100  barrels  beet 

Letldeu,  Whipple  6l  Co..  IS.*)  barrels  pork 

Leilden,  Whipple  Si  Co.,5J  barrels  flour 

Ledden,  Whipple  6c  Co  ,S,5*M  pounds  rice 

Ledden,  Whipple  &Co.,S.000  pounds  picklfs 

Ledden,  Whipple  Sc  Co.,  I8,S09  pounds  suitar 

Ledden,  Whipple  Si  Co.,  1,057  pounds  butter 

Ledden,  Whipple  Sc  Co.,  1,994  J^allons  beans 

Ledden,  Whipple  &  Co.,  517  f^llous  roolavses 

Califurola  Cracker  Company,  35,000  pounds  bread 

Vallojo  Water  Comphny,  90,400  ^allo'as  water 

Ledden,  Whipple  Sc  Co.,  3.000  pounds  pickles 

Ledden,  Whipple  Sc  Co.,  100  barrels  beef 

Ledden,  Whipple  Sc  Co.,  ItO  barrels  pork 

Ledden,  Whipple  Sc  Co.,:VOOO  pounds  gickles 

Ledden,  Wliipple  Si  Co  ,  518  jrallons  vinej^ar 

Goodsll,  Nelson  Sc  Perkins,  3,100  jrallons  water 

James  l>oni»eIly,  1,330  pounds  fresh  bread 

Goodoll,  Nelson  Si  Perkins.  9,pC0  gallons  water 

California  Cracker  Company,  3.U00  pounds  bread 

Vallejo  City  Water  Cumpan v.  17,010  gallons  water 

James  Donnelly.  1 ,955  pouncfs  fresh  bread 

W.  W.Uodjre  &:  Co.,  70  barrels  beef 

W.W.  Dodge  &  Co.,  101  barrels  pork 

W.  W.  Dodtfe  Sc  Co.,  3.5C0  poands  pickles 

W.W.Dodge  Sc  Co.,  11.997  pounds  sugar 

W.W.Dodge  Sc  Oo.,  3,376  pounds  butter 

W.  W.  Dwljje  &Co.,  1.7-23  gallons  beans 

W.  W.  Dodge  Si  Co.,  4.'>2|  gallons  molasses 

W.  W.Dodge  &  Co.,  447i  gallons  vinegar 

James  Donnelly,  9,180  pounds  fresh  bread 

Vallejo  City  Water  Company,  43,300  gallons  water 

California  Cracker  Company,  15,000  pounds  bread 

Vallt-jo  City  Water  Com  piny,  9,370  gallons  water 

Goodsll,  Nelson  6c  Perkins,  1 1.500  gallons  water 

James  Donnelly,  3,345  pounds  fresh  bread 

California  Cracker  Company,  5.000  ponnds  bread 

Vallejo  tvity  Water  Company,  4.800  gallons  water 

James  Donnelly,  3,441  pounds  fresh  bread 

James  Donnellj',  3,1535  pounds  fr^sh  bread 

Qnodall,  Nelson.  Perkins  Si  Co..  7,400  gallonn  water 

Califoruia  Cracker  Company.  5  000  pounds  bread 

G«HMlall,  NcliMm  Si  Perkins,  1.3,400  gallons  water 

James  Donnelly,  3.675  pounds  fresh  bread 

James  Donnelly,  3,6.'^  pounds  fresh  bread 

James  Donnelly.  654  pounds  fresh  bread v 

John  Faust,  1,150  pounds  froxh  bread 

John  Faust,  3,604  ponnds  breai , 

Cal  forniu  Cracker  Company,  30,00")  ponnds  brea4l 

VsllHoCity  Water  (y'orapauy,  100.000  gallons  water 

W.  W.  Dodge  Si  Co..  5.000  pour d^  sugar 

Goodall.  Nelson  Sc  Perkins,  15,100  gallons  water 

Califomia  Cracker  Company.  10  000  pounds  broad 

John  Faust,  3, 103  pounds  fresh  bread 

John  Faust,  349  pounds  fre^h  bread 

Ledden,  Whipple  Sc  Co.,  1.053  ponnds  sugar 

Newton  Bros.  Sc  Co.,  1.133  ponnds  sngar 

W.W.Dodge  »V  Co.,  6,366  ponnds  sngar 

California  Cracker  Company,  1.5,000  pounds  bread , 

California  Cracker  Company,  3,000  ponnds  bread 

Gomlall,  Perkins  Sc  Co.,  4,30*1  gallons  water 

Califomia  Cracker  Company,  .^OOO  pounds  broad 

W.  W.  Dodge  Sc  Co.,  300  pounds  rice 

W.  W.  Dodge  Sc  Co.,  4,336  pounds  sugar 

W.  W.  Dwlge  Sc  Co.,  764  galh>ns  vinegar 

J.  M.  Josselyn  Sc  Co.,  3.0(^  ponnds  rice 

J.  M.  Josselyn  Sc  Co.,  13,310  ponnds  sngar 

Goodall,  Perkins  Sc  Ci»..  39.600  gallons  water 

P.  Vau  Bever,  1,034  gallons  vinegar 

G.  M.  Josselyn  Sc  Co..  7,690  pounds  sugar    

Csllfnrnia  Cracker  Companv. 36  barrels  of  flour ^.... 

W.  W.  Dodge  &  Co.,  33  barrels  flour 

W.  W.  Dodge  &  Co.,  500  pounds  rice 

W.  W.Dodge  Si  Co.,  103  ponnds  dried  apples , 

W.  W.  D«Nlge  Sc  Co.,576  gallons  lieans 

W.  W.Dodge  &  Co.,  800  gsll'>usb9an8 


Amonnt. 

$1,800  00 

3,  437  50 

397  50 

384  40 

ano  0(1 

S.  366  08 

538  'A} 

583  30 

330  73 

1, 5110  DO 

158  19 

300  CO 

1.800  00 

3,900  00 

300  00 

833  10 

36  15 

50  06 

113  79 

IfO  OO 

39  77 

79  57 

1.190  00 

3,808  00 

367  50 

1.5,'i9  61 

1,  fi39  00 

568  59 

160  64 

154  39 

88  73 

75  77 

900  CO^ 

10  33 

133  40 

89  28 

300  00 

7  35 

96  53 

luO  83 

85  10 

30)  10 

154  10 

105  79 

118  09 

39  39 

51  75 

117  18 

1, 300  OO 

175  m 

613  50 

173  65 

600  00 

94  Oil 

11  80 

136  76 

144  4ii 

7:i6  36 

900  00 

195  00 

45  36 

835  00 

15  00 

543  00 

36  33 

140  00 

1, 503  96 

414  &5 

336  05 

903  58 

808  00 

848  00 

34  37 

8  16 

801  60 

880  00 
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J^tatement  of  prorisiona  and  cloiking  delivered  at  the  navy-yard.  Mare  Island,  ^c. — Cont'd. 


Dato. 


From  whom  received. 


Amount. 


Nov.,  18T7 
Nov.,  1877 
Nov.,  1877 
Nov.,  1617 
Nov.,   1877 


G.  M.  JoBselyn  &  Co.,  2,G66  poonds  rice 

G.  M.  Jo9«elyD  &  Co.,  1,306  pouuds  dried  appieti 

G.  M.troMelvn  Sc  Co.,  5,034  poands  sagar 

Goodall,  PerciDB  &,  Co.,  34.400  fialloDS  water...'. 
\VatsoD,  Merry  Sc  Co.,  S50  barrels  beef 

Grand  total , 


$199  9.5 

81  96 

596  60 

249  61 

3,438  50 

43,196  00 


No.  4. — Statement  of  provisions^  clothing,  small  stores,  and  contingent  purchased  at  all 
stations,  by  order  of  the  bureau  and  by  optn  purchase,  from  July  1,  lS7b,  to  thepresent  time. 

By  order  of  barean — 

Provisions $577,718  71 

Clothing 445,092  59 

Small  PtoreH 94,703  14 

Contingent 30,112  87 

By  open  purchase — 

Provisions $752,779  89 

Clothing 21,438  33 

Small  stores 107, 0:«  59 

Contingent -. 30,075  38 


No.  5.— In  explanation  of  the  transfer  of  $300,000,  the  bnrean  wonld  8tat«  that  it  Is 
known  that  all  expenses  on  its  accnmit  on  foreign  stations  are  paid  from  the  appro- 
priation ^'  Pay  of  the  Navy  ''  ($618,334.05  was  paid  on  this  account  during  the  last  tiscal 
year),  and  afterward  refunded  or  reimbursed  from  the  appropriations  of  the  burejiu 
to  the  appropriation  **Pay  of  the  Navy,"  and  this  refunding  or  reimbursing  of  the 
$300,000,  and  other  amounts,  it  is  presumed  is  to  settle  the  claims  upon  the  bureau  from 
appropriation  "Pay  of  the  Navy." 

The  above-mentioned  transfers  or  reimbursements  are  not  made  by  the  bureau. 


Xo.  6. — Statement  of  the  quantity  of  clothing  on  hand  at  date  of  last  return  (yovember  24, 

1877),  and  of  the  average  yearly  issue  for  the  last  three  years. 


Articles. 


Pea-jacketa 

Mou  key -Jackets 

Kound-jackets • 

Blue  cloth  tro wsers 

Satinet  trowsera 

Canvas  dnck  trowsers 

Sheeting  frocks 

Blue  flannel  overshirts 

Blue  flannel  undershirts 

Blue  flannel  drawers 

Bine  cloth yanls. 

Bine  satinet yards. 

.„,       -         ,        C3-4wide yanls. 

Blue  flannel...  J  g.^^ijg J^rf,, 

Thin  flannel yards. 

Bamslev  sheeting yards. 

Canvas  duck yards. 

Boota P«l»8. 

Calf  shoes pair«- 

Kip  shoes pairs. 

Woolen  aocks pairs. 

Mattresses pairs. 

Blankets pairs. 

Blue  cloth  caps 

Black  silk  handkerchiefs 

Working  suits 


Quantity  on 
band. 


8,724 
13, 39-2 

20,650 
24,909 
2:1,  574 
21.225 
25,  a')4 
2.J.  72g 
23,858 
27, 163 
99,219 
176,  321 
79,500 
18,102 
24,  9f*9 
40. 096 

8,367 
17,268 
17.234 
34,  492 

7.440 
15,991 
16.035 
29,  .14 1 

8.390 


Averafre 
yearly 
i(»sue. 


365 
374 
68 
2,883 
5.  675 
2,783 
1.512 
4,068 
4,598 
4,026 
5,733 
9,754 

75,062 

1,288 

10,2.19 

5,521 

703 

7,666 

3,407 

16,935 

2.704 

5,678 

4.764 

10,  582 

2,99;) 


Estimated  supply  for 
yearly  issue. 


23  years. 
35  .\cars. 
Not  nnifonu. 

7  3'eara. 
4  years. 

8  years. 
14  years. 

6  j'eari*. 
41  years. 
5ft  years. 
4}  years. 
10  years. 

4  years. 

14  years. 
2  years. 

7  yeara. 
10  years. 
2  years. 

5  years. 

2  yeaiift. 
2^  years. 
2|  years. 

3  years. 
2i  years. 
2|  years. 


NoTK.— The  price  of  clothius^  has  been  reduced  aUont  16i  per  cent.,  commencing  January  1, 1878.  or 
as  soon  after  that  date  as  the  receipt  of  thA  order;  which  will  no  doubt  materially  increaae  the  issoes, 
and  some  articles  may  not  Uat  as  lonR  aa  a\jo\e  taWmaXt^. 
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Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing, 

Ftbruary  7,  1878. 

Sir:  In  reply  to  the  request  of  the  committee  for  supplementary  information,  the 
bureau  respectfully  submits  the  foUowiug: 
7.  A  statement  of  the  balances  on  hand  February  1,  1876. 
H.  (This  is  answered  by  statement  numbered  6.) 

9.  (No  quantity  of  any  article  of  stores  was  purchased  during  the  last  year  in  excess 
of  the  needs  of  the  year.) 

10.  (An  explanation  of  the  transfer  of  $300,000  and  other  amounts  is  given  in  the 
statement  numbered  5.) 

11.  A  statement  of  the  amounts  of  stores  advertised  for  from  July  1, 1875,  to  date. 
(The  amount  of  other  purchases  is  ^iven  in  statement  No.  4.) 

Very  respectfully^  &c., 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Paymaeter  General,  i\  k  X. 
Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Expenditures,  ^-c. 


No.  7. — Balances  February  1, 1878. 


Provisions,  1876 $171  61 

Provisions,  1877 I,6rf7  52 

Provisions,  1878 586,816  40 

Clothing  fund 89,70*2  7'S 

Clothing  fund,  1876 23  50 

Contingent,  1876 253  11 

Contingent,  1877 322  92 

Contingent,  1878 17,299  32 


$583, 075  53 


These  balances  are  from  the  books  of  the  bureau.  Once  a  month  the  Fourth  Auditor 
ot  the  Treasury  notifies  the  department  of  credits  to  the  clothing,  on  which  notitiuatiou 
the  balance  to  credit  of  clothing  is  based. 


No.  8. — Stores  received  under  contract  and  advertisement  from  July  1,  1375,  to  January  1, 

1878. 


Articles  contracted  for. 


Where. 


250  barrels  beef 

lO.COU  gallons  beans 

10,000  ponods  salt-water  soap 

100,000  pounds  sugar 

100,000  pounds  sugar 

3,000  gallons  molattsea  (btrrels) 

2.000  gallons  molasses  (balf-bairels) . 

100,0(i0  pounds  salt-water  soap 

30  000  pounds  candles 

30  000  spoolt  silk 

lU.OOO  thimbles 

5.000  jaok-knives 

5,000  scissors , 

i{.500raxors 

2,000  strops 

5,000  cakes  soap , 

30,000  pieces  tape 

21  sets  steward  s  stores 

tiOO  pounds  camphor 

10  gallons  turpentine 

9  dozen  brushes 

luo  sheets  stenoil-paper 

150  pounds  twine 

6  cans  white  lead  (25  pounds  etch) . . 

Half-dozen  mallets 

3  feather  dusters 

2,000  yards  burlaps 

2,000  yards  enameled  cloth 


San  Francisco 

New  York 

Shu  Francisco 
jNow  York .... 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 


do 

do 

.dc 

do 

.do 

do 

do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 


Cost. 


$3,432  50 

3,  9t0  00 

700  00 

10,069  5(> 

8,  no  00 

1. 079  40 

750  00 

5, 500  00 

5, 700  00 

1,  750  00 

137  50 

1,  eO!)  liO 

1, 06^3  33 

e?5  0) 

400  OJ 

250  CO 

255  00 

964  '0 

178  £0 

4 

4 

7 


00 
00 
OJ 


49  50 
15  00 

1  ^0 

2  70 
240  00 
4bO  00 
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Stores  received  under  contract  and  adtertisementf  <f'C.—C  3D  tinned. 


Artlclea  contracted  for. 


10  reamn  wrapping-paper  . . 

i2  box-<)U«nen» 

r>  pouotis  Ump-wick 

SCNO  pounds  marline 

1  dozen  palms 

Freab  beef  and  v^etablea 
Do 


I>o 

Do , 

I>o 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Bale  in  IT  bread 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Fresh  bread  . . 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Navy  bread. ., 

Do 

Fresh  water ., 

Do 


Total 


Where. 


do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Boston 

Ponsaoola 

Portsmouth . . . 
New  York.... 
Philadelphia.. 
Snn  Francisco 
Waiihinfzton  .. 
PortRoval.... 

Norfolk 

Key  West  .... 
Philadelphia.. 

New  York 

Boston 

Norfolk 

Washington  .. 
Philadelphia . . 
PcrfcKoyal  ... 

New  York 

Norfolk 

Peusacola 

San  Francisco 

do 

Pensacola 

Port  Royal  . . . 
Norfolk 


Cost. 


13. 
3. 
5, 
1. 
1. 
6, 


9. 

1. 


tM  00 

1  00 

1  25 

S8  00 

1  P5 

101  60 

113  38 

317  15 

914  17 

»30  10 

190  56 

:>55  2-2 

117  3."i 

S95  39 

28  16 
217 
574 
2.^5  00 
837  00 

29  0:{ 
337  9S 
373  6-3 
499  61 
751  11 

13  20 
965  4ii 
601  00 

17  O.'i 
934  44 
419  87 


41 

40 


96.223  4d 


The  following  papers  were  snbmitted  as  part  of  the  testimony  of  Wm.  N.  Jeffers,  Feb- 
ruary 16,1878: 

Question.  Will  yon  make  a  sfatement  of  all  transactions  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  and 
Tip  to  January,  1878,  which  will  indicate  the  character  of  all  the  transactions  of  your 
bureau,  showing  how  purchases  were  made,  whether  by  advertisement  or  otherwise. 
And  9lso  a  statement  of  yonr  balances  up  to  the  Ist  of  January,  and  whether  yonr  ap- 
propriation is  adequate  for  the  coming  year. 

Answer.  Dnring  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1877,  and  np  to  Jannary  1, 1878,  the 
transactions  of  the  Bnreau  of  Ordnance  have  been  confined  shuply  to  supplying  at  the 
Heveral  navy-yards  and  stations  articles  reqnired  for  the  current  want«  of  the  service, 
for  which  the  sum  of  818ri,*<^5  was  expended  to  pay  labor  at  the  yards  and  stations, 
payable  on  pay-rolls  approved  by  the  commandants  and  bureau,  and  the  amounts  dis- 
bursed by  the  paymasters  at  the  yards. 

The  materials  required  to  replace  and  keep  np  stock  of  articles  to  be  used  have  been 
purchased  on  requisitions  made  at  the  yards  and  stations,  approved  by  the  command- 
ants and  ordnance  officers,  and  of  the  inspectors  as  to  quality  and  quantity,  also  by  the 
bureau,  and  purchased  by  the  purchasing-paymasters,  who  certify  on  the  bills  that  ar- 
ticles were  purchased  at  the  lowest  market  price.  The  cost  of  the  articles  not  exceed- 
ing the  sum  of  $1,000,  limited  by  regulations,  were  not  required  to  be  atlvertised  for, 
nnd  were  purchatfed  from  the  lowest  bidder  on  bids  presented  to  the  paymasters.  (Copies 
of  the  requisitions  and  bills  from  two  of  the  navy-yards  and  the  torpedo-station  are 
inclosed,  which  will  show  the  transaction  more  fully.) 

The  bureau  has  also  purchased,  during  the  above-named  time,  ordnance  and  gnn- 
powder  from  jiarties  direct — the  conversion  of  guns  from  the  Messrs.  Paulding,  Kemble 
4&  Co.,  and  South  Boston  Iron  Company,  with  whom  contracts  have  been  entered  into 
us  required  by  law.  This  work  was  contracted  for  without  advertising  in  accordance 
with  law  (sec.  3720,  p.  57,  laws  relating  to  the  Navy). 

A  statement  of  balances  up  to  the  1st  of  January,  1878,  is  inclosed.  The  balances  on 
that  date  are  sufficient  for  the  wants  of  the  bnrean  up  to  June  30,  1878. 

The  balance  under  appropriation  *' Ordnance,"  1877,816,743.81,  has  been  used  to  pay 
for  conversion  of  100-pounders  to  80- pounder  breech-loaders,  which  was  contracted  for 
prior  to  July  1, 1870,  There  is  a  balance  under  that  head  to  date  (February  15, 1878) 
of  $3,683.81.    Bills  in  favor  of 

Paulding,  Kemble  &  Co $4,401 

South  Boston  Iron  Company 8,659 


13,060 
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bUviog  been  paid  Bince  Janaary  1, 1878,  the  balance  will  be  used  to  pay  deferred  pay- 
ment. 

The  bnrean  has  an  appropriation  nnder  the  head  of  '*  Ordnance-materials — proceeds 
of  sales,''  being  proceeds  of  sales  of  condemned  ordnance,  &o.,  amounting  t^^  $75,000, 
which  has  been  expended  as  follows,  viz : 

West  Point  Foundery  (P.,  K.  &  Co.) : 
For  conrersiou  of  10  eleven-inch  guns  into  eight-inch  rifles,  proof,  &c ....  $16, 400  00 

Sooth  Boston  Iron  Co. :  , 

For  conversion  of  10  eleven-inch  gnns  ^nto  eight-inch  rifles,  proof,  &o....     18, 410  00 
For  1,000  eight-inch  shell  and  shell-boxes 17,210  2(5 

52, 020  26 

The  balance  under  this  head  will  be  used  to  pay  deferred  payment  of  Paulding,  Kem- 
ble  Sl  Co. 

WILLIAM  N.  JEFFER8, 
CommodarCj  Chief  qf  Bureau, 
Bureau  of  Ordnance,  February  15, 1878. 


•    Bureau  of  Ordnaxce,  Navy  Department, 

ffashington  Citify  January  3,  1878. 

Balances  in  Treasury  December  31, 1877.  ^ 

Appropriation '' Ordnance,''  1876 $4  39 

Appropriation  "  Ordnance,"  1877 16,743  81 

Appropriation  *' Ordnance,"  1878 107,005  52 

Appropriation  '^Contingent,"  1876 2  55 

Appropriation  "  Contingent,"  1877 266  53 

Appropriation  *' Contingent,"  1878 919  00 

Appropriation  "  Torpedo  Cor|isjn877 2  87 

Appropriation  "  Torpedo  Corps,"  1878 16,2:U  94 

Appropriation  "  Orduouce  materials — sales  " 23, 000  00 

WILLIAM  N.  JEFFER8, 
Commodore f  Chief  of  Bureau, 


[Ordnance  requisition  No.  400.] 

Ordnance  Department, 
United  States  Navy-Yard,  New  York, 

January  29,  1878. 

Sir  :  There  are  required  for  ordnance  purposes,  and  chargeable  to  appropriation 
ordnance,  1877-78, for  general  purposes — 

Articles  Estimate  oost 

3  coils  18-thrend  rattling  stuff  (about  330  pounds) 9*2  50 

2  coils  15-thread  rattling  stuff  (212  pounds) 53  00 

5,000  feet  l-inch  full  pine  boards,  13  feet  long  by  12  inches  wide,  second  quality.  100  00 

1  dozen  hickory  sledge  handles,  best  quality 3  60 

Total -./  239  10 

The  above-named  articles  are  not  in  store,  and  are  not  due  on  any  existing  order  or 
contract.  They  are  indispensably  necessary,  and  there  is  nothing  on  hand  that  will 
answer  the  purpose. 

Very  respectfully, 

F.  M.  RAMSAY, 
'  Commander  and  Inspector  of  Ordnance, 

Approved  January  29, 1878. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore^  Commandant 
Approved  January  30,  1878. 

WILLIAM  N.  JEFFERS, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 

To  be  ordered  by  purchasing  paymaster. 
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[Ordnance  reqnisition  No.  3.] 

Ordnanck  Dkpartmkxt, 
Ukitkd  States  Navy-Yaiid,  Washing  rox, 

January  Is,  1878. 

Sir:  There  are  rpqiiired  for  ordnance  purposes,  ard  chargeable  to  appropriation 
*•  Ordnance,"  lc'77-78,  fur  machine  and  fonndery  division ; 

Artlc!o8.  'Estimate  cost 

*  300  ponnds  ronnd  iron,    |  inch,  best  charcoal $12  00 

*  300  ponnds  ronnd  iron,    |  inch,  best  charcoal..! 12  00 

*  350  pouuds  round  iron,    f  inch,  best  charcoal 14  00 

"^  350  pounds  ronnd  iron,    |  inch,  best  charcoal 14  00 

^400  ponnds  round  iron,  l\  inches,  best  charcoal 16  00 

*  400  pounds  round  iron,  l|  inches,  best  charcoal 1 16  00 

*  400  pounds  ronnd  iron,  If  inches,  best  charcoal 16  00 

*200  pounds  tint  iron,  ^  inch  by  }  inch,  best  charcoal 8  00 

*250  ponnds  flat  iron,  \  inch  by  2  inches,  best  charcoal 10  00 

*400  ponnds  flat  iron,  2^  inches  by  1  inch,  best  charcoal lt>  00 

*400  ponnds  square  irou,2i  inches,  best  charcoal 16  00 

2  bars  round  iron,  3^  inches,  each  14  feet  long,  or  one  bar  28  feet  long,  if  ic  can 

be  furnished 31  36 

From  Phcenix  Iron  Company. 

The  above-named  articles  not  in  store,  and  not  due  on  any  existing  order  or 
contract,  are  indispensably  necessary,  and  there  is  nothing  on  hand  that  will  answer 
the  purpose. 

Very  respectfully, 

A.  8.  CROWNINSHIELD, 
Lieutenant  dmmander  and  Inspector  of  Ordnance, 
Approved  January  19, 1878. 

JNO.  C.  FEBIGER. 

Commodore^  Cofhmandant, 
Approved  January  21, 1878. 

WILLUM  N.  JEFFER8. 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
Ordered  by  bureau  from  Phasoix  Iron  Company,  Philadelphia. 


[Ordnance  requisition  No.  130.] 

Ordnance  Department, 
United  States  Torpedo  Station, 

September  15,  1877. 

Sir  :  There  are  required  for  ordnance  purposes,  and  chargeable  to  appropriation 

"  Torpedo  Corps," for . 

Articles.  Estimate  oosl 

1  rotary  cntter  for  sheet-platinum ^...  $29  JSO 

2  ounces  sheet-platinum 2:)  75 

4i  ounces  platina-silver  fuse-wire 73  85 

1    ounce  gold-iron  wire  for  fuse-experiments 39  37 

900  feet  kerite-covered  wire 54  00 

43  gravity  zincs 43  00 

1  mold  for  zinc-castings «. 38  67 

40  poundsebonite 62  50 

iiSO  ponnds  blue  vitriol 40  25 

6  pairs  machine-handles 27  00 

12  pairs  hinges 18  00 

1  differential  galvanometer 125  00 

1  electric  lamp  for  Lightning 137  .50 

Recommended  to  be  purchased  from  Moses  G.  Farmer,  Boston. 

The  above-named  articles  are  not  in  store,  and  are  not  due  on  any  existing  order  or 
contract,  and  are  indispensably  necessary,  and  there  is  nothing  on  hand  that  will 
answer  the  purpose. 

Very  respectfully, 

K.  R,  BREESE, 
Captain  U.  8*  N.^  Inspector  of  Ordnance, 
Approved  September  17, 1877. 

WILLIAM  N.  JEFFERS, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
To  be  purchased  from  Mopes  O.  Farmer,  Boston. 


* 


Ordered  from  post  paymaster,  3  AAUftx^  ^,  \%\^.  '^\iQ^\s\x\tQiQ.^Q\sivvD.^  «M;^a^!^Tk»>H^3xuUlI. 
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Boston,  September  19, 1877. 

Bareaa  of  OrdDance  to  Moses  G.  Farmer,  coDsalting  and  electrical  engineer. 

For  1  rotary  cotter  for  sbeet-platinum $29  50 

For  2  OQDces  sbeet-platioum 23  75 

For  4|  ounces  platiuum-silver  fnse-wire 73  85 

For  1  onnce  gold-iron  wire,fn8e  esjMriments 39  37 

For  900  feet  kerite-covered  wire 54  00 

For  43  gravity  zincs 43  00 

Fori  mold  for  zinc  castings «, 38  67 

For  40  pounds  ebonite 62  £0 

For  350  pounds  blue  vitriol 40  25 

For  6  pairs  macbine-handles 27  00 

For  12  pairs  binges 18  00 

For  1  differential  galvanometer 125  00 

For  1  electric  lamp  (for  tbe  Ligbtning) 137  50 

712  39 
I  certify  tbat  tbe  above  bave  been  received  on  requisition  No.  130. 

K.  R.  B]v£BSEi, 
Ckiptain  U,  S.  JVhry,  Inspector  of  Ordnance f  in  charge  of  Station* 


United  Spates  Navy  Department,  to  Moses  G.  Farmer,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Torpedo  Corps,"  1878.] 

September  19, 1877.  For  electrical  apparatus,  d&c..(as  per  bill) $712  39 

(As  per  certiticate  from  Captain  Breese.) 

Bureau  of  Ordnance, 
Xavy  Viparimmt,  Sepiemhtr  27,  1877. 

Approved  for  seven  hundred  and  twelve  dollars  and  tbirty-nine  cents,  payable  by 
<be  paymaster  at  Newport,  R.  I. 

Chief  of  the  Burtau, 

Received  ,  187  ,  of  ,  paymaster  at  ,  tbe  sum  of  dollars  and 

cents,  in  full  for  th«  above  bill. 

MOSES  G.  FARMER. 

New  York,  August  11, 1877. 

United  States  torpedo  station,  Newport,  R.  I.,  bougbt  of  H.  Goebeler  &,  Co.,  manu- 
facturers and  importers  of  chemical  apparatus,  chemicals,  &c.,  14  Bond  street,  near 
Broadway. 

5  bottles,  60,  5  lbs.  bfst  com.  sulphuric  ether,  4.40 $5  00 

1  lb.  Merck's  hydrofluoric  acid,  4.40 3  00 

1  lb.  Merck's  sulphide  sodium,  cryst.  and  bottle,  4.40 1  50 

Packing 50 

Net 10  00 

I  certify  that  the  above  have  been  received  on  reauisition  105,  approved  by  bureau. 

K.  R.  BREESE, 
Captain  U,  S,  JVat%  Inspector  of  Ordnance,  in  charge  of  Station. 


United  States  Navy  Department,  to  H.  Goebeler  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "Torpedo  Corps,"  1878.] 

August  lly  1877.  To  chemical  s  furnished  for  use  of  Torpedo  Corps  (as  per  bill ) . .  $10  00 

Bureau  of  Ordnance, 
Navy  Department,  August  27, 1877. 

Approved  for  $10,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at  Newport,  R.  I. 

WILLIAM  N.  JEFFERS, 

Chief  of  the  Burea^, 

Received  ,  187  ,  of  ,  pay  master  at  the  sum  of  dollars  and 

cents,  in  full  for  the  above  bill. 

H.  GOEBELER  &  CO. 
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[ReqaisitioD  131.] 

New  York,  TenthmantX  8, 1877. 

United  States  torpe<lo  station,  Newport,  R.  I.,  i)onght  of  Whitall,  Tatum  A  Co., 
uiannfactarera  of  draggists'  glassware,  &c.,  No.  46  Barclay  street. 

10  gross  corks,  assorted,  superfine,  No.  I  to  No.  6,  at  41  cents $4  10 

2  gross  corks,  sapertine,  No.  7,  at  86  cents 1  72 

2  gross  corks,  superfine.  No.  8,  at  $1.08  « 2  IH 

2  gross  corks,  superfine,  No.  9,  at  |1.2:i 2  46 

2  gross  corks,  superfine.  No.  10,  at  $1.46 2  92 

^  dozen  enameled  graduates,  D  5,  4-ounce,  at  $5.50 $0  92 

1^  dozen  enameled  graduates,  D  5, 16-ounce,  at  $12 2  00 

2  92 
33i  per  cent 97 

1  9o 

i  dozen  Mill,  chemical  Jars,  pints  3,  at  $120 3  60 

I  dozen  Mill,  chemical  jars,  quarts  3,  at  $1.50 4  50 

i  dozen  Woulff  bottles,  two  neck,  i  pint,  at  $9.60 $2  40 

i*dozen  Wonlff  bottles,  two  neck,  i  pint,  at  $12 3  00 

i  dozen  precipitate  jars,  1  gallon,  at  $17 2  83 

1  dozen  precipitate  jars,  2  gallons,  at  $31 ^ 5  17 

2  dozen  inverted  show-bottles,  4-ounce,  at  35  cents ,         70 

3  dozen  inverted  show-bottles,  8-ounoe,  at  40  cents 120 

3  dozen  inverted  show-bottles,  16-ounce,  at  50  centa 1  50 

I  dozen  1-ounce  tunnels,  at  $1.40 70 

i  dozen  2-onuce  tunnels,  at  $1.50...... ^ 75 

I  dozen  i-piut  retorts,  at  $4.65 2  3:i 

i  dozen  pint  retorts,  at  $7.25 3  63 

1  dozen  ^-gallon  specie  jars  and  lids 4  60 

4  dozen  4-ounce  8.  F.  salt-mouths,  at  $3 12  00 

4  dozen  8-ounce  S.  F.  salt-mouths,  at  $3.40 15  60 

4  dozen  16-ounce  S.  F.  saU-mouthn,  fct  $4.20 16  80 

2  do^en  :^-ounce  S.  F.  salt-mouths,  It  $5.50 11  00 

2  dozen  8-onnce  sachets,  net,  $2.r)0 5  00 

i  dozen  S.  F.  chloroform,  i-piut,  at  ^ 4  00 

88  21 
50  per  cent 44  10 

44  11 

10  per  cent 4  41 

39  70 

Box  and  packing 70 

Cartage 50 

i  dozen  pint  acids,  at  $3 ..•• 1  50 

70  81 
I  certify  that  the  above  have  been  received. 

K.  R.  BREESE, 
Captain  ^  S,  Kaey,  iMpeeUtr  Ordnance^  in  charge  of  Station, 


United  States  Navy  Department,  to  Whitall,  Tatum  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation  "  Torpedo  Corps,"  1878.] 

October  8,  1877.  For  corks,  jars,  &o $70  81 

(As  per  certificate  from  Captain  Breese.) 

Bureau  of  Ordnance, 
yavif  Department^  October  2*J,  1877. 

Approved  for  seventy  dollars  and  eighty-one  ceuts,  payable  by  the  paymaster  at 
Newport,  R.  I. 

WILLIAM  N.  JEFFER8, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau. 

Received  ,  187    ,  of  Joseph  Foster,  paymaster  at  United  States  torpedo  sta- 

tion, Newport,  R.  1.,  the  sum  of  seventy  dollars  and  eighty-one  cents,  in  full  for  the 
above  bill. 

WHITALL,  TATUM  &,  CO. 
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United  States  Nayy  Department,  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  to  David  Babcook  &  Co.,  Dr. 

[Appropriation, "  Ordnance,  1877-78."] 
1878. 

Jan.  21. — 500  pounds  white  lead,  in  oil,  at  9^  cents $47  50 

12  pounds  patent  driers,  1-pouud  cans,  at  9|  cents 1  14 

Total 48  64 

Bureau  order  January  12, 1878. 

Correct.    The  above  articles  were  purchased  at  the  lowest  market-price. 

A.  H.  OILMAN, 

Faif'Inepector, 

Beceived  the  above-mentioned  articles. 

F.  M.  RAMSEY, 
Inspector  of  Ordnance. 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  charged  above,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality  and  the  quantities  correct.^ 

WM.  WATTS, 
Lieutenant  and  Inspector. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  forty-eight  dollars  and  sizty-fonr  cents. 
Navy-Yaiid,  New  Yokk,  January  24,  1878. 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
•  Commodore,  Commandant, 

Approved  for  forty -eight  dollars  and  sixty-four  cents  Jannarv  25, 1878. 

WILLIAM  N.  JEFFERS, 

Commodore^  Chief  of  Bureatt. 


United  States  Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  to  George  P.  Goff,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  "Ordnance,  1877-78."] 
1878. 

Jan.  10.—    6  sides  lacing-leather,  at  $3.50 $21  00 

205i)ounds  cotton-waste,  at  15  cents 30  75 

100  i>ouuds  Lewises  whit^  lead,  at  10^  cents 10  50 

3  dozen  corn-brooms,  at  $3.75 11  25 

30  pounds  signal-halhard  stuff,  at  25  cents 7  50 

Total 81  00 

Requisition  No.  1,  December. 8,  1877,  from  Bellevue  magazine;  bureau  order  De- 
cember 10, 1877.    No.  72,  December  18,  1877;  bureau  order  December  19, 1877. 
Correct.    The  above  articles  were  purchased  at  the  lowest  market  price. 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 

Pay-Inspector,  U,  8.  N. 

Beceived  the  above-mentioned  articles. 

A.  S.  CROWINSHIELD, 
Heutenant-Commander  and  Inspector  of  Ordnance, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  charged  above,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality  and  'the  quantities  correct. 

E.  C.  PENDLETON, 
Lieutenant,  U.  S,  N.,  Inspector. 

This  bill  is  approved  for  eighty-one  dollarfi. 
Navy-Yard,  Washington,  January  11, 1878. 

JNO.  C.  FEBIGER, 

Commodore,  Commandant. 

Approved  for  eighty-one  dollars  January  12, 1878. 

WILLIAM  N.  JESTERS, 
Commodore,  Chief  of  Bureau, 
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United  Slates  Navy  Department,  Bareaa  of  Ordnance,  to  William  Matthews,  Dr. 

[Appropriation,  "Ordnance,  1873-74."] 
1873. 

July  12.  10  barrels  lime,  at  $2.65 |26  m 

.•^OO  ponnds  cut  spikes,  S-incbf  at  8 40  00 

.500      **          "        "        10.incb,at8 40  00 

300      "          "        "       12-incli,at« 24  00 

.')00      "         "        "       40d.,atU 4.5  00 

206  ponnds,  12  sheets,  cold -rolled  copper,  3Q  X  60,  at  55 113  30 

1  dozen  files,  14-inch,  flat,  at  |12 12  00 

1    "         "          "          balfround,  at|l4 14  00 

1     "      mill-saw  files,  8-inch,  at  |(9 9  00 

1    "        "            "        5  inch,  at  $-2.50 2  50 

1    "        "            *<        4-inch,  at  $2 2  00 

1    "        "            "        3-incb,  at$1.75 175 

1  wire  KSLUf^,  round,  at  $5 5  00 

1  door  lock,  8-incb,  at  $1.75 1  75 

1  sqhare-pan  swage,  at  $5.50 5  aO 

1  pair  band-shears.  No.  7,  at  $2.75 '. 2  75 

2  pairs  dividers,  ^  Vo  inch,  at  75 1  50 

3  puttj-knives,  at  30 90 

42  gallons  alcohol,  at  |2.25 ^4  50 

100  ponnds  cotton-waste  (clean),  at  16 16  00 

2  dozen  corn-brooms.  No.  9,  at  $6 12  00 

1  dozen  sash  tools,  Nos.  5  and  7,  French,  at  $2.25 2  25 

3  dnsters  (painter's),  at  40 % 1  20 

6  paint-brushes  (6)  extra,  at  $2.50 15  00 

3  window-brnsbes,  at  75 2  ^ 

6  banimer-bandles,  at  16( 4. 1  00 

I  gross  corks  (lar^e),  at  $5 2  50 

25  pounds  camphor,  at  75 18  75 

500  pounds  rf»d  lead  (drj),  at  15 75  00 

Iscytbe,  at  $4 4  00 

G  pairs  3-incb  iron  butt-hinges,  at  20 1  20 

50  pounds  sal  soda,  at  5 ..«. 2  50 

524  feet  U-inch  pine  boards,  at  7i 39  30 

40  yards  red  bunting,  18  inches  wide,  at  40 16  00 

40      **     white    "         18    "            "            40 16  00 

40      "     blue      "         18   '"           "           40 16  00 

Total 682  90 

Correct.    The  above  articles  were  purchased  at  lowest  market-price. 

GEORGE  F.  CUTTER, 

Pay- Director,  U.  S.  N, 
Received  the  above-mentioned  articles. 

RICHARD  W.  MEADE, 
Commander  and  Inspector  of  Ordnance, 

Having  fully  examined  tbe  articles  charged  above,  I  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality  and  tbe  quantities  correct. 

C.  J.  BARCLAY, 
Lieutenant  Commander  and  Inspecting  Officer, 

This  bill  is  approved  for  six  hundred  and  eighty-two  dollars  and  ninety  cents. 

S.  C.  ROWAN, 
Vice-Admiral,  CommaniHing, 
Navy- Yard,  New  York,  July  17,  1873. 

Approved  for  six  hundred  and  eighty-two  dollars  and  ninety  cents  July  19, 1873. 

WILLIAM  N.  JEFFER8, 

Cki^  of  Bureau, 


k 
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QnestioD  2.  In  addition  to  jonr  statement,  please  show  the  amonnt  of  material  on 
baud  iu  your  bureau  and  tbe  value  of  that  material. — Answer: 

Ordnance  equipments  and  stores  on  hand  January  1,  1878. 


Yards. 

Ready  for 
issue. 

Bequirlng 
repairs. 

Materials. 

Pattern 
articles. 

Unservice- 
able. 

Total. 

Portnnionth 

1651, 957  80 

1,458.214  69 

2,  603. 986  58 

628.  366  62 

523. 594  20 

9:K,522  99. 

476,260  10 

1,665,403  16 

161, 407  36 

25, 677  C6 

77, 525  76 

155,  485  08 
161. 519  Ul 
466.830  58 
244. 994  82 
242,  435  32 
73. 646  99 

184,838  07 

1, 780, 228  26 

236,713  20 

9,284  51 

409.  419  58 

23,881  02 

13,026  05 
2,130  88 
4,395  19 
3, 523  45 
3, 458  01 
:«4  87 

15,200  50 

6. 144  37 

40,959  41 

.  5",  908  56 

48, 878  ^0 
4,824  65 

$800. 117  50 
3.408.237  21 

BOAtOU 

New  York 

3.  852, 884  86 
945, 078  17 

1,237,785  81 

1, 03.'>,  210  55 
476,260  10 

1,83:<,07I  54 
182,  894  45 
333, 718  15 

179,531  96 

LeA^e  iMlaud 

TVaabSiigton 

Norfulk 

Peusacola ........... 

Mare  Island 

Naval  Academy  .... 

Torpedo  Stat  inu 

Naval  exi>eriinental 
batterv ........... 

126,761  76 

22,356  84 

675  84 

304,281  71 

102, 006  SO 

2,280  59 
15,  853  31 

16.  869  19 

4, 9.-)7  94 

287  16 

3,  472  22 

Total 

9, 204, 916  33 

1,  874,  745  78 

2, 963, 685  23 

35, 012  55 

187, 03U  51 

14, 285, 390  40 

N.  B.— Tlie  values  here  ^iven  are  tlie  orijrioal  cost.  The  valnes  at  this  time,  if  pnt  up  at  public  auc- 
tion, wnuld  not  exceeil  twenty  p«r  cent,  of  said  cost,  the  bulk  being  composed  of  cannon,  cariiagcs, 
projectile?,  and  small  arms,  obsolete  as  to  modern  improvements. 

BUKKAU  OF  OuDXAXCE,  February  13, 1878. 

TTILLIAM  N.  JEFFERS. 

Cotnmodore ,  CAiV  <"/  Bureau, 

Qnestion  3.  Will  you  make  a  statement  whether  the  clerical  force  in  navy-yards 
can  be  rednced  by  consolidation  or  couceutration,  even  supposing  tbe  nav^ -yards  be 
not  reduced  f    State  how  that  can  be  done. 

Answer.  With  the  present  number  of  yards  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  no  reduction 
can  take  place  so  far  as  this  bureau  is  concerned ;  and  as  we  have  but  one  clerk  at 
each  yard,  except  New  York  and  Washington,  where  there  are  two,  and  as  a  considera- 
ble reduction  b:is  taken  place  in  the  other  bureaus,  I  do  not  see  where  any  further 
reduction  can  be  made. 

WILLIAM  N.  JEFFERS, 
Commodore  J  Chief  of  Bureau, 

Bureau  op  Ordnance,  February  15, 1878. 


The  following  papers  were  submitted  in  the  evidence  of  J.  C.  Howell,  February  16, 
1878. 
Island.— [Exhibit  A,  February  16, 1878.] 

Memorandum  of  work  proposed  to  be  done  at  League  Island,  with  appropriate  esti- 
mates of  cost,  August  9,  1871),  suggested  and  approved  by  George  M.  Kobeson,  the  ag- 
gregate amount  of  which  was  §333,736.— [Exhibit  B.  February  16,  1H78.] 

Statement  of  exact  expenditures  for  all  materials  and  for  all  labor  for  each  and 
every  object  of  improvement  paid  for  out  of  appropriation  "  Navy-yard,  League 
Island,''  (proceeds  sale  of  Philadelphia  yard)  to  date,  together  with  the  liabilities 
against  the  same  appropriation. — [Exhibit  C,  February,  16  1878.] 

[NoTi<^. — The  x^apers  submitted  by  witness  are  as  follows :] 

Exhibit  X.—Fehruary  16, 1878. 

Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  Navy  Department, 

JVashingtonj  D,  C,  February  16,  1878. 

To  the  Chairman  of  the  CoMMrrrEE  of  Naval  Expenditures  : 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  the  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Expenditures,  I 
beg  to  submit  herewith  a  statement  concerning  the  sale  of  the  Philadelphia  navy- 
yard,  and  the  removal  of  a  large  portion  of  its  material  and  stores  to  the  League 
Island  station. 

At  the  second  session  of  the  Forty-third  Congress  an  act  was  passed  anthorizing 
and  directing  the  sale  of  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard,  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  to  be 
expended  by  the  Navy  Department  in  removing  the  movable  property  of  the  Philadel- 
phia navy-yard  to  League  Island,  and  in  building  the  necessary  docks,  wharves,  shops. 
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and  baildin^  at  Leao^ae  Island  and  preparinji;  the  same  for  carrying;  on  the  bnaineas 
and  \\ork  of  a  navy-yard  at  that  place.  During  the  snniuier  sacceediug  the  paeM»geof 
the  act  referred  to  tbe  plans  for  moving  the  yard  were  informally  talked  over  by  the  then 
Secretary  >vith  all  the  bureau  officers.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever  received  a  written 
order  from  the  then  Secretary  in  relation  to  the  snbject. 

Upon  the  seventh  of  September,  m75, 1,  as  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  issued  a 
circular  (copy  appended,  marked  A)  to  the  chiefs  of  the  bureaus,  directing  them  to 
attend  to  theVemoval  of  their  stores  to  Leagne  Island. 

During  the  month  of  October,  1S75,  proposals  for  removing  the  material  of  the 
Philadelphia  navy-yard  to  League  Island  were  invited  from  various  parties,  but  were 
not  advertised  for ;  at  least  I  have  been  so  informed.  The  following  bids  were  re- 
ceived: 

The  American  Dredging  Company $63,000  00 

Nat.McKav •. 57,000  00 

W.  T.  Keirle,  (informal) 

Neaffle&Levy 70,000  00- 

John  Rice 32,554  :U 

Mr.  Rice's  bid,  being  the  lowest,  was  accepted,  and  I  was  directed  to  make  a  contract 
with  him,  which  was  done,  and  he  was  notiflod  to  commence  operations  at  once. 

Upon  the  2d  of  December,  1875,  the  Philadelphia  navy-3''ard  was  sold  at  public  sale 
for  one  million  dollars.  The  yard  was  to  be  delivered  to  the  purchaser  as  it  stood  upou 
the  2d  of  January,  ld76. 

Great  exertions  were  made  to  send  to  Lengne  Island  all  the  bricks,  slate,  window- 
frames,  tin,  &c. ;  no  officers  ever  worked  harder,  or  had  more  disagreeable  duty,  than 
the  officers  of  the  navy-yard. 

Upon  the  I4th  day  of  January,  1876,  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  was  directed  to 

take  upou  its  books  the  sum  of $333,333  X\ 

Upon  the  same  day  there  was  taken  from  the  credit  of  the  bureau 301, 000  00 

Leaving  to  credit  of  bnrean 32,333  33 

July  1,  1876,  there  was  placed  to  credit  of  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  the 

sum  of 640,084  07 


In  October,  187f>,  there  was  taken  from  the  credit  of  the  bureau  the  sum 

of 150,000 

In  February,  1877 80,000 

In  March,  1877 40,000 


Total 270,000 


The  expenses  of  sale  were 26,582  TiU 

IIKCAPITULATION. 

Gross  proceeds  of  sale  of  Pbiladelfihia  navy-yard $1, 000, 000  00 

Expenses  ot  sale 825,582  59 

(301,000  00 
l.*SO,  000  00 
80,000  00 
40, 000  00 
597, 582  59 


Which,  Bubstracted  from  procee^ls  of  sale,  left 402,417  14 

To  be  expended  by  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  for  building  up  League  Island. 

For  what  purpose  the  amounts  appropriated  by  the  then  Secretary  to  other  bureaus 
were  used,  1  do  not  know. 

I  do  know  that  of  the  million  dollars,  the  then  Secretary  permitted  this  bareau  to 
have  $402,417.71,  to  be  exp  nded  upou  objects  the  greater  number  of  which  were 
agreed  upon  between  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  the  civil  engineer  of  the 
Leagne  Island  station  during  my  absence  from  the  department. 

A  copy  of  this  paper  is  appended,  marked  B. 

I  have  been  informed  by  the  chief  clerk  of  the  bureau  that  no  correspondence  be- 
tween the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  (Mr.  Robeson)  and  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks, 
noon  the  subject  of  the  removal  of  the  Philadelphia.navy-yard,  can  be  found  on  file. 
All  orders  were  given  verbally,  and  the  then  Secretary  assumed  the  general  control  of 
the  removal  of  the  yard-buildings,  &c. 

All  contracts  for  the  removal  of  the  property,  save  the  general  contract  made  with 
Mr.  Rice^  were  made  by  the  other  bureaus. 
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The  Burenn  of  Yards  and  Docks  had  no  legal  ripfhfc  to  one  dollar  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard ;  it  was  ahsolntely  at  the  disposition  of  the  then 
Secretary,  for  the  pnr poses  8pecitie<l  in  the  act  of  Congref)s. 

I  append  an  exhibit  (C)  of  the  expenditure  of  |:^,8():3.r>4  ont  of  the  $402,417.71 
allotted  to  this  bureau.  The  remainder,  except  about  $190,  is  due  uu  unfinished  con- 
tracts. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  C.  HOWELL, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 


ExniDiT  A. — February  16, 1678. 

BuitEAU  OF  Yards  ani>  Docks,  Navy  Depautmkxt, 

Wahhingionf  /).  C,  JSepttmber  7,  1875. 

[circular.] 

The  chiefs  of  bureans  are  notified  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  department  to  break 
np  the  organization  at  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard  and  to  transfer  the  machinery  and 
nint^rial  of  all  kinds  to  League  Island  or  to  other  navy-ydrds. 

The  Chief  of  the  Bnreau  of  Ordnance  will  transfer,  all  stores  and  munitions  coming 
nnder  cognizance  of  his  bnreau,  which  may  be  liable  to  injury  or  deterioration  from 
ex|>osnre  or  want  of  proper  protection  from  weather,  to  navy-yard,  New  Yoik. 

The  Paymaster-General  will  transport  all  perishable  stores  to  New  York  navy  yard, 
and  the  Chief  of  the  Bnreau  of  Construction  will,  when  tho  machinery,  tools,  &c., 
coming  nnder  cognizance  of  his  bnreau  can  be  dispensed  with  at  the  Phitailelphia 
yard,  cause  them  to  be  taken  down  and  mmle  ready  for  transportation  to  League 
Island.  All  stores,  <&c.,  in  this  bureau  must  be  removed  to  League  Island  as  rapidly 
as  circnrostances  will  permit.  ^ 

The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  will  also  cause  the  machinery,  tools, 
dec,  nnder  his  bureau,  so  soon  as  they  can  be  spartd,  to  be  placed  in  readiness  for  trans- 
portation to  League  Island. 

The  Chief  of  the  Bnreau  of  Eqnipment  is  notified  that  the  material  of  all  kinds  nn- 
der cognizance  of  his  bureau  must  be  removed  to  League  Island  so  soon  as  the  Antie-. 
tom  shall  be  ready  to  receive  them. 

The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Navigation  will  transfer  stores  and  material  of  all  kinds, 
reserving  such  as  in  his  judgment  may  be  necessary  for  immediate  use  at  League  Island, 
to  the  New  York  navy-yard. 

The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  is  notified  that  all  medical  stores, 
&p.,  must  be  ready  for  transportation  to  League  Inland  by  November  1*2  proximo. 

The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  shall  render  such  assistance  with  men 
and  teams  as  may  be  in  his  power,  and  shall  notify  the  chiel's  of  the  other  bureaus 
when  he  will  be  ready  to  receive  stores  at  League  Island. 

All  chiefs  of  bnreans  will  direct  that  reports  be  made  of  any  material,  &c.,  at  Phila- 
delphia yard  deemed  not  worthy  of  transportation  to  League  Inland,  and  will  caus«) 
Aurveys  to  be  held  upon  such  material,  and,  if  condemned,  sell  it,  in  order  to  avoid  the 
cost  of  transportation. 

No  stores,  except  for  immediate  nse,  shall  bo  landed  at  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard. 

Each  bureait  shall,  throngh  its  representative  otBcer,  and  nnder  the  general  supei- 
vision  of  thecommandant  of  the  Philadelphia  navy-yard,  attend  to  the  transportation 
to  and  storage  of  (at  League  Island)  the  material  pertaining  to  it,  keeping  an  accu- 
rate account  of  the  expense  incurred,  which,  if  practicable,  will  be  reiuibuised  to  the 
burean. 

J.  C.  HOWELL, 

Acting  Secretary  Navy. 

Noted — J.  C.  H.,  Bnrean  of  Construction  and  Repair.  Bnreau  Steam  Engineering, 
noted.  Bnreau  of  Ordnance,  W.  N.  J. ;  J.  H.  W.,  Provisions  and  Clothing :  Bureau  of 
Equipment,  noted.  Bnreau  Navigation ;  Bureau  Medicine  and  Surgery,  J.  B. ;  Bureau 
Eqnipment  and  Recruiting,  noted. 

Exhibit  B.— Feftriiary  16,  1878. 

Memorandum  of  worJc  proposed  to  he  done  at  League  Island,  with  appropriate  etiimatea  of 

costt  August  9,  1876. 

Extension  of  warf  foot  Broad  street $25, 000 

Fitting  up  st.eani-engineering  workshop 20,000 

Temporary  blacksmith-shop,  complete 10,000 

Filling  on  island 70,000 
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Temporary  eaw-mill,  200  feet  long ^ $20,000 

Brass  foundery  (crucible)  in  iroD-i>lating  shop 5,000 

Dwelling-houses  (four) 60,000 

Cnuseway  and  bridge,  back  channel 20,0U() 

400-foot  bnilding  for  mold  loft,  general  stores,  &c 67, 00^» 

Foundations  for  4  dwellings  and  400-foot  building  above  mentioned o6, 736 


Approved. 


.333. 736 
G.  M.  B.,  Secretary. 


Kary-yardy  League  Island — Sale  of  Philadelphia  yard. 

January  14,  1876.    Amount  placed  to  credit  of  bureau  by  appropriation 
warrant $333,333  33 

January  14,  1876.    To  amount  charged  as  per  debit  sheet  from  depart- 
ment  » $301,000  00 

Balance : 32,333  3:1 

July  1,  1876,  amount  placed  to  credit  of  bnrean $640,084  07 

1876,  October,  amount  charged $150,000 

1877,  February,  amount  charged HO.  000 

March;  amount  charged^ 40,000 

270, 000  00 


370. 084  07 


EXHIDIT  C— February  16,  1878. 

Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks, 
Xary  Department^  February  13,  1878. 

I  respectfully  submit  the  follow'nij  tabular  statement,  showing  the  exsct  expend 
ituresfor  all  materials  and  for  all  labor  for  each  and  every  object  of  improvement  paid 
fur  out  of  appropriation,  "Navy-yard,  Leugue  jMland  "  (proceeds  sale  of  PbiUdelpbia 
yard),  to  date,  together  with  the  liabilities  against  the  same  appropriation. 


Object*. 


Expended  !  Expended 
fur  material     for  labor. 


Shio-honae , No. 

Police  Htat  ion ., 

Paint  nhop  (Yards  and  Docks) 

Plumber  and  paint  shop  (Conntrtiotlon  and  Repair) 

Temporary  mucbine-Hhop  (Steam  Encineeriug) 

Fouudatiun  and  erection  of  machinery  in 

Temporary  st(»re-hou»e  (Connf  riiolion'and  Repair) 

Tempornry  tiro-engine  bouse 

Temporary  lilncksmiib-sbop  and  foundery  (Construction 
and  Repair) 

Terap<»rary  cart-shed .* 

Temporary  wharf -extensioD 

Do 

Caaaeway  and  bridjie  across  Bock  channel 

BredgioK  and  filling  in 

Iron-plating  shop No. 

Steam-ensiueerin^ 

Commandant's  office 

Pock  apparatus  and  mold-loft '. 

Temporary  saiv-nnll  (Construction  and  Repair) 

Temporary  blacksmith-shop  and  foundery  (Steam  Engi- 
neering)   

Temporary  marine  guard-house 

Dwellings  n  and  C 

Dwellings  D  and  E 

Dwellings  I  and  J 

Repairs  to  embankments 

Grading 

Tarda  and  Docks'  store-house No. 

Barn 


5. 
104. 
109. 
112. 
1-JG. 
12fi. 
121). 
13:2. 

134. 
IJfi. 

1. 

3. 


:«. 

4. 

(i. 

7. 

133. 

l.^">. 

137. 


1399  06 


416  SO 
614  15 


503  51 
753  40 


736  21 
35,  744  51 


SI.  025  15 
1.055  06 


a-iS  80 


385  00 


I. 
103. 


13,657  17 

490  74 

1.136  41 

6H7  P2 

3.  376  20 

5,577  10 

71  -^6 

4, 682  71 

5,898  97 

309  40 

17,  .V.?5  06 

8. 947  29 
20.  525  06 
83.  610  5.1 

1.321  67 
28,  775  73 

6,  '264  99 
40.011  12 
10,  903  76 

4.626  15 

1,666  16 

12,  54H  69 

6,094  20 

132  59 

8,  047  09 

1, 0.VS  40 

463  .V> 

26  84 


Total 


$4, 0.V.  23 

490  '<4 

1, 136  41 

667  t*i 

3,7»4  TO 

6, 191  25 

71  an 

5. 186  2a 

6,65i  37 

309  42 

17.525  06 

8,947  29 
90.  525  06 
83.  610  53 

2.057  88 
64,  520  24 

6,264  99 
61.036  27 

11.958  84 

• 

4,6?6  15 

1,954  96 

l-/.r>4'<  69 

6,094  20 

132  !t^ 
8.  43»  09 
l,0.^5  40 

46:1  5^ 

28  ei 
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Exhibit  C—February  16, 1878 — Continoed. 


Objects. 


Oate-boniie No.  114. 

CommaodaDt's  temporary  oiBoe 115. 

Temporary  8tore-bou8e  for  oombastiblee 133. 

Tempctrary  store-hoase  for  OrdDance  and  Navigation ....        1*24 . 

Temporary  store  bonse  for  St<*am*Engineering 195. 

Tarda  and  Docks'  boiler  and  engine  bouse 3. 

Surgeon's  office 137. 

Yards  and  Docks' blacksmltb-sbop 198. 

Yard  stables 130. 

Ice  boase 131. 

**Antietam"store-8bip 

Sbeds  


Honse  V,  clerk  to  commandant 

Broad-street  honses  

House  on  scow  (Prime-sU^et  wharO 

Kemoving  ferry-slip 

Wbarves,  bridges,  See 

Plank  roads 

Boad  walks 

Fences  and  walls 

Cranes,  scows,  and  derricks ' 

Furnaces,  forges,  du: , 

Tracks  and  scales 

Water  and  gas  works 

Dry-docks 

Miscellaneous  repairs 

Handling  material 

Moorings 

Books,  maps,  models,  and  drawings 

Pnrcbaseand  repair  of  fire-engines 

If  acbinery 

Bepairs,  &c.,  to  steam  fire-engines 

Horses,  oxen,  and  tag 

Carts,  tools,  &o 

Furniture 

Clearing  and  cleaning  yards 

8up«>rintendenoe 

Incidental 

Reservation  on  Steam-Engineering  store-hoase. 
Beservation  on  mold -loft  building 


Total 


Expended 
tor  material. 


176  89 


139  00 
144  00 


840  93 


136  71 
"*i5*74 


153  19 


63.892  75 


Kxpended 
for  labor. 


$183  01 

497  33 

109  83 

17  76 

5  00 

36  30 

156  13 

333  88 

489  66 

13  00 

746  00 

1,074  61 

39  38 

773  96 

999  00 

976  00 

1,369  61 

1. 179  01 

3,018  96 

90  56 

905  51 

691  49 

3,135  38 

301  64 

1,900  90 

386  16 

6,993  88 

936  56 

131  56 

56  09 

703  49 

1,584  53 

4,389  93 

3,  436  61 

176  53 

6.468  63 

9. 173  59 

3.549  54 


331,559  89 


Total. 


$183  01 

497  33 

103  83 

17  76 

5  00 

36  30 

156  13 

393  88 

489  66 

19  00 

839  89 

1.074  6L 

99  9^ 

773  96 

399  00 

376  OO 

1.369  61 

1,304  01 

3,163  96 

30  56 

1, 146  44 

631  42 

3,135  38 

338  35 

1,900  90 

301  90 

6,993  88 

936  56 

181  56 

56  09 

70S  48 

1,584  53 

4,38»  93 

3,589  99 

176  59 

6,468  63 

9, 173  59 

3. 549  54 

8,598  00 

1,960  00 


398, 863  64 


The  only  liabilities  yet  ootstandiDg  against  appropdation  "Navy-yard,  League  Isl- 
and/' are  as  follows : 

Contracts  of  P.  Qoigley  Sl  Son  for  Steam-Engineering  store-bonse $660  00 

Contracts  of  P.  Qiiigley  <&  Son  for  mold-loft  building 2,700  00 

3,360  00 

Tbe  work  on  tbe  above-named  buildings  was  contracted  for  under  public  advertise- 
ment. 

Respectfully. 

J.  C.  HOWELL, 

Chptf  of  Bureau, 


The  following  papers  were  submitted  in  the  testimony  of  J.  P.  Cause,  February  16, 

1878: 

Office  of  the  Harlan  &  Hollinosworth  Company, 

Wilmington f  Del,  February  14, 1878. 

Dear  Sir  :  With  this  we  hand  yon  a  statement  of  our  transactions  with  the  Navy 
Department,  with  memoranda  of  the  contracts,  statements  of  our  unsettled  accounts, 
&c. 

The  work  in  band  is  the  double-tnrreted  monitor  Amphitrite.  In  the  Bureau  of 
Constraotiou  and  Repair,  three  contracts  have  been  made :  Nos.  I,  II,  and  III. 

The  amounts  are,  respectively : 

No.  I,  dated  September  24,  1874,  for  putting  ship  in  frame,  &.o $135,000  00 

No.  II,  dated  April  5  and  8, 1875,  for  plating  hull  and  deck  plating,  d&o. ..     155, 000  00 
Materials  furnished  by  us 24,889  57 

14  A  1? 
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These  contracts  have  been  completed.  No.  I  has  been  paid  for,  bot  no  money  has 
been  paid  on  No.  II. 

No.  Ill  contract,  dated  March  3,  1877,  is  to  finish  the  hall  and  iron  armor, 
&c $348,000  00 

On  this  we  have  done  some  ten  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  work ;  no  money  paid ;  and 
the  contract  is  now  suspended. 
With  the  Barean  of  Steam  Engineering  we  have  contracts  No.  IV  and  V : 

No.  lY  for  six  compound  boilers,  &o $110,000  00 

No.  y  for  compound  engines 230,000  00 

We  can  finish  No.  IV  contract  in  four  weeks ;  were  obliged  to  suspend  work  for 
want  of  money. 
We  have  done  nothing  to  No.  V  contract. 
In  our  account  are  several  small  bills  which  explain  themselves. 

We  would  state  in  reference  to  our  account  on  the  United  States  sloop  of 
war  "  Ranger/'  that  our  contract  for  building  the  hull,  together  with  the 
wood-work,  &c.,  was - $170,000  00 

AdditioutJ  work  done  and  materials  furnished 5,049  76 

175, 049  76 
Has  been  paid  on  account ^ 120,000  00 

Balance 55,049  77 

It  has  been  about  three  years  since  we  completed  our  contract,  consequently  we 
have  lost  $10,000  in  interest  on  this  contract  alone,  and  more  than  $20,000  in  interest 
all  told. 

The  Ranger  has  been  in  commission  for  about  one  year,  and  is  now  on  the  coast  of 
China ;  the  government  getting  the  use  of  her  on  money  advanced  by  us  and  no  in- 
terest paid  us,  which  we  feel  is  very  oppressive  and  upjnst. 
Very  respectfully, 

J.  T.  GAUSE,  Vioe-Presidenk 
Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  of  Committee  on  Naval  Expenditures. 


Wilmington,  February,  1878. 

Work  done  by  the  Harlan  4"  Hollingaworth  Company  for  the  United  Statee  Government,  and 

which  has  not  been  paid  for. 

Double-tnrreted  monitor  Amphitrite : 

Second  cantriict  for  hull-work $155,000  00 

No  portion  of  this  paid.    We  hold  bills  appproved.    This  money  was 
due  us  more  than  twelve  months  since. 

For  materials  famished  by  us  in  construction  of  hull 24, 889  57 

We  hold  approved  bill.    This  amount  has  been  due  us  for  more  than 
eighteen  months. 

Contract  for  boilers $110,000  00 

Paid  on  account 20,000  00 

90,000  00 

We  bold  certificates  on  account  for  $60,000.    Will  finish  boilers  as 
soon  as  we  get  the  money  to  enable  us  to  do  so. 

One  bill  for  work  on  old  engines 156  00 

One  bill  for  work  on  old  engines 291  13 

270,337  60 

These  bills  have  been  certified  to. 

* 

Steamer  Powhatan : 
One  bill  for  repairs 766  18 

Monitor  Jason : 

One  bill  rendered 31  00 

One  bill  delivering  old  materials  from  hull  of  Amphitrite  to  tug  Pilgrim  to 
to  be  carried  to  League  Island 72  58 

United  States  sloop  of  war  Ranger: 

Balance  of  contract  for  iron  hull $50,000  00 

This  has  been  due  us  for  nearly  three  years. 
Additional  bill  for  work  done  and  materials  furnished 2, 842  94 
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Bill  for  sbip-keepera,  Slo $1,159  70 

These  bills  are  oertitled  to. 

Bill  for  materials  furnished  in  fitting  her  for  sea 1, 047  12 

$55. 049  76 

Total 326,257  12 

Credit, 

By  materials  purchased  from  twolight^raaght  monitors,  Koka  and  Minne- 
tonka^  as  per  account  rendered 6,764  11 

319, 493  01 

ADDITIONAL  CONTRACTS  WITH  THE  GOVBRNMBNT. 

One  in  the  Construction  Department,  to  finish  the  hull  of  the  A.mphitrite, 
<&o.,for $348,000  00 

One  in  the  Engineering  Department,  to  furnish  compound  engines,  «&c., 
for  the  Amphitrite 230,000  00 

578,000  00 


No.  1. 

Navy  Dbpartment, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repairs, 

JTcuhingtonf  September  24,  1874. 

Gentlemen  :  Your  proposition  to  **  perform  all  the  labor  necessary  to  put  in  place 
an  iron-clad  monitor  in  accordance  with  the  drawings  and  specifications  you  have  tin b- 
mitted  to  us,"  that  is  to  say,  erect  the  frames,  garboard-strakes,  keelsons,  floors,  deck- 
beams,  making  the  structure  complete  in  readiness  to  receive  the  internal  and  external 
plating,  also  in  readiness  for  the  internal  fittings,  «&c.,  deck-plating  and  side-armor, 
for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  thirty-five  thousaud  dollars  ($135,000),  is  received. 

This  proposition  is  accepted,  with  the  understanding  that  the  work  to  be  performed 
by  yon  embraces  stem  and  stem  post,  the  intercostal  plates,  with  all  necessary  passages 
for  water-courses  and  ventilation ;  all  ledges  and  carlings  for  hatches,  deck-pipes^  tur- 
rets, for  turret-beds  and  shaft ;  all  work  for  propeller-shaft  oonneeted  with  the  frame 
of  the  vessel,  and  all  other  work  except  the  internal  and  external  plating.  To  paint 
with  metallic  paint  or  red  lead  all  work  requiring  the  same,  coiwosing  the  frame  of 
the  vessel,  or  the  repairing  of  the  Amphitrite  double- turreted  moMor.  The  iron  that 
you  will  furnish  for  this  work  will  he  the  best  quality  of  charcoal-iron,  and  have  a 
tensile  strength  of  60,000  pounds  per  square  inch,  for  which  the  government  will  pay 
by  delivering  to  you  three  pounds  of  old  or  scrap  iron  for  each  pound  of  new  iron 
used. 

And  it  is  further  understood  that  in  making  any  further  contract  or  agreement  for 
the  completion  of  the  repairs  of  the  Amphitrite,  no  disadvantage  shall  occur  by  having 
the  vessel  on  the  stocks  in  your  yard ;  but  if  it  shall  appear  that  a  higher  price  is 
demanded  for  completing  the  work  still  to  be  done  than  in  the  opinion  of  the  depart- 
ment should  be  paid  therefor,  the  government  shall  have  the  right  to  bargain  with  any 
other  party  to  go  into  the  yard  and  do  the  remainder  of  the  work  required  to  complete 
the  repairs  of  the  said  monitor. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

L  HANSCOM, 
Ckirf  of  Bureau. 

The  Harlan  and  Hollinosworth  Company, 

Wilmingtonf  Del. 


No.  2. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Waehingtanf  April  5, 1875. 

Gentlemen:  The  bureau  proposes  to  you  that  you  shall  finish  the  iron  hull- work 
and  deck-armor  plating  of  the  donble-tnrreted  monitor  Amphitrite,  now  at  your  yard ; 
that  is  to  say,  do  all  the  inside  and  outside  plating,  all  the  fore  and  aft  and  athwartship 
bulkheads,  turret-bulkheads,  wing-passage  bulkheiads,  all  the  foundations  for  engines, 
boilers,  and  machinery,  including  foundations  for  turret-machinery  and  blowing-en- 
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gioe,  all  the  alley-ways,  ooal-bnokers,  maiihole  plates  for  the  inner  skin,  fonndatlons, 
and  gearing  complete  for  turrets,  all  the  pipes  and  ventilators  required  for  the  blow- 
ing-engines, and  iron  radder  made  and  Lang,  together  with  preparing,  laying,  and 
finishing  the  deok-armor  complete ;  that  is  to  say,  the  deck,  composed  of  two  courses 
of  seven-eighths  ({)  inch,  strapped  on  the  under  side  athwartship  and  fore  and  aft,  riv- 
eted and  calked  water-tight,  boring  all  holes  for  deck-lights,  and  attaching  the  old 
deck-lights  and  fitting  the  ventilator-tops,  and  setting  and  fitting  complete  all  ship- 
pumps  ;  also  pumps  worked  by  hand,  forming  all  hatcnways  and  nnishing  the  hat<;hes 
complete,  iron  ventilators,  coal-openings,  and  fitting  to  them  the  battle-plates  belong- 
ing to  them,  making  the  hawse-pipes,  channel-ways  for  chains,  and  putting  down  the 
timber-heads,  putting  up  the  boat-davits,  preparing  the  work  as  aforesaid  complete  in 
readiness  for  the  wooden  deck,  including  painting  the  hull  with  three  (3)  coats  of  such 
paint  as  may  be  furnished,  and  cementing  all  parts  required — it  bein^  agreed,  however, 
that  neither  side-armor,  armor-backing,  deck-outfit,  nor  wood- work  is  embraced  in  the 
work  to  be  done,  and  that  no  materials  are  included  in  this  proposition. 

And,  in  consideration  of  your  doing  the  work  as  above  sec  forth,  the  bureau  agrees 
to  pay  to  you  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty-five  thousand  dollars  ($155,000),  in  ten 
equal  payments,  twenty  (20)  per  centum  to  be  reserved  from  each  payment  until  the 
completion  and  acceptance  of  the  work. 

Bills  to  be  rendered  by  yon  under  certificate  of  the  inspecting  officer  that  the  work 
has  progressed  sufficiently  to  entitle  you  to  the  payment  named. 

Please  signify  in  writing  your  acceptance  of  this  proposition. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 


The  Harian  and  Hollingsworth  Compant, 

Wilmington,  Del. 


I.  HAN8C0M, 
Chirf  of  Bureau, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Washington,  April  8, 1875. 

Gentlemen  :  Your  letters  of  the  6th  and  7th  instant  are  received,  and  authority  is 
granted  you  as  requested,  to  take  the  old  armor  plates  removed  from  the  Amphi trite  and 
apply  them  for  the  purpose  mentioned. 

As  your  acceptance  of  the  bureau^s  proposition  of  the  5th  instant,  to  continue  the  work 
on  the  Amphitrite,  is  in  some  measure  qualified,  it  is  prox>er  to  notify  yon  that  the 
1155,000  is  the  full  amount  to  be  paid  for  doing  the  work,  and  the  agreement  is  to  be 
considered  as  enticed  into  with  the  anderstanding  that  you  are  to  have  no  claim  on 
the  government  (Saccount  thereof  over  and  above  the  said  $155,000. 
All  the  materials  for  doing  the  work  will  be  furnished  by  the  government. 
Respectfully,  your  o^dient  servant, 

L  HANSCOM, 

Chuf  cf  the  Bureau. 
Harlan  and  Hollingsworth  Company, 

Wilmington,  Del 


No.  3. 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

SynopHs  of  contract  dated  March  3,  1877,  to  complete  the  hull  of  United  States  iron-clad 

double-turreted  monitor  Amphitrite, 

Do  all  the  wood-work,  cabin-work,  &c.,  furnish  and  put  on  the  side-armor,  prepare 
the  turret-beds,  put  the  turrets  on  and  connect  them  to  machinery,  together  with  all 
the  remainder  of  the  work  to'^be  done  as  specified.    Contract  price  is  $348,000. 


No.  4. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

Washington,  May  12, 1875. 

Sir  :  Replying  to  so  much  of  your  proposition  dated  January  15  as  relates  to  the 
boilers  of  the  Amphitrite,  the  same  is  accepted  as  follows : 

We  will  build  six  compound-boilers  as  shown  by  the  drawings  and  specifications, 
ADd  set  them  up  in  the  monltoi  Amphitrite,  together  with  steam-drums,  superheaters, 
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uptakes,  Bmoke-pipe,  smoke-oonneotioDs,  attachments  to  impre^able  pipe,  all  steam 
and  water  oonnections  and  appendasee  of  all  kinds,  such  as  grate  and  bearing  bars, 
stop-valves,  safety-valves,  gauge-cocks,  boiler-stands  and  fastenings,  &c.;  also  the 
anxiliary  boiler  and  its  appurtenances;  the  whole  to  be  done  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
bureau  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  ten  thousand  dollars  ($110,000)  and  the  old 
boilers  and  parts  which  come  out  of  her. 

The  material  to  be  of  the  very  best  quality  and  the  workmanship  first-class. 
The  drawings  and  specifications  are  forwarded  herewith. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  W.  W.  WOOD, 

Chirf  of  the  Bureau, 
I.  T.  Gause, 

Vice-President  Harlan  and  ffolUngeworth  Company^ 

Wilmington,  Del, 


No.  5. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam-Engineerino, 

Washington,  March  3, 1877. 

Sir  :  Replying  to  your  letter  of  this  date,  in  relation  to  the  construction  of  new  ma- 
chinery for  the  monitor  Amphitrite,  the  bureau  accepts  the  same,  bv  direction  of  the 
honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  under  date  of  2d  instant,  providea  you  agree  to  do 
the  work  for  the  sum  of  1230,000. 

All  the  work  to  be  done  in  the  very  best  manner,  with  the  best  material,  and  accord- 
ing to  plans  and  specification  submitted,  and  to  include  the  necessary  trial-trip  of  24 
hours,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  bureau. 

Be  pleased  to  inform  the  bureau  if  you  accept  the  above,  it  being  expnaaiy  under- 
stood that  the  government  is  not  involved,  however,  by  this  action,  and  that  you  pro- 
ceed with  this*work  at  your  own  risk,  waiting  for  and  accepting  for  pay  such  appro- 
priations as  may  be  made  by  Congress  therefor. 
Payments  to  be  made  in  twelve  equal  payments,  less  10  per  centum  reservation. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chirf  of  Bureau. 
The  Haruln  and  Hollingsworth  Company, 

WilmingUm,  Del. 

bureau  of  construction  and  repair. 
''    Sgnopsis  of  contract,  dated  December  2, 1873, /or  United  States  sloop-ofvoar  Ranger, 

Iron  hull  and  wood-work,  cabins  and  painting,  and  all  other  work,  as  more 
fully  described,  contract  price r $170,000 
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Exhibit  No.  1. 

The  following  papers  were  presented  in  the  testimony  of  J.  C.  Howell,  Febrnary  20, 

1878. 

SOME  METHODS  BT  WHICH  THE  EXPENSES  OF  THE  NAVY  MIGHT  BE  REDUCED. 

Cadet-mithhipmen, — It  would,  perhaps,  be  best  not  to  interfere  with  the  present 
method  of  appointing  cadet-midshipmen,  bnt  I  think  that  each  member  shoald  have 
bnt  one  opportunity  to  appoint  a  cadet ;  that  is,  if  the  appointee  fails  to  pass  his  pre- 
liminary examination,  no  other  should  be  appointed  in  his  place,  and,  if  through  neg- 
ligence in  study,  want  of  capacity  or  for  any  other  reason,  the  appointee  should  be 
dismissed  from  the  Academy  before  graduating,  his  place  should  remain  vacant. 

Of  those  who  graduate  a  sufficient  number  (and  those  taken  from  the  bead  of  the 
class)  only  should  l>e  received  into  the  service  to  fill  the  vacancies  which  have  occurred 
dnring  the  year.  The  remainder,  having  received  a  practical  education  at  the  hands 
of  a  generous  country,  should  be  given  diplomas  and  sent  back  to  their  friends. 

With  the  habits  of  study  acquired  at  the  Academy,  with  the  health  and  vigor  im- 
parted by  their  phvsioal  training,  they  would  be  in  the  best  condition  to  take  up  the 
study  of  any  one  of  the  professions,  or  to  go  into  business. 

In  time  of  war  the  country  could  call  upon  them  for  their  services,  and  in  time  of 
peace,  from  the  rigid  discipline  to  which  they  had  been  subjected,  from  the  high  moral 
training  they  had  received  at  the  Naval  Academy,  they  would  make  honest,  law-abid- 
ing, upright  citizens. 

Chaplaini. — I  think  it  would  tend  toward  a  decrease  of  expenditure  if  no  more  chap- 
lains snould  be  appointed  in  the  Navy. 

I  think  that  when  a  flag  or  other  ship  havinja^  the  proper  accommodations  is  allowed 
a  chaplain,  he  should  be  selected  from  civil  life  for  the  cruise,  his  pay  to  commence 
when  he  goes  on  board  ship,  and  to  cease  upon  the  return  of  the  vessel,  or  upon  his 
return  to  the  United  St<ates. 

Cadet-enginters, — In  my  judgment,  too  many  cadet-engineers  are  being  graduated. 
The  same  regulations  which  I  nave  suggested  might  be  applied  to  cadet-midshipmen, 
might  alyo  l^  applied  to  them. 

No  assistant  engineers  should  be  appointed  from  civil  life. 

The  Engineer  Corps  is  already  unwieldy  in  numbers,  and  should  not  be  increased. 

Naval  ooMtruotorSf  <fc. — I  think  that  naval  constructors  should  not  be  compulsorily 
retired  so  long  as  they  remain  efficient ;  nor  should  civil  engineers.  The  reasons  are 
obvious. 

I  would  not  retire  medical  directors,  pay  directors,  chief  engineers,  or  naval  profes- 
sors before  they  are  sixty-five  years  of  age.  The  medical  directors  and  pay  directors 
undergo  few  of  the  hardships  of  the  service,  comparatively.  They  keep  no  watch  at 
sea  or  in  port,  and  are  not  necessarily  exposed  to  all  sorts  of  weather,  as  are  their 
comrades  of  the  line ;  and  many  of  them  are  in  full  possession  of  their  faculties  at 
sixty-five,  and  even  at  a  greater  ase.  The  first  ten  chief  engineers  and  all  the  medical 
and  pay  directors  are  not  required  to  perform  sea-service. 

The  retired-list  would  be  much  relieved  if  these  suggestions  were  adopted. 

I  think  that  no  more  assistant  constrnctors  should  be  appointed.  When  the  present 
list  of  constrnctors  and  assistant  constructors  shall  have  been  reduced  to  nine  in  all, 
by  death,  resignation,  or  retirement,  officers  specially  educated  at  the  Naval  School, 
who  have  developed  talent  for  construction  of  ships,  should  be  appointed  to  fill  any 
vacancies  which  may  then  occnr. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  C.  HOWELL. 

Bear-Admiral, 


BcRBAU  0F  Yards  and  Docks,  Navy  Department, 

Wa»hington,  D.  C,  February  19, 1878. 

Purchases. — I  would  like  to  say,  in  answer  to  the  question  as  to  which  I  considered 
the  best  method  of  making  purchases— open  purchase  or  contract — that  for  small  re- 
quisitions, containing  a  number  of  items,  and  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  less  than 
9,1000  m  value,  I  prefer  open  purchase,  for  the  following  reasons :  If  you  make  contracts 
for  a  large  qnantity  of  material,  and  give  the  contract,  as  you  are  required  to  do  by 
law,  to  the  lowest  bidder,  you  run  the  risk  of  getting  a  portion  of  the  articles  required 
of  inferior  quality,  because  the  inspection  cannot  be  so  thoroughly  made  as  when  small 
quantities  are  purchased.  You  fill  your  store-houses  with  a  large  quantity  of  stores,  and 
the  officers  in  charge,  knowing  that  they  have  plenty  of  material  on  hand,  are  more 
liberal  in  signing  requisitions  than  they  would  be  if  each  requisition  had  to  pass  the 
ordeal  of  the  bureau.  In  making  open-purchase  requisitions  the  head  of  a  department 
requires  just  the  amount  he  needs  to  perform  a  certain  piece  of  work.    He  receives  it 
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first  from  store,  he  has  the  opportonity  of  thoroughly  inspecting  it,  and,  if  it  fails  to 
pass  inspection,  he  can  send  it  back  and  have  it  replaced  by  better  material.  The  bu- 
reau acts  as  a  check  upon  him  too,  as  it  has  to  approve  the  requisition  before  it  can  be 
used ;  whereas  if  a  lar^  a  uantity  of  stores  are  bought  at  once,  by  contract,  the  bureaa 
can  exercise  but  a  limited  supervision  over  their  expenditure,  if  indeed  it  can  exercise 
any.  Since  the  administration  of  Secretary  Thompson,  inspection  of  stores  at  a  navy- 
yard  has  been  made  very  rigid.  There  are  two  officers,  a  line-officer  and  a  paymaster, 
who  compose  a  board  of  inspection  at  each  navy-yard,  and  who  are  changed  every 
quarter.  To  them,  when  articles  are  to  be  inspected,  is  called  in  an  expert  (officer) 
from  the  bureau  for  which  the  material  to  be  inspected  has  been  bought.  These  three 
officers  form  a  board,  and  the  inspection  is  thorough,  and  has  proved  very  satisfactory 
to  the  department. 

Any  one  officer  objecting  to  quality,  quantity,  or  price,  writes  out  his  objection,  and 
then  the  whole  matter  is  referred  to  the  bureaa  concerned.  I  can  imagine  nothing 
more  fair  to  contractor  and  Navy  Department.  It  almost  precludes  the  possibility  of 
fraud,  and  has  strengthened  my  opinion  in  favor  of  open  purchases. 

For  large  works,  buildings,  or  heavy  purchases  of  any  kind,  &c.,  I  am  clearly  in 
favor  of  the  contract  system,  as  being  more  economical. 
Respectfully,  &c., 

J.  C.  HOWELL, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 

A  board  of  officers  of  high  rank  should  be  ordered  to  thoroughly  overhaul  the  re- 
tired-list. 

J.  C  H. 


Exhibit  No.  2. 

CONTRACTS  FOR  1877-78,  FOR  NAVY-YARDS  AT  KITTERY,  BOSTON,  BROOK- 
•    LYN,   LEAGUE   ISLAND,  NAVAL   ASYLUM,  NORFOLK,  PENSACOLA.  MARE 
ISLAND.— MADE  OCTOBER,  1877.— BUREAU  OF  YARDS  AND  DOCKS. 

PROPOSALS  FOR  MATERIAL. 

BuRKAU  OF  Yards  and  Docks,  Navy  Department, 

Waehingtonj  August  29,  1877. 

Sealed  proposals  for  each  class  separately,  indorsed  "  Proposals  for  class  No.  (name 
the  class),  for  the  navy-vard  at  Coanie  the  yard),''  will  be  received  at  this  office  until 
10  o'clock  a.  m.  of  the  27th  of  September,  at  wliich  hour  the  opening  of  the  bids  will 
be  commenced  for  furnishing  and  delivering  at  the  several  navy-yards,  and  naval 
asylum,  the  materials  and  articles  embraced  in  printed  schedules,  which,  with  form  of 
offer  and  guarantee,  and  printed  instructions,  will  be  furnished  on  application,  and 
sent  by  mail,  if  so  requested,  to  persons  desiring  to  offer  to  contract  for  any  or  all  the 
classes  named  therein,  by  the  commandants  of  the  several  navy-yards,  for  the  classes 
for  the  yard  under  their  command,  or  by  the  purchasing  paymaster  nearest  thereto,  or 
by  the  bureau  for  any  or  all  the  yards  and  asylum. 

The  classes  of  this  bureau  are  nnmbered  and  designated  as  follows:  Class  No.  1, 
bricks ;  No.  2^,  stone;  No.  3,  yellow-pine  timber ;  No.  4,  yellow-pine  lumber ;  No.  5,  oak 
and  hardwood;  No.  6,  white  pine,  spruce,  Juniper  and  cypress;  No.  7,  lime,  hair,  aod 
plaster ;  No.  8,  cement ;  No.  9,  gravel  and  sand ;  No.  9^,  molding,  and  fire-sand  and  fire- 
clay ;  No.  10,  slate;  No.  11.  iron,  iron  nails,  and  spikes ;  No.  12,  steel ;  No.  14,  files ;  No. 
15,  paints,  oils,  and  glass;  No.  16,  ship-chandlery ;  No.  17,  hardware ;  No.  16,  stationery ; 
No.  20,  hay  and  straw ;  No.  21,  provender;  No.  22,  charcoal ;  No.  23,  belting,  packing,  and 
hose;  No. 24, sperm  and  lubricating  oils ;  No.24i,  illuminating-oils;  No. 25,  iron-work, 
piping,  ^c. ;  1^0.26,  augers;  No. 27,  anthracite  coal;  No. 29,  bituminous  coal ;  No. 31, 
copper  and  composition  nails ;  No.  32,  machinerv  and  tools,  Sec,  ^ 

Naval  Asylum,  Philadelphia,  Pa.--Cla8s  No.  1,  clothing ;  No.  2,  boots  and  shoes ;  No.  3. 
provisions;  No. 4, groceries ;  No. 5, dry-goods ;  No. 6, bread;  No. 7, tobacco ;  No. 8, coal 
and  wood ;  No.  9,  paints,  oils,  and  glitss ;  No.  11,  lumber ;  No.  13,  provender ;  No.  14,  mis- 
cellaneous; No.  15,  hardware. 

The  following  are  the  classes,  by  their  numbers,  required  at  the  respective  navy- 
yards  and  naval  asylum : 

Boeion,  Ifow.— Nos.  5, 6, 7, 8, 1 1, 12, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22. 23, 24, 25, 27. 

Brooklyn^  N.  F.— Nos.  1, 2^,  3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 9i,  11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 
26,27,30. 
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League  Island,  PhiladelpMa,  Pa.— Noe,  6. 16, 17, 18, 20. 21. 23. 244. 25, 27. 29. 32. 
Norfolk,  Fa.— No8. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10. 11, 12. 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26. 31, 32. 
Peneaoola,  FZa.— Noe.  6, 7, 11, 14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 20, 21, 24. 32. 
Mare  Island,  Cal—Sos.  1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8. 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24, 25, 29. 
Naval  AeyUm,  PlUladelvkia,  Pa.— Nos.  1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 13, 14, 15. 
The  bnrean  reserves  toe  right  to  reject  any  or  all  bids,  as  the  interest  of  the  service 
may  reqnire. 

JOHN  C.   HOWELL, 

Chief  of  BureoM, 


Conlractore  for  navy-yard,  Kitiery^  Me. 

Rider  &  Cotton,  class  1 $46  39 

Rider  &  Cotton,  class  5 33  20 

Rider  <&  Cotton,  class  6 468  97 

Rider  &  Cotton,  class  7 72  78 

Rider  &  Cotton,  class  8 587  8^ 

Rider  &  Cotton,  class  13 99  75 

Rider  &  Cotton,  class  18 322  50 

Rider  &;  Cotton,  class  19 19  95 

Rider  &  Cotton,  class  20 172  35 

Isaiah  Wilson,  class  4 88  12 

Isaiah  Wilson,  class  10 131  78 

A.  P.  Wendell  &  Co.,  class  12 150  10 

E.  H.  Jewell,  class  2 706  00 

£.  H.  Jewell,  class  9 18  00 

Samuel  Adams  &,  Co.,  class  3 58  75 

C.  E.  Walker  &  Co.,  class  17 2,760  00 

G.  T.  Vaughan,  class  11 98  54 

G.T.Vanghan,  class  21.... 21  65 

E.  M.  Brown  dt  Co.,  class  14 124  33 

Johns.  Tilton,  class  15 81  64. 

JohnF.  Plaisted,  class  16 31  50 

Mercer  Goodrich,  class  22 70  43 

Willis  G.  Myers,  class  23 78  34 

E.C.Senney,  class  24 169  00 

John  H.  Pray.Sons  &  Co., class  31 400  00 

Mercer  Goodrich,  class  3 2  20 

I-aiah  Wilson,  class  2 26  26 

E.  C.  Spinney,  class  4 691  00 

Rider  <&  Cotton,  class  1 36  03^ 

George  T.  Vaaghan,c]ass5 9  60 

7. 177  04 
Contractors  for  navy-yard,  Boston. 

James  &^  Abbott,  class  1 165  00 

Oeo.D.Putnam  d^;  Co., class  6 1,179  20 

Geo.  D.  Patnam  d:.  Co.,  class  15 545  68 

Geo.  D.  Pntoam  d[^  Co.,  class  23 209  25 

Geo.  D.  Patnam  d:.  Co.,  class  24 116  76 

John  Tricksy,  class  7 27  50 

John  Mnllett,class8 72  50 

John  Mollett,  class  20 1,377  60 

John  Mnllett,  class  21 682  50 

John  Mullett,  class  22 29  25 

J.  H.Walker,  class  11 235  62 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  12 116  25 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  16 148  85 

J.  H.  Walker,  claas  17. 152  55 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  25 w 136  70 

W.H.Dempsey,  class  18 271  80 

D.  Babcock  dt  Co.,  class  27 1.652  30 


7, 119  31 


Contractors  for  navy-yard.  New  York. 

D.  Babcock  &  Co.,  class  1 |297  50 

D.  Babcock  &  Co.,  class  2^ 1,725  OO 

D.  Babcock  dt  Co.,  class  8 ; 63  00 
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D.  Babcock  &  Co.,  class  9 $375  00 

D.  Babcock  &  Co.,  class  9i 13  00 

D.  Babcock  &  Co.,  class  16 964  26 

D.  Babcock  &  Co.,  class  22 36  00 

D.  Babcock  &  Co.,  class  24 106  40 

D.  Babcock  «fc  Co.,  class  27 2,338  00 

W.  A.  Greenleaf,  class  3 330  50 

W.  A.  Greenleaf  class  5 270  00 

W.  A.  Greenleaf.  class  6 735  00 

W.  A.  Greenleaf,  class  7 39  00 

Bellah,  Qnigley  &  Co.,  class  U  732  46 

Bellah,  Quigley  &  Co.,  class  12 114  00 

G.  H.  Creed,  class  14 70  51 

G.  H.  Creed,  class  15 1,232  75 

G.  H.  Creed,  class  25  303  40 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  17 381  44 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  23 144  60 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  26 11  10 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  30 300  00 

W.  H.  Dempsey,  class  18 458  50 

E.  R.  Shipnian,  class  20 1,587  00 

£.  R.  Shipmao,  class  21 1,507  50 


^ 


14f 335  92 
Contractors  for  navy-yard^  League  Island^  Pa, 

J.  W.  Gaskill  &  Sons,  class  6 263  50 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  16 775  65 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  23 '^      117  00 

J.  B.  Shannon,  class  17 598  65 

J.  B.  Shannon,  class  21 755  50 

J.  B.  Shannon,  class  24i 300  00 

J.  B.  Shannon,  class  25 122  63 

William  H.  Dempsev,  class  18 829  31 

PaulJ.  Field,  class  20 560  00 

A.  A.  McCnllough,  class  27 2,725  00 

John  Street  &  Co.,  class  29 237  50 

7,284  74 
Contractors  for  naval-asylum  supplies, 

Wannamaker  d:.  Brown,  class  1 4,715  00 

Wannamaker  &  Brown,  class  2 1,856  25 

Wannamaker  &,  Brown,  class  5 «...  613  53 

Jo&  Comey  &  Son,  class  3 8,289  00 

Robert  MoKeown,  class  4 6,61S  93 

Gustav  Menzel,  class  6 1,409  00 

PanlJ.  Field,  class  7 1,081  00 

William  F.  Moody,  class  8 : 1,604  00 

Bellah,  Qnigley  &  Co.,  class  9 484  30 

J.  W.  Gaskill  &  Sons,  class  11 587  25 

J.  B.  Shannon,  class  13 145  50 

Noblit,  Brown,  Noblit  &  Co.,  class  14 529  12 

Noblit,  Brown,  Noblit  &  Co.,  class  15 235  03 

28, 167  91 
Contractors  for  navy-yardf  Norfolkf  Va, 

A.  A.  McCnllongh,  class  4 1, 368  60 

A.  A.  McCullough,  class  6 182  00 

A.  A.  McCnllongh,  class  7 114  20 

R.  J.  Neely,  class  5 984  40 

D.  Babcock  <&  Co.,  class  8 113  40 

D.  Babcock  &  Co.,  class  24 115  20 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  10 399  80 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  14 46  40 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  16 338  02 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  17 728  08 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  23 263  20 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  25 114  82 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  26 22  78 

.  16  AN 
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J.  H.  Walker,  class  32 $203  77 

Bellah,  Quigley  &  Co.,ola«s  11 339  91 

Bellah,  Quigley  &  Co.,  class  12 5  25 

Bellah,  Quigley  &  Co.,  class  15 927  20 

W.  H.  Dempsey,  class  18 209  77 

Peters  Bros.,  clans  20 l,53*i  80 

Peters  Bros.,  class  21 1,490  00 

E.  V.  White  &  Co.,  class  31 875  50 

9,781  10 
CaniractoTB  for  navy-yard,  Pm$acola,  Fla, 

Geo.  H.  O'Neal,  class  6 90  00 

Geo.H.  O'Neal,  class  20 470  40 

M.  Yniestra,  class  7 74  00 

M.  Yniestra,  class  14. 22  50 

M.  Yniestra,  class  21 687  50 

C.  McKcDzie  Oerting,  class  11 132  75 

C.  McKcDzie  Oerting,  class  16 345  15 

C.  McKenzie  Oerting,  class  17 369  19 

C.  McKenzie  Oerting,  class  32 16  60 

Samuel  L.  Todd,  class  15 1.383  50 

William  H.  Dempsey,  class  18 235  82 

J.  B.  Peck,  president,  class  24 404  00 

4,231  41 
Contractors  far  navy -yard,  Mare  Islandf  Cal, 

F.B.  Taylor,  class  1 402  50 

F.  B.  Taylor,  class  24 4,792  00 

G.  A.  Meigs,  president,  class  3 100  00 

G.  A.  Meigs,  president,  class  4 322  00 

G.  A.  Meigs,  president,  class  6 778  25 

James  E.  Gordon,  class  7 7  00 

James  E.Gordon,  class 8 105  00 

James  E.  Gordon,  class  11 186  00 

James  E.  Gordon,  class  16 362  91 

James  E.  Gordon,  class  17 709  IG 

JamesE.  Gordon,  class  23 169  00 

J.  H.Walker,  class  14..... 171  26 

J.  H.  Walker,  class  25 246  23 

Whittier,  Fuller  &  Co.,  chiss  15 1,041  65 

L.A.  Bonestill,  class  18 270  38 

William  Walker,  class  22 140  00 

James  McCudden,  class  29 1,929  20 

11, 732  54 
Amount  of  contracts  for  1877-*78. 

Navy-yard,  Kittery,  Me |6,411  95 

Navy-yard,  Boston,  Mass - 7,119  31 

Navy-yard,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y 14,3:J5  92 

Navy-yard,  League  Island,  Pa 7,284  74 

Navy-yard,  Naval  Asylum,  Pa 28, 167  91 

Navy-yard,  Norfolk,  Va 9,781  10 

Navy-yard,  Pensacola,  Fla 4,231  41 

Navy-yard,  Mare  Island,  Cal 11,732  54 

Total 89,064  88 

Special  contracts. 

Vallejo,  water-rent  for  Mate  Island  yard |5,000  00 

Vallejo,  ferry-service  for  Mare  Island  yard 2,570  00 

Vallejo,  landing  for  Mare  Island  yard 360  00 

League  Island,  nouse-rent 2,400  00 

Erie,  wharf-rent 500  00 

Portemoutb,  N.  H.,  ferry-landing 75  00 

Norfolk,  wharf-rent 100  00 
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Exhibit  No.  3. 

Appropriations  for  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  for  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1877. 

Expended  np  to 
June  30, 1S77. 

Maintenance ,. §440,000  00  $438,781  44 

Repairs  and  preservation 100,000  00  *112,345  2S 

Mare  Island  (dry-dock) .• 50,000  00  38,908  71 

Naval  Asylum,  Philadelphia 52,1173  00  52.828  93 

Contingent 20,000  00  19,039  74 

662,973  00 
1876.  Jaly  1.  By  amonnt  placed  to  credit  of  bnrean  on  ac- 
count of  proceeds  of  sale  of  Philadelphia  yard 640, 087  07 

Transferred  by  Navy  Department 270,000  00 

370,087  07 
Expended  at  League  Island  up  to  June  30, 1877 282, 796  31 

87,290  76 
Pensacola  dry-dock,  appropriation  1874-75 250,000  00      211,680  00 

Appropriations  for  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  for  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1878. 

Expended  np  to 
Jan.  1, 1878. 

Balance  proceeds  of  sale  of  Philadelphia  yard $87, 290  76  $84, 066  33 

Maintenance 440,000  00  221,816  82 

Repairs  and  preservation 150,000  00  87,472  60 

NavalAsylum 52,973  00  18.836  00 

Contingent 20,000  00  12,574  46 

Pensacola  dry-dock,  appropriation  1875'-76 150, 000  00  74, 520  00 

Balance  Mare  Island  appropriation 11,091  29  2,725  00 

Appropriation  '^  General  Maintenance ''  for  fiscal  year  ending  30th  June, 

1877,  (act  approved  June  30,1877) $440,000  00 

Expended  as  follows : 

For  labor $320,171  98 

For  materials 118,609  46 


438,781  44 

The  most  of  the  materials  were  procured  under  contract  made  by  the  bureau,  or  by 
competitive  bids  received  at  the  purchasing  pay-offices. 

Appropriation  '*  Repairs  and  Preservation "  for  fiscal  year  ending  30th 
June,  1877,  (act  approved  July  31, 1877) $100,000  00 

Expended  as  follows: 

For  labor *. $=^0,260  21 

For  materials 1 32, 085  07 

112, 345  28 
Appropriation  "Navy-yard,  League  Island,  Pa.''    (No  year.) 

Sold  December  2, 1875,  at  the  Philadelphia  Exchange,  at  public  auction,  to  John  C. 
Bullitt,  esq.,  attorney  for  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  for  $1,000,000. 

Allotted  by  department  one- third  of  above  amount,  viz.  (14th  June, 

1876) $333,333  33^ 

Transferred  by  department,  (14th  June,  1876) 301,000  00 

Balance  to  credit  of  bureau 32,333  33^ 

Expended  by  bureau  at  League  Island 32,061  00 

Balance  in  Treasury 272  33^ 

Expenses  of  sale  of  yard  paid  by  department,  (supposed) 26, 582  59 

Allotted  by  department  from  proceeds  of  sale  of  Philadelphia  yard 640,084  07 

*Inclnding  materials  on  hand  expended  in  works  of  repair. 

t  A  large  qoantity  of  the  above  material  was  on  hand  and  the  cost  of  the  same  is  indaded. 
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TraDsferred  by  department- 
October,  1876 $150,000 

Febrnarv,  1877 80,000 

March,  1877 : 40,000 

$270,000  00 

Expended  at  Lieagne  Island  to  Febrnary  14, 1878 366,802  64 

# 

Appropriation  **  Contingent ''  for  fiscal  year  ending  30tb  June,  1877  (act  ap- 
proved 30th  June,  1877) 20,000  00 

Expended  as  follows : 

For  rent  of  honses  at  Philadelphia,  oflficers'  q narters 12, 400  00 

For  repairs  to  sectional  dock  at  Mare  Island 13,000  00 

For  rent  of  landing- wharf  and  store-house  at  Erie,  Pa 500  00 

For  dry-dock,  New  York ^ 1,981  57 

For  crane,  Washington  navy-yard 1,000  00 

For  dry-dock,  Norfolk  navy-yard 758  17 

19. 639  74 

Appropriation  for  the  ''  Naval  Asylum,  Philadelphia,''  for  fiscal  year  ending 

30th  June,  1877  (act  approved  June  30, 1877) $52,937  00 

Expended  as  follows : 

For  subsistence $18,260  70f 

For  clothing,  tobacco,  &c 12,353  21 

For  attendant* 7,636  10 

For  repairs,  care  of  grounds,  Slo 5,968  93 

For  miscellaneous  items 8,609  99 


52, 828  93* 


The  articles  nnder  the  head  of  subsistence,  clothing,  tobacco,  &c.,  were  advertised 
and  duly  contracted  for. 

Appropriation  **  Navy-vard,  Pensacola  "  (rebuilding  of  the  repairing  dock), 

(act  of  June  23, 1874,  and  act  of  March  3, 1875) $400, 000  00 

Expended  as  follows : 

Contract  of  John  Roach,  dated  October  23, 1876 $158,040  00 

Extension  of  contract  of  John  Roach,  dated  February  9, 1877 128, 160  00 

Nearly  the  whole  of  the  above  appropriation  will  be  absorbed  by  these  contracts. 

Appropriation  "  Navy-yard,  Mare  Island,  Cal."  (dry-dock),  for  fiscal  year 

ending  30th  June,  1877  (act  approved  July  31, 1877) $50,000  00 

Expended  as  follows : 

For  labor $35,517  14 

For  materials 3,391  57 

38.908  71 

Appropriation ''  Oeneral  Maintenance''  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  30th  June, 

1878  (act  approved  March  3,  1877) $440,000  00 

Expenditures  for  six  months  ending  3lRt  December,  1877,  as  follows : 

For  labor $168,946  32 

For  materials 52,870  50 

221,816  82 

The  greater  portion  of  the  materials  have  been  procured  under  contract  after  adver- 
tisement. 

Appropriation  "  Repairs  and  Preservation  "  for  fiscal  year  ending  30th  June, 

1878  (act  approved  March  3, 1877) $150,000  00 

Expenditures  for  six  months  ending  31st  December,  1877,  as  follows : 

For  labor $59,981  73 

For  materials 27,490  87 

87, 472  60 

The  greater  portion  of  the  materials  have  been  procured  under  contract  after  adver- 
tisement, as  shown  by  accompanying  list. 


APPENDIX.  229 

Exhibit  No.  4. 

Contracts  under  advertisevMni  for  1876  and  1877,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks. 

Lot  No.  1,  lamber.  J.  W.  Oaskill  &  Son $1,047  50 

Lot  No.  2,  rope,  Hammill  <fe  Stubs 230  51 

Lot  No.  3,  oil,  Darrell  «fe  Eluell 82  88 

Lot  No.  4,  lamber,  S.  P.  Brown 514  00 

Lot  No.  6,  lamber,  S.  P.  Brown 420  00 

Class  No.  27,  350  tons  anthracite  coal  for  steam-boilers,  Samuel  Q.  French 

(per  ton) 3  17 

Class  No.  27,  tons  anthracite  coal,  stove-size,  Samuel  Q.  French  (per  ton) .  3  90 

ClassNo.  1,  clothing,  Wannamaker and  Brown 5,204  00 

Class  No.  2,  boots  and  shoes,  W.  McKnight 2,062  50 

Class  No.  3,  provisions,  John  Brenn 9,429  20 

Class  No.  4,  groceries,  Robert  McKeonn 6,914  70 

Class  No.  5,  dry -goods,  George  Milliken 545  75 

Class  No.  6,  bread,  James  Park 1,408  25 

Class  No.  7,  tobacco,  J.  Rynaldo,  Sank  &  Co 1,104  00 

For  Steam-Engineering  store-house,  Philip  Quigley  &>  Son 13, 300  00 

For  extension  of  main  wharf,  J.  M.  Mays  &  Co 17,167  00 

For  storage  and  mold-loft  building,  Philip  Quigley  <&  Son 12, 500  00 

For  furnishing  and  driving-plates  for  saw-mill,  and  furnishing  all  material 

and  labor  for  wharf,  Austin  P.Brown 9,573  00 

Class  No.  20,  provender,  Frank  Dorsey 1,312  48 

ClassNo.23,hose,J.  D.Cummings 1,356  00 

Class  No.  29,  bituminous  (Cumberland)  coal,  T.  W.  Riley  &.  Sons 857  50 

Class  No.  8,  coal  and  wood,  W.  F,  Moody 1,718  50 

Class  No.  9,  paints,  oils,  &c.,  J.  B.  Shannon •. ....  636  42 

ClassNo.  11, lumber,  J.  W.Gaskill  &  Sons 655  15 

Class  No.  13,  provender.  Paul  J.  Field 198  60 

Class  No.  14,  miscellaneous,  J.  B.  Shannon 380  95 

Class  No.  15,  hardware,  Paul  J.  Field 282  58 

ClassNo.  1, stationery, William  H.  Dempsey f 570  79 

Class  No.  2,  drawing-materials,  W.  H.  Dempsey 241  80 

Class  No.  5,  oak  and  hardwood,  J.  W.  Gasklll  &  Sons 300  00 

Class  No.  6,  white  pine,  J.  W.Gaskill  &  Sons 317  00 

Class  No.  7.  lime,  Paul  J.  Field 63  00 

ClassNo.8,cement,Paul  J.  Field 475  00 

Class  No.  9,  gravel  and  sand,  Paul  J.  Field Ill  00 

ClassNo.  11. iron  spikes, &c.,Bellah& Elliott 105  00 

Class  No.  12,  steel,  Midvale  Steel-Works 46  75 

Class  No.  14,  files,  Paul  J.  Field 81  50 

Class  No.  15,  paints,  oils,  and  glass,  W.  Waterall  <&  Co 221  50 

ClassNo.  16, ship  chandlery, Noblitt, Brown, N.  &  Co 396  35 

Class  No.  17,  hardware,  Paul  J.  Field 823  85 

Class  No.  20,  hay,  Paul  J.  Field 788  00 

ClassNo.  21. provender, Paul  J.  Field 468  00 

Class  No,  22,  charcoal.  Paul  J.  Field 17  50 

Class  No.  24,  oils,  Noblitt,  Brown,  N.  &  Co 211  00 

Class  No.  25,  iron-work,  piping,  &o.,Pau]  J.  Field 52  50 

Class  No.  27,  anthracite  coal,  no  bids  received. 

Class  No.  32,  machinery  and  tools,  J.  A.  Fay  <&  Co 1,334  00 

Class  No.  5,  lumber,  A.  Powell 870  00 

ClassNo.  ll,nails,  A.Powell 77  00 

ClassNo.  4,  yellow  pine, A.  A.  McCuUough 7C0  00 

ClassNo.  11,  round  iron,  &c.,  Forbes  &.  Butts 39  90 

Class  No.  5,  walnut,  A.  A.  McCullough 44  00 

Class  No.  11,  iron  spikes,  nails,  &c.,£.  Y.  White  dr.  Co 26  75 

ClassNo.  14,  files, Forbes  &  Butts 36  85 

Class  No.  16,  cotton  waste,  E.  V.  White  &  Co 12  40 

ClassNo.  17,  hardware.  Holmes  &  Co 18  35 

Class  No.  18,  stationery,  D.  K.  Osboum 406  35 

Class  No.  20.  hay,  Peters  Bros 302  25 

ClassNo.  21, provender, A.  A.  McCollough 294  92 

ClassNo.  23,  gum  packing,  &c.,  E.  V.  White  &  Co 11  00 

ClassNo.  24, lard-oil, E.V.  White  &  Co 17  00 

Class  No.  15.  white-lead,  zinc,  &c.,  D.  K.  Osboum 27  00 

Class  No.  17,  hardware,  Forbes  &,  Butts 40  45 

Class  No.  1,  bricks,  Benjamin  Allen 592  00 


230 


APPENDIX. 


Class  No.  2,  lime,  Morris  «fe  Budd $1,050  00 

ClasH  No.  3,  bydranlio  cement,  Benjamin  Allen 244  00 

Class  No.  4,  building-sand,  Benjamin  Allen r 414  00 

Class  No.  5,  cast-iron  columns,  plate-girders,  and  iron  I-beams,  Phcenix 

Iron-Company 17,772  60 

Requisition  No.  56,  spikes,  &c.,  J.  B.  Shannon 234  70 

Requisition  No.  57,  i;viiidow-glass.  United  States  Lead  Company 123  58 

Requisition  No.  .'SS,  spikes,  Paul  J.  Field 133  25 

Requisition  No.  50,  hinges,  J.  B.  Shannon .-. 114  40 

RequiHition  No.  51,  Japan  drier,  &o.,  Noblitt,  Brown,  N.  &  Co 72  10 

Requisition  No.  52,  white  zinc  in  oil,  Felton,  Ran  &  Sibley 47  50 

Requisition  No.  53,  window-glass,  &o.,  United  States  White-Lead  Company  263  20 

Requisition  No.  54,  gouges,  &c.,  J.  B.  Shannon •  60  93 

Requisition  No.  55,  window-glass,  &c..  United  States  White-Lead  Com- 
pany   237  42 

Requisition  No  24,  gasoline  and  plow,  F.  B.  Taylor 383  50 

Requisition  No.  25,  upholstering  mat«rialB,  Coffin  &  Hendry 315  65 

Requisition  No.  26,  lumber,  A.  Powell 327  50 

Requisition  No.  27,  hardware,  James  E.  Gordon 244  50 

Requisition  No.  28,  miscellaneous,  James  E.  Gordon 125  00 

Requisition  No.  29,  stone  and  gravel,  A.  Powell 812  50 

Requisition  No.  30,  hardware,  Coffin  &  Hendry 582  72 

Requisition  No.  31,  hardware,  Coffin  &.  Hendry 523  63 

Requisition  No.  32,  iron,  James  £.  Gordon 98  50 

Hay,  George  H.  Hayes,  per  ton. 17  69 

Straw,  Steven  Grant,  per  ton 11  50 

Corn-meal,  Lewis  &  Brooks,  per  bnshel 73| 

Requisition  No.  62,  white-lead,  <&o.,  United  States  White-Lead  Company.  130  60 
Requisition  No.  63,  wrought-iron  pipes,  &c. : 

Morris,  Tasker  &  Co 187  63 

Pancoast  &  Maule 181  76 

Requisition  No.  64,  pipe  baskets,  &o.,  J.  B.  Shannon 314  14 

Requisition  No.  65,  tool-steel,  Mid  vale  Steel- Works 46  75 

Offers  for  plowing,  sowing,  harrowing,  and  rolling  about  300  acres  of  land 
on  Mare  Island,  Cal.,  under  advertisement  dated  September  18, 1876. 
John  O'Neal  and  James  Costello : 

Plowing,  (dry),  per  acre • 2  95 

Hanling  and  spreading  manure  per  acre   20 

Requisition  No,  12,  gas-oil,  per  gallon.  Rider  &.  Cotton 17 ]^o 

White-j.ine  boards,  J.  W.  Gaskill  &  Son 240  65 

Screws,  Paul  J.  Field '. 76  82 

White-pineweather-boarding,  J.  W.  Gaskill  &  Son 285  00 

Iron,  Morris,  Wheeler  &  Co 94  97 

Kerosene  oil,  Thakara,  Buck  «fe  Co 43  00 

Drain-pix>e,  Haney  &  Adamson ^ 251  53 

Machine-made  brick,  per  thousand,  Windsor  &  Ford 6  50 

Lime,  per  barrel,  Bird  &  Hepburn 1  20 

Cement,  Bird  &  Hepburn 1  55 

Rosendale  cement,  F.  B.  Taylor  &  Co 299  00 

Lehigh  egg-coal,  per  ton,  John  Street  &Co 4  12| 

Cement,  Charles  R.Wilson 1  37 

Spikes,  Noblett,  Brown,  Noblett  &  Co 32  50 

Glass  and  oil,  W.  F.  Simes&  Son 196  00 

Astral  oil,  brushes,  &c.,  Thackara,  Buck  &  Co 59  80 

Flags,  M.  Homes  <&  Son 

Fire  brick,  J.  E.  Mitchell 190  00 

Rivets,  &c.,  Noblett,  Brown,  Noblett  &  Co 58  55 

Tire-st^el,  &c.,  Paul  J.Field 14  85 

Lumber,  J.  W.  Gaskill  «fe  Sons 2,222  25 

Class  No.  2,  lumber,  J.  W.  Gaskill  &  Son 609  50 

Class  No.  3,  bricks,  Benjamin  Allen 5.586  00 

Class  No.  4,  Cement,  United  States  White-Lead  Company 1,285  85 

Iron  roof-frame,  L.  8ykes&  Son 9,269  96 

Galvanized  iron  cornices,  dormers,  &c.,  Philadelphia  Architectural  Iron 

Company 2,481  11 

Galvanized  iron  cornices,  Philadelphia  Architectural  Iron  Company 1,017  89 

Fifty  tons  coal.  E.  F.  Sise  &  Co.,  per  ton 4  98 

Lava  tips,  kettles,  and  pans,  John  P.  Sweetzer 7  05 

Sperm-oil,  Rider  &  Cotton 72  45 

Class  No.  4,  yellow-pine  lumber,  A.  A.  McCuUough 701  50 
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Class  No.  6,  white-pine  1  amber,  John  F.  Qaigley |5,097  82 

Class  No.  9,  sand,  Anstin  P.  Brown 119  00 

Class  No,  10,  slate,  Isaac  Parker,  jf 2,392  93 

Class  No.  11,  iron,  iron  nails,  and  spikes,  J.  B.  Shannon 8B4  63 

Class  No.  15,  paints,  oils,  and  Kla^*  Anstin  P.  Brown 1,404  94 

Sprucejoists,  20feet  long,  J.  W.  Gaskill  &8on8 162  94 

Spmcejoists,  22feetlong,  J.  W.  Gaskill&Sons* 513  12 

Sprnce  joists,  24  feet  long,  J.  W.  Gaskill  &  Sons  • 157  68 

Bridge  plank,  Samuel  Adams  &,  Co 360  00 

Pitch  and  tar.  Rider  &  Cotton 32  70 

Malleable  iron  pipes  and  valves,  Rider  &>  Cotton 47  91 

Sbeet-zino,  sash,  cord, paints,  &c.,  John  H.Bailey 96  90 

Upholstering-goods.  C.  Dwight  Hanscom&Co 151  85 

Tacks,  bmshee,  padlocks,  d^c,  John  H.  Bailey 52  37 

Class  No.  17,  hardware,  J.  W.  Gaskill  <&  Sons 2,023  14 

Class  No.  25,  iron-work,  cast-iron  columns,  Austin  P.  Brown 

Mattftsses  and  pillows,  Noblitt,  Brown,  Noblitt  <&  Co 156  00 

Lookers  and  tables,  Robertson  &,  Bryan 129  00 

Oil-cloth,  J.  F.&E.B.  Orne&  Co.,  per  yd 1  00 

Hay,  straw,  oats,  &c.,  O.  E.  Hiue 1,420  00 

Beef,  &c.,  Henry  Sahke 983  00 

Groceries,  R.  MoKeown 620  75 

Bread,  J.  Mcllwain 220  00 

Georgia  pine  timber,  W.  W.  McCnilough,  per  M 29  00 

SPECUL  CONTRACTS. 

Vallejo,  water-rent  for  Mare  Island  yard 5,000  00 

Vallejo,  ferry-service  for  Mare  Island  yard 2,570  00 

Vallejo,  ferry-landing ^360  00 

League  Island,  house-rent 2,*400  00 

Erie,  wharf-rent 500  00 

Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  ferry-landing 75  00 

Norfolk,  wharf-rent *. 100  00 


Bureau  op  Yards  and  Docks,  Navy  Department, 

Watihingtonf  D,  C,  September  6,  1876. 

Sir  :  Purchasing  paymasters  are  directed  to  call  for  duplicate  proposals  in  all  cases 
of  advertising  for  materials  or  supplies  for  this  bureau,  and  to  forward  the  duplicates 
of  such  proposals  to  the  Bureau  or  Yards  and  Docks.  /^ 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 


Paymaster  Edwin  Putnam,  U.  S.  N., 

PorUmautK  N.  JET. 
Pay-director  Chas.  W.  Abbott,  U.  S.  N., 

Boaton^  Masi. 
Pay-director  Geo.  F.  Cutter,  U.  8.  N., 

Xeto  York, 
Pay-inspector  A.  W.  Russeu.,  U.  S.  N., 

Philadelphia^  Pa, 
Pay-inspector  W.  W.  Williams,  U.  S.  N., 

WathingUm,  D,  C. 
Paymaster  Geo.  E.  Hsndee,  U.  S.  N., 

Norfolk,  Va. 
Paymaster  John  MacMahon,  U.  S.  N., 

Pen$acolaj  Fla. 
Pay-director  J.  S.  Cunninghm,  U.  8.  N., 

San  FrancUco,  Cal, 


J.  C.  HOWELL, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
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Total  report  of  expenditure  at  navy-yards,  ataiionSf  and  Naval  Asylum  for  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1877. 


Yards  and  itationa. 


Portsmoatb,  K.  H 

BoBtoii,MaM 

New  London,  Conn . . . . 

NewYork.N.Y 

L«ajnie  ItUnd.  Pa 

Waahinj^n,  D.  C 

Norfolk,  Va 

PensaookK  Fla 

Mare  Ictland.  Cal 

Sacket's  Harbor,  N.  Y 

Key  West,  Fla 

Naval  Asylom,  Pa .... 
Wharf  at  Erie, Pa.... 


Total 


Appropriations. 


a 
o 

I 
I 

a 


|4, 959  44 


883,796  31 


811,680  00 
38,908  71 


53,888  03 


501, 166  39 


113, 968  44 

17, 766  42 

451  40 

18.  515  53 

3,860  91 

11,  678  31 

18,879  16 

7,055  98 

19,999  77 


6,169  36 


112,345  88 


S 


a 


§ 


$35,883  85 
53,084  41 

5,102  48 
97,485  97 
40,381  16 
54,333  18 
53,  597  65 
96,741  34 
61, 893  51 
808  85 

1,135  20 


438.781  44 


g 

a 

•s 

1 


$1. 953  00 
3, 255  CO 


3,848  40 
3,394  18 
1, 657  00 
8,871  75 
1,046  85 
3, 141  00 


40,566  58 


I 

a 
§ 


$1,981  57 

8,400  00 

1,000  00 

758  17 


13,000  00 


500  00 


19, 639  74 


o 
H 


$51,805  89 

74. 105  83 
10,506  32 

181,331  47 

841,778«d0 

6H,668  41 

70. 106  73 
346.583  47 
136, 948  99 

808  f)S 

7,304  56 

52,828  93 

500  00 


1, 188, 499  37 
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Exhibit  No.  7. 

Thid  contract,  made  and  entered  into  this  twelfth  day  of  November,  in  the  year  of 
oar  Lord  one  tboasand  eight  hundred  and  seven ty-tive,  by  and  between  John  Rice^  of 
the  city  of  Philadelphia,  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  as  principal,  and  Alexander  T. 
Richards,  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  of  the  as  sureties, 

all  of  the  first  part,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  by  John  C.  Howell  (Chief  of  the 
Bnreaa  of  Yards  and  Docks),  acting  for  him  and  in  his  name  and  behalf,  of  the  secood 
part,  witnesseth,  that  in  consideration  of  the  payments  hereinafter  stipulated,  the 
parties  of  the  first  do  hereby  covenant  and  agree  to  and  with  the  party  of  the  second 
part  that  they,  the  said  parties  of  the  first  part,  will,  at  their  own  risk  and  expense, 
take  down  to  the  foundations  certain  buildings  hereinafter  mentioned,  now  standing 
in  the  navy-yard  at  Philadelphia,  clean  the  bricks,  and  transport  all  the  materials  com- 
posing said  buildings,  and  land  the  same  at  the  navy-yard,  League  Island,  at  snch 
points  as  may  be  directed  by  the  commandant,  all  of  said  work  to  be  done  in  a  carefnl 
manner,  so  that  the  material  shall  saffer  as  little  injury  as  possible ;  the  whole  to  be 
accomplished  and  completed  on  or  before  the  second  day  of  December,  1875.  The  fol- 
lowing list  embraces  the  buildings  to  be  removed : 


1 
3 
3 

4 
5 
6 
7 

e 

9 
10 

11 

IS 
12 


Comniand«Dt*s  offic« 

Guu-earriage,  foundery,  and  plumber>8hop 

Joiner's  shop 

Pattern  bulldhig 

Block-sbop 

SaiMoft  and  storage  building 

Mold-loft  and  store-hoose 

Ordnance  building 

Saw-mill,  boiler,  and  high  chimney 

Residence  of  naval  constructor 

Residence  of  chief  engineer 

Residence  of  commandant  of  the  yard. . . .  ) 

Residence  of  captain  of  the  yard > 

Residence  of  captain  of  marines 

Blacksmith's  shop 

Mast-house  and  rigging-loft 

Marine  barracks 

Iron  store  building 


48  by  48  by  40 
386  by  60  by  33 
ISO  bv  40  by  40 
75  by  33  by  25 
75  by  33  by  25 
300  by  60  by  25 
300  by  60  by  97 
450  by  46  by  32 
150  by  36  by  34 

48  by  70 

46  by  76 ..... . 

60  by  38 

250  by  35 , 

♦^by  62 

110  by  20 

970  by  30 


Marked  No.  1 . 
Marked  No.  5 . 
Marked  No.  10 
Marked  No.  21 
Marked  No  17 
Marked  No.  12 
Marked  No.  16 
Marked  No.  3 
Marked  No.  34 

{g:::::::::::: 
18;;:::::::::: 

A 

No.95 

No.  27 

No.  15 

No.  96 


On  plan  of  yard. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


It  is  further  mutually  understood  and  agreed  that  the  parties  of  the  first  part  are  to 
furnish  all  the  scows  necessary  to  transport  the  material  from  the  Philadelphia  to  the 
League  Island  navy -yard,  all  teams  for  teaming  required,  whether  at  Philadelphia  yard 
or  at  League  Island,  and  all  labor  required  to  take  down ,  transport,  and  land  at  League 
Island  all  the  materials  composing  the  before-named  buildings  now  in  the  Philadelphia 
navy-yard.  And  it  is  further  understood  and  agreed  that  the  party  of  the  second  part 
is  to  furnish  all  towage  and  the  use  of  the  hoisting-engines  at  the  Philadelphia  and 
League  Island  yards,  railroad  track,  cars,  and  locomotives  at  League  Island,  Also  rail- 
road tracks  to  the  new  sites  for  the  dififereut  buildings,  and  plank-roads  where  requirtd 
to  transport  the  materials  to  the  spot  where  they  are  to  be  re-erected. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  covenant,  the  party  of  the  second  doth  hereby 
covenant  and  agree  to  and  with  the  parties  of  the  first  part,  that  the  said  party  of  the 
second  will,  upon  the  entire  completion  of  the  work  specified  hereinbefore,  pay  to  the 
said  parties  of  the  first  part,  upon  the  certificate  of  the  commandant  of  said  navy- 
yards  that  all  the  conditions  of  this  contract  have  been  complied  with  bv  the  parties 
of  the  first  part,  the  full  and  Just  sum  of  thirty-two  thousand  and  five  hundrod  and 
fifty-four  and  -]^V  ($32,554  ^^j  dollars,  in  the  lawfal  money  of  the  United  States.  And 
it  is  hereby  mutually  agreed  that  the  parties  of  the  first  part  sball  be  allowed  to  com- 
mence their  work  on  the  15th  November,  and  if  they  fail  to  perform  all  the  stipulations 
of  this  contract  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  herein  specified,  they  shall  and  will, 
upon  demand,  pay  to  the  United  Stater),  as  liquidated  damages,  the  full  and  just  sum  of 
fifteen  thousand  ($15,000)  dollars,  in  lawful  money  of  the  United  States ;  and  upon  such 
failure,  this  contract  may,  at  the  option  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  be  vacated  and  de- 
clared void,  without  afiecting  the  right  to  recover  for  defaults  which  may  have  occurred. 
In  witness  whereof  the  parties  have  hereunto  set  their  hands  and  seals  the  day  and 
year  first  herein  written. 

JOHN  RICE.  [SEAL.] 

ALEXANDER  T.  RICHARDS,    [seal.] 

J.  C.  HOWELL,  [SEAL.] 

Chitf  of  Bureau  Yards  and  Docks, 

Witness : 

Geo.  Rice. 

C.  H.  Wells,  U.  8.  N. 

As  to  the  signature  of  J.  C.  Howell, 
A.  E.  Merritt, 
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Exhibit  15.— Je&ruary  27, 1878. 

House  of  Refresentatives,  February  22, 1878. 

Sir  :  On  reading,  last  night,  proofs  of  the  testimony  taken  before  yonr  committee,  I 
noticed  that  a  question  had  arisen  as  to  the  absence  of  three  original  papers  from  the 
guard-book  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  being  letters  of  John  Roach,  T. 
F.  Rowland,  and  C.  £.  Pennock  &.  Co.  I  remembered  that  such  papers  had  been  pre- 
sented during  the  investigation  last  Congress  into  the  affairs  of  the  Navy  Department, 
and,  on  examination,  I  found  that  I  had  preserved  and  laid  them  aside,  and  that,  as 
they  had  not  been  called  for  or  sent  for,  I  still  had  them  in  my  custody. 
I  now  beg  to  hand  the  letters  to  you.  and  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

'^  HENRY  G.  HAYES, 

Official  Stenographer  to  Committees, 
Hon.  Benjamin  H.  Willis, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Expenditures  Navy  Department, 


Exhibit  16.— jPcftmary  27, 1878. 

COATESVILLE,  Pa.,  August  30, 1873. 

Sir  :  We  have  the  honor  to  make  yon  the  following  proposition :  We  will  furnish 
yon  all  the  plate,  beams,  angles,  rivets,  or  any  other  iron  required  for  building  a  sloop 
of  war,  in  the  Boston  navy -yard,  at  8  cents  per  pound,  to  be  of  the  best  quality  of  their 
kind,  and  to  be  inspected  at  our  works,  previous  to  shipping  the  same,  by  an  officer  of 
your  department  appointed  by  yourself,  we  to  receive  in  payment  therefor  old  plates 
and  beams  now  in  the  Philadelphia  and  Portsmouth  navy-yards  at  If  cents  per  pound ; 
all  of  the  old  iron  over  one  and  a  quarter  inches  thick  to  be  cut  in  pieces  or  blocks  not  to 
measure  over  four  feet  in  lengths  previous  to  being  delivered  to  us  on  the  wharves  of 
the  different  yards  named. 
Very  respectfully, 

C.  E.  PENNOCK  &  CO. 
Commodore  I.  Hanscom,  U.  S.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Eepairy  Washington ^D,  C, 


Exhibit  17. — February  27, 1878. 

January  6, 1874. 

Sir  :  You  will  please  permit  Naval  Constructor  Hartt  or  Assistiuit  Naval  Constructor 
Steele  to  select  such  plate  and  beam  iron  as  was  intended  for  the  Nebraska,  at  the 
yard  under  your  command,  to  be  turned  over  to  Messrs.  C.  E.  Pennock  &  Co.  (the 
government  first  cutting  that  which  is  more  than  1^  inch  thick  into  4  feet  lengths),  at 
one  and  three-fourths  (If)  cents  per  pound,  to  be  paid  for  by  them  in  iron  at  eight  (8) 
cents  per  pound,  to  be  delivered  to  the  Harlan  &  Hollingsworth  Company,  and  used  iu 
bnilding  the  naval  vessel  under  contract  with  this  bureau. 

They  will  also  select  iron  5  inches  by  U  inches  to  be  used  in  repairing  the  monitors 
at  Chester  and  Wilmington. 

Respectfully,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chi^  of  Bureau, 
Commo.  J.  R.  M.  Mullany,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy- Yard  Philadelphia, 


Exhibit  18,— Fcftittary  27, 1878. 

February  14, 1874. 

Sir  :  A  proposition  has  been  received  from  Messrs.  Seyfert,  McManns  &  Co.,  of  Phila- 
delphia, and  accept-ed,  to  deliver  at  the  yard  under  your  command  such  iron  as  may 
be  required  for  naval  purposes,  and  wanted  for  immediate  use,  in  exchange  for  such 
old  iron  in  the  yard  as  may  not  be  available  or  useful. 

The  exchange  is  to  be  made  on  the  same  terms  as  with  Pennock  &>  Co.,  and  a  portion 
of  the  iron  which  was  to  have  been  delivered  to  Pennock  &,  Co.  will  now,  under  this 
letter,  be  deliverable  to  Seyfert,  McManus  Sc  Co. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Commo.  J.  R.  M.  Mullany, 

Commandant  Navy- Yard  Philadelphia, 
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Exhibit  W.^February  27, 187a 

COATESVILLK,  Pa.,  July  7,  1874. 

Sir:  We  beg  leave  to  make  yon  the  following  proposition:  We  will  receive  from 
you  ten  thonsand  tons  of  old  plate-iron,  at  different  navy-yards  on  the  Atlantic  coasts 
and  reroll  and  retnm  to  the  same  yards,  or  such  as  may  be  designated,  one  ton  of  best 
charcoal-iron  plate  for  five  tons  of  old  iron,  and  one  and  one-hiuf  tons  of  best  quality 
beams,  angles,  bars,  bolts,  &o.,  for  five  tons  of  old  iron. 
Very  respectfully, 

C.  E.  PENNOCK  &  CO. 
Commodore  I.  Hanscom,  U.  S.  N., 

Chi^  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair^ 

Navy  Departmentt  Washington,  D,  C, 

Not  accepted. 

Exhibit  20,— February  27, 187a 

Office  of  the  Continental  Works, 

Green  Pointy  N,  F.,  January  28,  1875. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  desire  to  contract  with  the  department  to  f  nmish  the  plate-iron  necessary 
to  complete  the  hull  of  the  United  States  iron-clad  monitor  Mouadnock,  now  being  re- 
paired by  me,  and  herewith  tender  the  following  proposition,  viz: 

I  will  receive  at  my  dock  (Continental  Works)  such  wrought-iron  scrap  as  the  de- 
partment may  have  to  deliver,  and  reroll  the  same  for  the  outside  and  inside  plating, 
bulkheads,  furnishing  the  department  with  one  pound  of  new  rolled  material  fur 
every  three  pounds  of  old  material  delivered  to  me.  An  early  consideration  of  this 
proposal  will  greatly  oblige 
Yours,  respectfully, 

T.  F.  ROWLAND. 
I.  Hanscom,  Esq., 

Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction,  Navy  Department, 

Washington,  D,  C. 
This  proposition  was  accepted.— I.  H. 


Exhibit  ^l^—February  27, 1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Washington,  ApHl  13, 1875. 

Sir:  Tour  oflfer  to  furnish  one  ton  of  rerolled  iron  for  three  tons  of  old  iron  for  the 
inner  and  outer  plating  and  the  deck-armor  plating  of  the  Miantonomohis  accepted. 
Respectfully,  &o,, 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  Bureav^. 
Mr.  John  Roach, 

Chester,  Pa, 


Exhibit  22,— February  27, 1878. 

Office  Delaware  River  Iron  Ship-Building  and  Engine  Works, 

Chester,  Pa,,  February  6,  1875. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  desire  to  contract  with  the  department  to  furnish  the  plate-iron  nec- 
essary to  comnlete  the  hull  of  the  United  States  iron-clad  monitor  Miantonomoh,  now 
being  repairea  by  me,  and  herewith  tender  the  following  proposition,  viz: 

I  will  receive  at  my  dock  here  such  wrought-iron  scrap  as  the  department  may  have 
to  deliver,  and  reroll  the  same  for  the  outside  and  inside  plating,  bulkheads,  deck 
and  armor  plate,  furnishing  the  department  with  one  pound  of  new  rerolled  material 
for  every  three  pounds  of  old  material  delivered  to  me.  An  early  consideration  of  this 
proposal  will  greatly  oblige. 

Yours,  very  respectfully, 

JOHN  ROACH. 
I.  Hanscom,  Esq., 

Chitf  of  the  Bureau  o    Conttruotionf  Washington,  D.  C. 
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Exhibit  D, —February  27,  1S78. 

New  York,  February  25, 1878. 

United  States  Navy  Department,  bon^ht  of  David  Babcook  Sc  Co.,  dealers  in  ship- 
chandlery  and  naval  supplies,  No.  16  Broadway. 

[Barean  of  Steam-Engineering.    Appropriation  for  steam-machinery.] 

1877. 

Jan.    7.    To  engineers' stores  and  supplies $340  62 

Feb.  24.    To  engineers' stores  and  supplies 5,498  32 

Mar.  19.    To  engineers' stores  and  supplies 33  15 

Mar.  19.    To  engineers' stores  and  supplies 9155 

Mar.  19.    To  engineers' stores  and  supplies 147  74 

Mar.  19.    To  engineers' stores  and  supplies 82  50 

Mar.  24.    To  engineers' stores  and  supplies 221  15 

June  11.    To  engineers'  stores  and  supplies 49  90 

Total 6,464  93 


Exhibit  E.— Feftruory  27, 1878. 

United  States  Navy  Department  to  George  W.  Quintard,  Dr. 

For  the  following  bills  on  eight  boilers  for  United  States  sloops  of  wv  Alaska 
aad  Bdoioia,  and  extra  bill  ior  sloop  Alliance  : 

1875. 

October  31 ^ $13,000  00 

November  30 20,000  00 

December21 20,000  00 

1876. 

January  20 20,000  00 

February  20 20,000  00 

March25 20,000  00 

October  20 3,082  54 

18n. 

January  15,  tJnited  States  sloop  Alliance 301  66 

116,384  20 
16  A  N 
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Exhibit  B.^March  2, 1878.— Teatimony  of  George  F,  Cutter. 

Statement  of  the  clerical  force  of  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clotkingj  Navy  Department^ 

with  their  respective  rates  of  pay,  February  11,  187^. 


Names. 

Rates. 

Bates  of  pay. 

John  F.  Densoo 

Chief  clerk 

|l,  800  00  per  year. 
1, 600  00  per  year. 
1, 600  00  per  year. 
1, 600  00  per  year. 
1, 400  00  per  year. 
1, 400  00  per  year. 
1, 800  00  per  year. 
1,800  00  per  year. 
1, 200  00  per  year. 
100  00  pfr  montb. 

75  00  per  mouth. 

tS  00  per  muuth. 

J.  W.  Moorhead.. 

Clerk  4th  class i 

J.  K.  Lewis 

Clerk  3d  claas 

William  H.  Dor 

do 

H.  H.Tilley 

Cl*rk  ^  class . 

Fraik  Hamilt"*! 

do 

Amos  T.  Jencks - 

Clerk  Ist  class 

H.  E.  Qainn 

do 

W.  S.  Benseman 

do 

^V.  S.Gibson 

Writer 

R.  B.  Heath 

do 

W.  L.  Hinds 

do 

Exhibit  D.— March  2,  \f^8,— Testimony  of  George  F.  Cutter, 

Bureaus  of  the  Xavy  Department  in  account  with  the  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing. 

Dr. 


Bureaus. 


Provisions. 


Equipment  and  Recmiting  . 
Constmction  and  Repair.... 

SteamEn^neering 

Medicine  and  Surgery 

United  States  Marine  Corps 


Total. 


12,969  81 


917  84 
1.699  74 


5, 5CT  39 


Clothing.       Contingent. 


1351  96 


75 
762  00 


116  74 
1.900  60 


80  10 


1,114  71 


2,0:7  70 


ToUl. 


13,338  51 

1,980  66 

75 

1, 759  94 

1.699  74 


8,779  80 


^^n^ 

Bureaus. 

Provisions. 

Total. 

Conatmotion  and  Renair. 

$37  07 
4,909  89 

137  07 

\f  AiUnifiA  anH  HnrcTArv  /  Vavol  TTnanit^l  f nnH  \ . 

4,909  89 

Total    

4. 946  96 

4, 946  96 

Exhibit  D.—March  2,  1878. 

Office  80  Broadway,  New  York, 

January  11,  1878. 

Dear  Sir  :  The  following  is  a  condensed  statement  of  the  facts  connected  with  my 
contract  for  rebailding  the  iron-clad  donble-turreted  battery  Monadnock  at  Vallejo, 
Cal  : 

My  contract  was  made  under  advertisement  of  the  Navy  Department  (see  copy  in- 
closed) calling  for  bids  to  set  ap  the  frame,  pnt  on  the  plating,  riveting,  d&c;  the  gov- 
ernment to  fornish  and  deliver  to  me,  at  my  works,  all  the  material. 

In  accordance  with  the  advertisement,  I  bid  for  setting  np  frames,  plating,  &c., 
|239,*250,  my  bid  being  $49,000  less  than  any  of  the  other  bids. 

The  contract  was  awarded  to  me,  and  execnted  on  October  2, 1875. 

By  the  terms  of  my  contract  the  payments  were  to  be  made  within  thirty  days  after 
the  bills  were  approved  by  the  proper  officer,  and  the  payments  were  to  be  divided  into 
ten  eqnal  pavments ;  out  of  ceu  approved  bills,  I  have  so  far  only  received  payment  on 
two  bills;  of  the  eight  approved  bills  I  have  been  oarryinsr,  by  borrowing  on  them 
from  bankers  and  individuals,  for  an  average  of  twelve  and  a  half  months,  and  at  a 
high  rate  of  interest,  which  has  almost  entirely  exhausted  any  prospect  I  may  have 
hi^  for  profit  on  my  contract. 

By  the  terms  of  my  contract  the  time  for  completing  it  was  nine  months,  and  if  1 
took  longer  than  that  time  to  complete  the  contract,  unless  delayed  by  the  action  of 
the  government,  I  was  to  forfeit  and  pay  unto  the  United   States  the  sum  of  one  hnn- 
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dred  dollars  per  day  for  each  and  every  day  delayed  beyond  Hiat  time.  The  govern- 
ment agreed  to  furnish  the  necessary  plans,  specificatious,  and  material  as  I  required 
tiiem ;  hot  from  the  commencement  of  the  work  uatil  the  present  time  I  have  beea 
delayed  by  the  non-dejivery  of  the  material,  and  the  non-payoaent  of  approved  bills, 
which  has  delayed  the  time  of  the  completion  of  my  contract  indefinitely. 

In  order  to  complete  my  contract,  I  require  a  large  amount  of  material,  fittings,  ^c, 
from  the  hull  of  the  old  Monadnook;  and  at  least  ope  and  a  half  years  ago  I  called 
the  attention  of  the  department  to  the  necessity  of  my  having  these  materials,  in 
order  to  enable  me  to  finish  my  contract,  and  I  was  informed  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  department  to  make  a  further  contract  for  completing  the  vessel,  which  would  give 
me  control  of  all  these  matters,  so  I  could  finish  tbe  vessel. 

Being  neor  completion  of  my  plating-contract,  with  the  exception  of  these  materials 
from  the  old  Monadnock,  I  continued  to  press  the  department  for  them,  and  after  nego- 
tiating for  a  price  for  finishing  the  vessel,  in  which  the  department  deducted  over 
$100,000  from  my  estimates,  the  contract  of  March  3,  1877,  was  awarded  to  me ;  which 
contract  the  present  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  ordered  me  to  do  BOthing 
with  until  Congress  appropriates  the  money  to  pay  for  it. 

As  the  matter  now  stands  I  am  carrying  $176,042.30  of  approved  bilUj  earned  under 
my  plating-contract,  and  am  prevented  the  completion  of  it  until  Congress  appropri- 
ates the  money  for  my  present  bills  and  the  3d  of  March  contract. 

The  damages  I  have  and  am  now  suffering  in  interest  or  deferred  payments,  yard  rent, 
superintendence,  insurance,  clerk-hire,  watchmen,  &c.,  will  of  course  destroy  all  pros- 
pect of  profit  on  mv  contract  and  cause  loss. 

As  the  matter  will  probably  come  before  Congress  in  the  deficiency  bill  asked  for  by 
the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  I  take  the  liberty  of  asking  you  to  aid  all  yon 
can  cQnsisteutly  in  the  passage  of  a  deficiency  bill  that  will  enable  me  to  not  only 
recover  pay  for  my  first  contract,  but  also  go  on  with  the  3d  of  March,  1877,  con- 
tract to  complete  the  vessel. 
Very  respectfully,  6lc.. 

P.  BUBGES& 

Hon.  Benjamin  A.  Willis,  M.  C, 

Chairman  House  Committee  ou  jLyenditures  in  the  Navy  Department^ 

UouMe  of  Representatives,  Wiuhington,  Z>.  C. 


Exhibit  k,— March  4,  1878,— Testimony  of  Richard  W,  Thompson. 

Contracts  made  by  Rureau  of  Steam- Engineering  for  boilers j  engines,  ^c,  for  iron-clad 

monitors. 


Name. 


Monadnock 
Terror  ..... 
Amphitrite 
PantaD  — 


p^iginal     contraota — 
boilers. 


Date. 


Apr.  13, 1875 
Apr.  14, 1875 
May  19. 1875 
Sept.  19, 1876 


Amount. 


1110. 000  00 
110,000  00 
110,000  00 
903,700  00 


Saapeoded    oon tracts— 
engines,  Slo. 


Date. 


Mar.  3, 1877 

Mar.  3,1877 

Mar.  3,1877 

Mar.  3,1877 


Amount. 


1385,000  00 
310,000  00 
330.000  00 
480,000  00 


Total  cost 
Qttder  aU. 


•395,000  00 
340,000  00 
340,000  00 
623,700  00 
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Exhibit  D,— March  4,  1&7S,— Testimony  of  Richard  W,  Thompson. 

CONTINGENT  NAVY. 


Date. 


ltJ76. 

July     3 

3 

7 

11 

11 

Id 

14 

14 

18 

19 

1» 

35 


85 

27 

29 

89 

29 

29 

29 

29 

29 

29 

29 

29 

29 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

1 

2 

4 

8 

3 

9 

11 


Aag. 


July 
Aog. 


Sept 
Aag. 
Sept 


11 
15 
18 

19 
21 
22 
24 

28 

28 

29 
29 

31 
.31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
1 

31 
4 
5 
5 

5 
« 
6 

7 
7 
7 


William  Wil^ceA,  services  office  Innpector  of  Navy 

Joseph  Waters,  printing  materials.  &c    

A.  A.  Joyce,  copying  proceedings  of  coart-mariial    

Army  ai^d  Navy  Journal,  advertising  general  orders,  &c 

Ailantic  and  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegrnph  Company  bills. . 

Chrooicle  Publishing  Co..  advertising  general  brders.  Sec 

Randall  &  Hagner,  examining  tiile  to  naval  hospital 

Andrew  J.  Joyce,  repairing  carriage  of  department 

Sunday  Herald,  advertising  proposals  for  tuel  Naval  Academy 

Sunday  Herald,  advertlsina- general  orders,  Sic 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  bills  for  June,  1876    

National  Republican,  advertising  proposals  for  oil  aad  Gen- 
eral Order  No.  213. 
National  Republican,  advertising  General  Orders  No.  210, 211 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Cos.,  telegraph 

Asher  Burnett,  services  by  order  of  Secretarv 

Andrew  0*Neil,  services  as  temporary  watchman 

L.  R.  Jones,  services  as  temporary  watchman 

Alexander  Skinner,  services  as  temporary  watehman 

James  Donnelly,  services  as  temporary  watchman 

James  Lipsoomb,  services  as  temporary  watchman 

R.  W.  Water.4,  services  as  temporary  watchman 

Patrick  Quirk,  services  as  temporary  watchman 

W.  R.  Brown,  services  a^  temporary  watchman 

J.  P.  Lncas,  services  as  temporary  watchman 

John  H.  Reinbei  g.  services  as  temporary  watchman 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  retiring  board 

James  C.  Dulin,  recorder  of  examiniog  and  retiring  board  . . 

Gaursee  £.  Tyson,  captain  of  watch 

Joseph  Watersf  printing  and  materials 

William  M.  Ellis,  for  rearranging  books  Sec,  injured  by  fire 

William  Wilkes,  services  office  Inspector  of  Nav  y 

W.  F.  Beadle,  prif  ting  and  material  

Atlantic  and  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Company  bills. . . 

National  Republican,  advertising  proposals  for  hemp 

A.  B.  Havner,  judge ^ad vocate,  case  of  R.  C.  Spalding 

R.  C.  McMurtrie,  services  bv  order  of  Secretary 

£.  C.  Coolce,  delivering  official  telegrams 

Sunday  Morning  Chronicle,  advertising  proposals  for  sap- 

plie4,  Sec. 
National  Repablican,  advertising  proposals  for  sapplies,  SiC 

John  H.  Reiiiberg,  services  a h  temporary  watchman 

The  Item  (Philadelphia),  advertising  proposals  for  cause 

way,  Stc. 

National  Repablican,  advertising  general  orders,  Sic ... 

W.  R  Brown,  services  as  temporary  watchman 

New  York  Tribune,  advertising  General  Order  No.  216 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  bilis  rendered 

New  York  Republikaner.  advertising  General  Order  No.  216 
Army  and  Navy  Journal,  advertising  General  Orders  Nos. 

2i:i.  214, 216. 

Graphic  Company,  advertising  General  Order  No.  216 

Mc^sager  Fiimco-Americaine,  advertising   General  Order 

No.  216. 

G.E.Tyson,  captain  of  watch. 

L.  R  Jnn<>s,  temporary  watchman ! 

James  P.  Lisoomb.  temporary  watchman 

John  Lacas,  temporary  watchman 

<  :harles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  retiring  board 

James  C.  Dalin,  recorder  examining  and  retiring  board 

James  Donnelly,  temporary  watchman 

Andrew  O'Neif,  temporary  watohmau 

Patrick  Qairk.  temporary  watchman 

William  M.  Ellis,  rearranging  books  injured  by  fire 

Wil'iam  Beadle,  printing  and  materials 

Joseph  Waters,  printing  and  materials 

A.  Burnett,  services  rendered  by  order  of  Secretarv 

The  Item  (Philadelphia),  advertising  sale  of  vessels,  Slc 

William  Wilkes,  services  office  Inspector  of  Navy 

National  Republican,  advertising  General  Orders  Not.  214, 

215,216.217,  Stc 

W.  R.  Brown,  temporary  watchman 

Randall  Sl  Hagner,  examining  title  to  naval  hospital 

George 'Bnrr.  writer  to  court-martial : 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  cable  telegram 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  hills  rendered 

Joarnal  of  Commerce  (New  York),  advertising  General  Order 

Na  216. 


i&n. 


|16  25 
90  bO 


441  50 


203  DO 
202  00 


150  00 
6a  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
62  00 
60  00 

117  00 


1876. 


1875. 


38  30 

45  00 

60  00 

60  00 

25  41 

132  25 

2.500  00 

1,  000  00 

20  00 
103  13 

713  75 

30  00 

107  60 

174  00 
30  00 

21  90 
53  84 

22  80 
30  00 

17  60 
27  50 

93  00 
62  00 

44  00 
62  00 
60  00 

117  00 
30  00 
30  00 
62  00 

45  00 
60  00 
25  93 

150  0') 

135  60 

22  00 

284  50 

22  00 


31  50 
18  23 
37  57 
16  00 


$60  00 
15  80 


35  33 


•250  00 


34  95 

20  00 

141  75 

55  6i 


n  31 


93  00 


M  00 


J 
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Exhibit  D. — Afarek  4,  l&7e.— Testimony  of  Richard  W,  Thompson — Continaed. 


Date. 


Oct 


1878. 
8ept    7 

7 

8 


11 
14 

10 

SI 
23 
S3 
27 
27 
27 
28 
30 
30 
90 
30 
30 
5 
7 
10 
13 
13 
13 
16 
16 
16 

17 

17 

20 

23 

25 

27 

30 

30 

30 

30 

30 

30 

31 

31 

31 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

7 
8 

U 
6 
18 
18 
21 
22 

27 
29 
89 
29 
29 
1 
2 

2 
5 
5 
5 

6 
6 

8 


Nor. 


Dec 


1877. 


Atlantic  and  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Company  bills 
rendered. 

New  York  Daily  Times,  advertising  General  Order  Na216  . . 

Sunday  Morning  Chronicle,  advertising  General  Orders  Nos. 
216.  $17. 214, 215. 

R.  W.  D.  Bryan, serrices  in  connection  with  Polaris  expedi- 
tion. 

Sunday  Homing  Chronicle,  advertising  ordnance  sale,  pro- 
posals  for  slate,  Sco. 

Army  and  Navy  Jonmal,  advertising  General  Orders  Nos. 
215, 219, 217. 

National  Repnblican,  advertising  notice  relative  to  men 

Charles  K.  Griffin,  clerk  to  conrt-martial 

French,  Edge  Sc  Co.,  detention  of  German  bark,  8lc 

J.  A.  Smith,  expenses  to  Ammondale  and  Baltimore 

Sunday  Morning  Chronicle,  advertising  proposals  and  notice 

National  Repnblican,  advertising  notice  for  workmen 

C.  W.  Tyson,  traveling  expenses,  telegrams,  du) 

William  Beadle,  printing  and  materials 

William  M.  Ellis,  rearranging  books.  &c.,  ix^fared  by  lire 

Snnday  Morning  Chronicle,  advertising  government  sale,  Ice. 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  retiring  board 

James  C.  Dulin,  recorder,  examining  and  retiring  board 

Joseph  Waters,  printiag  and  materials 

R.  w .  Steele,  traveling  expenses  on  official  duty,  6lq 

£.  C.  Cooke,  delivering  official  telegrams 

Atlantic,  Pacific,  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

Atlantic,  Pacific,  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Co.,  cable  telegram 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

Lindsay  Mnse,  washing  towels 

Western  Union  Tele^ph  Company,  cable  telesrams 

R.  W.  D.  Bryan,  services  in  connection  with  Polaris  expedi- 
tion. 

Sauday  Chronicle,  advertising  specisl  order  and  circular  ... 

Kennebec  Ice  Company,  ice  for  Naval  Examining  Board 

H.  Burnett,  services  rendered  by  order  of  Secretury 

C.  W.  Tyson,  traveling  expenses,  SiC ^.... 

Commercial  Advertising  Association,  advertising  fuel,  &o. .. 

J.  A.  BoUee,  expenses  to  New  York  on  court-martial 

Chronicle  Publishing  Co.,  advertising  government  sales,  Sec  . 

Nation&I  Republican,  advertising  circuisr 

John  W.  Hogg,  traveling  expenses  f  o  San  Francisco 

C.  W.  Tyson,  traveling  expenses  to  New  York 

Sunday  Herald,  adveitising  general  and  special  orders,  &c. . . 

Thomas  H.  Shermsn.  services  ss  telegraph  operator 

Joseph  Waters,  for  printing  and  materials 

James  C.  Dolin,  recorder  examining  and  retiring  board ...... 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  retiiing  board 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

William  M.  Ellis,  rearrsnging  books.  SiC,  injnred  by  fire  ... 

William  F.  BeaiUe,  printing  and  materials 

A.J.Joyce,  repairs  to  department  carriage  and  hire  of  oar- 

^  riage. 

O.  Heideman,  enffravings  for  report  on  Arctic  expedition  .... 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  cable  telegram 

C.  W.  Tyson,  traveling  expenses  to  New  York 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

Asher  Burnett,  services  rendered  by  order  of  Secretary 

Atlantic,  Pacific,  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Company,  bills.... 

R.  W.  Steele,  traveling  on  official  duty 

A.  P.  Burton,  funeral  expenses  of  George  Wilson,  U.  S.  N 

George  C.  Dunn,  for  carriages  to  funeral  of  George  Wilson, 
U.  S.  N. 

J.  A.  Belles,  balance  of  expenses  of  conrt-msrtial  at  New  York. 

W.  M.  EUis,  rearrauf(ing  books.  &c.,  injured  by  fire 

W.  F.  Beadle,  printing  and  material 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  snd  retiring  board 

James  C.  Dnlin.  recorder  examining  and  retiring  board 

Joaeph  Waters,  printing  and  material 

New  Republic  (Camden,  N.  J.),  advertising  proposals  for 
fuel.  Stjc 

C.  W.  TytfOD,  traveling  expenses  to  New  York 

A .  M.  Ciapp,  postage  on  Confressional  Record 

National  Rispublioan.  advertising  official  notice 

National  Republican,  advertising  government  sale  of  boats, 
Sto, 

A.  Burnett,  services  by  order  of  Secretary 

R.  W. D.  Brjan,  services  in  connection  with  Polaris  expedi- 
tion. 

Sunday  Mornirg  Chronicle,  adveitising  regulation  circular, 
sale,  dec. 


•61  96 

18  80 
167  25 

125  00 

57  88 

13  20 


5  75 

49  00 
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3  84 

16  SO 

6  SO 
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60  00 

45  00 
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60  00 
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32  00 
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601  00 

25  00 
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37  00 

139  50 
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116  00 

60  00 

74  06 

45  00 

60  00 

171  15 

30  00 

53  07 

57  00 

21  20 

150  00 

23  64 

171  84 

35  00 

8  00 

.18  19 

45  00 

00  00 

60  00 

117  00 

22  16 

404  00 

59  55 

1  60 

250 

125  75 

150  00 

250  00 

39  90 
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Date. 


187«. 
Dm.  11 
9 
11 
13 
14 
19 
SO 
30 

:w 

30 
30 
18T7. 
Jan.     S 

1R7«. 
Dec.   30 

1877. 
Jan.  3 
3 
3 
3 
6 
6 
6 
7 

9 
9 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
11 
13 
17 
17 
17 
10 
S3 

S3 
S5 
S4 

S4 
25 
S6 
87 
27 

31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
30 

Feb.  — 
5 
8 
7 
9 
9 

18 
13 
13 
18 
18 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
15 
17 
17 
19 
19 
|7 
17 
31 


Xatiooal  Repablican,  advertisiiig  Mile  of  material.  &c 

National  Repablican,  ariTenisf og  proposals  for  causeway,  Ae 

NaUonal  Repnblicao,  advertlHlDK  sale  of  ordnance,  See 

£.  C.  Cooke,  delivering  official  telefErams 

Frederick  Fritx,  seitiDg  curb  aronnd  naval  monument 

£.  C.  FairchiM,  Johnson's  Encyclopedias 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

W.  M.  £111*.  rearranging  books,  Ac,  injured  by  fire 

W.  F.Beadle,  printing,  &c , 

James  C  Dnlin,  recorder  examining  and  retiring  board 

Charles  Waits,  messenger  examining  and  reUring  board .... 


C.  W.  Tyson,  traveling  expenses  to  Philadelpfai*. 
Joseph  Waters,  printing,  Ac 


National  Republican,  advertisine  government  sale.  Ae 

Oilbert  Joy.  services  rendered  Navy  Department. 

Camden  D^y  Post,  advertising  ordnance  sale,  Ac 

Philadelphia  Item,  advertising  proposals  for  storr*honse,  Ac . 

Asher  Burnett,  services  rMidered  by  order  of  Secretary 

Sunday  Herald,  advertieing  general  order.  Ac 

National  Republican,  advertising  call  for  boys,  Ac  

Chronicle  Publishing  Company,  atlvertislng   New   Yearns 

notice. 

C.  W.  Tyson,  traveling>xpensef  to  New  York 

National  Republican,  adverti»ing  Geiieral  Order  No.  830 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  cable  telegrams 

Atlantic,  Paciiic  and  Frsoklin  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

Kennebec  loe  Company,  lee  naval  examining  board 

Gasette  (Washington),  advertising  oflloial  netice 

Ansnetus  C.  A.  Perkes,  printed  copies  government  display. . 

R.  W.  C.  Steele,  traveling  on  official  duty 

New  York  Maritime  Register,  subscription  half  year 

Army  and  Navy  Joumal^advettising  circular 

Plumer  A  Spoflford,  hire||f  carriage  fbr  official  basiiwvs 

Atlantic.  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Co.,  cable  telegrams 
Sunday  Herald,  advertisiiig  General  Order  No.  381,  special 

order,  Ae 

National  Republican,  advertishig  General  Order  No.  819 

National  Republican,  advertising  proposals  for  rations,  Ac  .. 

National  Republican,  advertirfng  special  order 

H.  Ir.  Pelouze  A  Son,  printers'  material 

C.  W.  Tyson,  traveling  expenses  to  Philadelphia 

Philadelphia  Item,  advertising  proposals  for  fuel 

National  Republican,  advertising  government  sale  of  clothing. 
National  Republican,  advertising  Generic  Order  No.  881,  Ac. . 
R.  W.  D.  Bryan,  services  rmidered  on  Polaris  £xped(ition 

Report 

James  C  Dnlin,  recorder  examining  and  retiring  board 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  rearing  board 

A.  Burnett,  services  rendered  by  ofoer  of  Secretary 

W.  M.  Ellis,  rearranging  books,  Ac.,  infored  by  fire 

N.  Johnson,  copying  reports  and  specifications 

W.  F.  Beadle,  printing,  Ac 

Joseph  Waters,  printing  and  material 

F.  H.  Stioknej,  traveling  expenses  to  New  York 

£.  C.  Cooke,  delivering  official  telegrama 

Western  Unfon  Telegraph  Company,  cable  telegram 

Atlantic  and  Pacific  Telegraph  Companr,  telegram 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

Sunday  Morning  Chronicle,  advertising  eif culars,  Ac 

Sunday  Herald,  advertieing  special  oroers,  Ac 

National  Republican,  advertising  offlcHU  notiee 

The  Item  (Philadelphia),  advertising  proposals  fbrtnppHeSi  Ac 

The  Item  (Philadelphia),  advertising  general  orders.  Ae 

National  Republican,  advMtising  proposals  fer  hemp,  Ae . . . 

George  W.  Ba£g,  expmiseson  official  ousiness 

National  Repdhlicaa,  advertising  proposals  for  coal,  Ae 

National  Republican,  advertiiing  proposals  fir>r  stationery,  Ar 
National  Republican,  advertising  propoeala  for  supplies,  Ac. . 

Atlantic,  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegraph  (jo.,  telegrama 

National  Republican,  advertising  special  order 

The  Item  (Philadelphia),  advertising  general  orders,  Ac 

National  Republican,  advertising  proposals  for  fViel,  Ac 

National  Republican,  ad  vertisin£  proposals  for  fuel,  rations,  Ac 

A.  W.  Bacon,  telegrams  on  official  business 

The  Item  (Philadelphia),  advertising  official  orders 

National  Republican,  advertising  special  order 


1877. 


$479  85 

494  50 

700  00 

80  00 

65  98 

38  00 
21  48 

45  00 
60  UO 

117  00 
50  00 

18  00 

35  33 

77  00 
90  00 

889  00 

46  40 
ISO  00 

03  85 
67  50 

15  60 

39  00 
4t  00 

37  86 
986 

38  84 

6  89 

7  50 
80  00 

109  88 

7  50 

4  05 

H  00 

50  93 

>   89  00 

13  00 

1,678  00 

44  00 
89  89 
17  00 
43  80 
13  00 

141  00 

890  00 
117  00 

00  00 
150  00 

45  00 
949  46 

60  00 

'  33  as 

89  75 
SO  00 
48  84 

1 

9 

190  63 
53  00 
63  00 


1876. 


187S. 


35 

6!i 


487  60 


500  00 


tl  46 

37  00 

144  00 


4  00 
48* OO" 


1941  60 


375  75 


800  00 

361  95 

1,800  00 


150  00 
2,360  00 


194  80 
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Date. 


1877. 
Feb.  S3 
34 

99 

38 
Mar.  1 

Feb.  «8 
88 
88 

8e 

38 

Mar.  8 
1 
1 
8 
1 
8 
3 
3 

3 
6 
6 
6 

8 

e 

8 
9 
13 
13 
15 
83 
84 
84 
36 
87 

87 
88 
88 
31 
31 
30 

31 

31 

Apr.  8 

a 

4 

6 
6 
6 
6 
11 
13 
13 
14 
14 
16 
17 
18 
80 
84 
96 
13 
13 
9fi 
38 
30 
30 
1 
1 
3 
11 
13 
13 
16 
18 
18 


May 


Jamea  E.  Mootsomery,  travel  ag  expenses  as  wltoeia    ■ 

MatioDal  RepnblicaD,  advertising  death  of  Admiial  Golds- 
boruQfrb 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  rt- tiring  board 

Asa  W.  Tenney,  United  States  attorney,  professional  service. 

James  C.  Dalin,  recorder  examining  and  retiring  board 

R.  W.  Steele,  traveling  expenses  on  official  duty 

Asher  Burnett,  services  rendered  by  order  of  secretary 

R.  W.  D.  Bryan,  aerviceson  Polaris  reports 

Sonday  Herald,  advertising  special  orders 

W.  F.Beadle,  printing,  Ac 4 

William  M.  Ellis,  rearranging  books  injured  by  fire,  Sec 

The  Item  (Philadelphia),  advertising  general  orders,  Sec 

Sunday  Herald,  advertising  special  order 

Army  and  Navy  Journal,  milance  on  accounts  rendered 

Geo.  Bliss,  lat'O  u  nited  States  attomev,  examining  papers,  6cc 

Sunday  Morning  Chronicle,  advertising  special  orders 

Joseph  Waters,  printing 

P.  H.  Folsoro,  expenses  incurred  on  department  business ... 

Chronicle  Publisning  Company,  advertising  piopoHals,  gen- 
eral orders,  Ac 

George  B.  Carao,  publishing  in  New  Republic  proposals,  Sec. 

Army  and  Navy  .loumal,  advertising  special  order 

Thomas  H.  Sherman,  services  as  telegraphic  operator 

National  Republican,  advertinlng  sale  of  vessels 

National  Republican,  advertising  proposal  for  iron  roof,  Sec. 

B.  Kelterlines,  Jr.,  engravins  medal  oi  honor 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Compsnv,  bill  of  February,  1877.. 

National  Republican,  advertising  omoial  notice 

Atlantic,  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

Atlantic,  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Co ,  cable  telegrams 

National  Republican,  advertising  General  Order  Na  88*i 

Nation  Comptny  (Washington),  advertl^ng  sale  of  vessels  . 

Army  and  N avy  Journal,  publishing  general  orders 

Messagfr  FranM>- Americain,  advertiaing  sale  of  vessels  — 

Daily  Chronicle  (Portsmouth,  N.  H.),  advertising  sale  vesseli* 

John  Pennington  St  Son,  subscription  to  Naval  and  Miliary 
Gasette 

A.  M.  Ryland,  publishing  in  Repnblikaner  sale  of  vessels  . .. 
Chronicle  Publisb%g  Company,  advertising  general  order,  Sec 

Army  and  Navy  Journal,  advertising  sile  of  vessels 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  retiring  board 

James  C.  Dulin,  recor<Mr  examining  and  retiring  board  ...... 

Joseph  Waters,  printing 

Graphic  Company,  advertising  sale  of  vessels 

W.  M.  Ellis,  work  on  books,  Sec  ,  iivjured  by  fire 

W.  F.  Beadle,  printing 

Ringwalt,  Haea  Sc  MiUer,  advertising  in  Critic,  notice.  Sec... 

H.  L.  Pelouze  Se  Son,  articles  furnished  printer 

Journal  of  Commerce,  advertising  tale  of  vessels 

Philadelphia  Evening  Bulletin,  advertising  sale  of  vessels  . . . 

Boston  Evening  Transcript,  advertising  sale  of  vessels 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Conipany,  bill  of  March 

Atlantic,  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Company,  bill 

Kennebec  Ice  Company,  ice  for  examining  board 

Atlantic  Pacific  and  Franklin  Telegraph  Co..  cable  telegrams 

Army  and  Navy  Journal,  advertising  general  order.  Sec 

North  American,  advertising  sale  of  vessels 

Joseph  P.  Morse,  selling  at  auction  Sabine 

£.  C.  Cooke,  delivering  telegrams 

Baltimoru  Journal  of  (Jommerce,  advertising  sale  of  vessels. . 

Harrison  Phoebus,  services  with  Norwegian  bark 

New  York  Maritime  Register,  advertising  sale  of  vessels 

J.  B.  Olcott,  horse  for  the  department 

John  McDermott  Se  Bros ,  carriage  for  department 

James  C.  Dulin,  recorder  examining  and  retiring  b^ard   .... 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  retiring  board 

Robert  MoMurray,  harness  for  department 

John  J.  Almy,  telegraphic  messages 

W.  M.  Ellis,  rearranging  books  ii^jured  by  fire.  Sec 

W.  F.  Beadle,  printing 

Joseph  Waters,  printing . . , 

Julius  Bien,  thirty -five  copies  of  diplomas 

William  Wilkes,  services  in  office  of  inspector  of  Navy 

W.  C  Zantzlnger,  paid  on  log-books 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  retiring  bou^ 

James  C.  Dullo,  recorder  examining  and  retiring  board 

Atlantic  and  Pacific  Telegraph  Company,  bills  for  April 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  bills  for  April 

B.  M.  Whitiker,  stattonery  for  Naval  retiring  buard 


1877. 


167  40 

53  00 
60  00 
950  00 
117  00 
197  76 
150  00 
125  00 

50  00 
60  00 
45  00 

161  00 
18  00 

51  75 
300  00 
169  90 

16  38 
315  00 

Am  75 

111  60 

16  95 

350  00 

30  35 
374  50 

3  00 
35  94 

8  75 
90  50 
68  99 
33  00 
38  80 
11  10 

31  00 
7  50 


6 
81 


84 
60 


83  35 

30  00 
60  00 

117  00 
81  75 
85  60 

45  00 
60  00 
14  50 

31  36 
31  60 
37  30 
10  00 
83  63 

46  87 
6  81 

139  44 
14  70 
80  40 

193  50 
30  00 
10  CO 
13  50 
.15  00 

810  00 

300  00 
48  00 
34  00 
50  00 
8  49 
45  00 
60  00 
90  00 
68  75 
76  00 
30  45 
60  00 

135  00 
17  73 
99  44 
53  50 


1876. 


1875. 
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Exhibit  D.— March  4,  1^8.— Ttstimony  of  Richard  W.  J^cmipaofi— Continued. 


Date. 


Jane 


1877. 

May  93 

31 

31 

1 

1 

5 

6 

8 

8 

13 

18 

14 

29 

36 

27 

30 

88 

30 

30 


F.  H.  StlclcDey,  travelioi;  expenaes  to  Norfolk 

AV.  M.  Ellis,  cleaning  and  acmbblos  department 

Antonio  Biondi,  cleaning  and  scrubblog  dei>artmeiit 

W.  F.  Beadle,  piintingand  material 

Joseph  Watf  ra,  printing  and  material 

FranldiD  Telegraph  Company,  cable  telegram 

Western  Union  Telegrapo  Company,  bill  for  May 

William  Wilkes,  services  in  oflBce  of  inspector  of  Navy  . 

Jadd  Si  Detweiler,  printing  for  department 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  retiring  board 
James  C.  Dnlin,  recorder  examining  and  retiring  lioard. 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  Telegraph  Company,  bill  for  May. . 

E.  C.  Cook,  delivering  official  telegrams 

J.  C.  Dalin,  to  defray  expenses  to  Callfomia 

W.  F.  Spoolswood,  copying 

J.  C.  Dnlin,  recorder  exanuning  and  retiring  board 

Thomas  W.  Smith,  lumber  for  naval  monument 

Charles  Watts,  messenger  examining  and  retiring  board 
Jos.  Waters,  printing  and  materials 

ToUl 


1877. 


•15  00 

60  00 

60  00 

60  00 

81  60 

12  63 

41  35 

60  00 

24  00 

60  00 

117  00 

19  13 

SO  00 

4G0  00 

97  65 

75  00 

83  06 

36  00 

20  80 

30, 182  48 


1876. 


1875. 


16,906  42 


1300 


Exhibit  A. — March  6,  lH7d. 

Statement  of  money  balances  on  hand  September  24,  26 ;  October  2,  19 ;  December  3, 12, 1874  ; 
Jpnl  3,  5,  7 ;  September  18 ;  Octo&fr  2,  1875 ;  September  29,  1876 ;  March  3,  1877,  and 
outstanding  obligations  on  those  dates. 


Date. 


Sept. 

Sept. 

Oct 

Oct 

Dec. 

Dec. 

Apr. 

Apr. 

Apr. 

Sept 

Oct 

Sept 

Mar. 


84, 1874 
36,1874 

3,1874 
19, 1874 

3,1874 
12,1874 

3,1675 

5,1875 

7,1875 
18,1875 

3,1875 
39.1876 

3,1877 


Balances  on 
hand. 


•»53, 
953, 
908. 
433, 
13^, 
46, 
858, 
356, 
401. 

1. 715, 
320. 

18. 


644  36 
664  36 
596  36 
963  36 
333  59 
866  59 
879  83 
873  23 
546  33 
799  60 
477  32 
458  94 
357  94 


Bureau's  in- 
debtedness. 


♦790, 

995, 

1,000, 

1.063, 

976, 

1,038. 

1,102. 

1,319, 

1.586, 

1,145, 

1,323, 

936, 

3,38f, 


819  21 
819  31 
393  44 
143  44 
678  44 
834  50 
638 
678 
678 
029 
060  46 
400  89 
993  11 


78 
44 
44 

19 


Net  balance. 


•163. 833  15 
37. 825  15 


660. 763  41 
393,416  86 


Net  indebted 
ness. 


•91. 797  08 
629, 181  08 
848, 354  85 
991. 967  91 
843, 756  55 
1,  060.  806  31 
1, 135, 132  21 


615.  942  65 
3,368,634  17 


Remarks. 


The  Bureau't  indebtedness,  as 
shown  in  the  column  nnder 
that  head,  includes  not  onl  v 
the  amount  due  for  work 
actually  performed  or  mate* 
rials  actnally  delivered,  bnt 
also  the  amount  required  to 
pay  for  work  then  in  progress. 


The  Indebtednest  of  March  3, 
1877,  includes  •2,1(0,642  for 
contracts  made  that  day, 
which  have  since  been  sus- 
pended. 
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Exhibit  B.— Ifarcfc  6,  1878. 

BUREAU  OF  CONSTRUCTI(»N  AND  REPAIR,  NAVY  DEPARTMENT. 

Alleged  cluima  by  men  not  on  pay-rolls,  hut  asserted  to  have  been  employed  by  Kaval  Con- 
structor Fooky  at  the  navy-yard,  Xew  York, 


Name. 


Date  when 
claim  was 
presented. 


John  Gray 

Do 

James  Pock 

Do 

Otis  Van  Mater. . 

Do 

S.H..  Roberts.... 

Do , 

J.  G.Day 

Do 

Do 

Do 

James  Dattcaa... 
Kobert  Smith.... 
H.  M.EinesIand. 
Jeremiah  Bedell . 
G.  Canninsham.. 

Do..... 

W.  MoNamara... 

Do 

€K  Cosine 

Henry  Mentonje 

Peter  Dngan 

W.  A.  HalloraB.. 

Do 

Do..... 

Jamet  Mclfanns. 


Jan. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Feb. 


30,1878 

30,1878 

30, 1878 

30,1878 

30, 1878 

30,1878 

39.1878 

39.1878 

4,1878 

4,1878 

4,1878 

4,1878 

9.  1878 

5.1878 

4,1878 

5,1878 

30,1878 

30, 1878 

5. 1878 

5,1878 

7,1878 

5,1878 

5,1878 

13,1878 

13,1878 

13,1878 

15, 1878 


^liMi  em- 
ployed, as 
per  letter. 


Apr.,  1876 

May,  1876 

Apir.,  1876 

May,  1876 

Apr..  1876 

Mar.,  1876 

Jan.,  1876 

May,  1876 

Jan.,  1876 

Feb.,  1876 

Mar.,  1876 

May,  1876 

Apr.,  1876 

Apr.,  1876 

May,  1876 

May.  1876 

Jan.,  1876 

May,  1876 

Apr.,  1876 

May,  1876 

Apr.,  1876 

May,  1876 

May,  1876 

Apr.,  1876 

May,  1876 

Jan.,  1876 

Jan.,  1876 


How  employed. 


On  modcAs  for  the  CentenniaL 


Do. 

5  Decoration. 
i  Painter. 
(  Fastteber. 
( Laborer. 

Writer. 

First-class  painter. 

Do. 
Writer. 


I^bading  ouin  of  laborers. 

Timber  insvaetor. 
First^Jass  fireman. 
Do. 

Laborer. 

Firenran. 


Exhibit  C^March  6, 1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery, 

Mardh  5, 1878. 

Sir  :  Id  reply  to  yonr  reqaest,  I  beg  to  famish  the  following  Btat^ment  of  all  e^pend- 
itares  and  receipts  of  this  boreaa  for  the  tiscal  year  ending  Jtine  30,  1877.  kvtd  a&o  np 
to  date ;  includiDg  therein  the  transfers  of  fands  in  this  department,  whether  to  or 
irom  the  hospital  food  or  otherwise : 

**  surgeons'  necessaries  and  appliances." 

Appropriated  for  fiscal  ^ear  ending  Jane  30, 1877 $30,000  00 

For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1878 30,000  00 

For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1877,  there  was  expended  for  medicines,  surgical 
instruments,  medical  stores,  dispensary  furniture,  washing  for  the  sick,  and  o^er 
necessary  expenses  incident  to  the  care  of  the  sick  of  the  Navy  on  board  shipa  of  the 
Navy  and  Coast  Survey,  and  at  navy-yards  and  stations  fh>m  time  to  time  as  necessi- 
ties reonired,  the  sum  of  $29,994.44.  Of  this  amount  $7,300  was  charged  by  transfer 
at  the  Treasury  Department,  in  the  settlement  of  accounts  of  paymasters  of  veesels  on 
home  and  foreign  stations,  as  amonnts  paid  on  account  of  the  Medical  Department  firom 
funds  in  their  hands  not  belonging  to  this  bureau,  and  $2,347  was  transferred  to  the 
naval-hospital  fund  as  a  partial  reimbursement  for  costs  of  medical  stor^  famished 
from  that  fund. 

From  July  1,  1877,  to  March  1, 1878,  there  was  expended  for  the  same  pufposes  as 
mentioned  above  the  sum  of  $23,070.75,  of  which  amount  $4,812.68  was  charged  by 
transfer  at  the  Treasury  Department  in  the  settlement  of  paymasters'  accounts  as 
tiated  above. 

AEPROPRIATION  "CONTINGENT,  MEDICINE  AND  SURGERY." 

Appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1877 $15, 000  00 

For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  lw8 15,000  00 
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For  the  fiscal  year  eudiog  June  30, 1877,  there  was  e^cpended  from  time  to  time  as 
necessities  required,  for  freight  on  medical  stores,  transportation  of  insane  patients  to 
the  Government  Insane  Asylnm,  advertising,  telegraphing,  purchase  of  medical  books, 
expenses  attending  the  naval  medical  board  of  examiners,  purchase  and  repair  of 
-wagons,  hs^rness,  horses,  cows,  trees,  garden  tools,  seeds,  dc:c.,  the  sum  of  $14,753.02,  of 
which  amount  $200  was  charged  by  transfer  at  the  Treasury  Department  in  the  settle- 
ment of  paymasters'  accounts.  i 

From  July  1, 1677,  to  March  1, 1878,  there  was  expended  for  the  same  objects  the  sum 
of  $8,374.14,  of  which  $962.74  was  charged  by  transfer  at  the  Treasury  Department  in 
aettlement  of  paymasters'  accounts. 

APPROPRIATIONS  '*  REPAIRS  AND  IMPROVKMBNTS  OF  HOSPITALS." 

Appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1877 $10, 000  00 

Appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1878 $20, 000  00 

For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1877,  there  was  expended  for  repairs  of  naval 
laboratory,  New  York,  and  the  naval  hospitals  at  Portsmouth,  K.  H. ;  Chelsea,  Mass. ; 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y ;  Pfailatlelphia,  Penn. ;  Annapolis,  Md. ;  Washington,  D.  C. ;  Norfolk, 
Va. ;  Pensaoola,  Fla. ;  Mare  Island,  Cal.;  and  Yokohama,  Japan,  the  enm  of  $9,973.65. 

From  July  1,  1877,  to  March  1,  1878,  there  was  expended  for  the  same  purpose 
17,462.18. 

APPROPRIATION  CIVIL  ESTABLISHMENT,  MEDICINE  AND  SURGERV. 

Appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1877 $25,000  00 

Appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1878 $25,000  00 

The  amount  expended  under  this  appropriation  for  the  fiseal  year  ending  June  30, 
1877,  for  employ^  at  the  several  naval  hospitals  was  $24,856.86. 

From  July  1,  1877,  to  March  1, 1878,  there  was  expended  lor  the  same  purpose  the 
sam  of  $16,588.00. 

NAVAL-HOaPITAL    FUND.      . 

The  following  is  a  statement  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  this  fund  from  July 
1,1876,  to  March  1,1878: 

Balance  on  hand  July  1,1876 $290  92 

Received  fronj"Pay  of  the  Navy,"  by  transfer 155.000  00 

Received  from  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing  on  account  of  stopped  ra- 
tions    6,427  47 

Received  from  United  States  Marine  Corps  on  account  of  stopped  rations.  1, 443  11 
Received  from  Naval  Asylum  on  account  of  stopped  rations  of  oeneticiaries.  9, 091  98 
ReceivcHl  from  ** Surgeon's  necessaries  and  appliances''  on  account  of  medi- 
cines, &.C.,  furnished  vee«els  and  stations 2,345  83 

Received  by  transfer  in  adjustment  of  appropriations 81  97 

Total 174,681  28 

From  July  1,  1876,  to  March  1,  1878,  there  was  expended  under  this  fund 
for  provisions,  groceries,  coal,  water,  gas,  furniture,  crockery- ware,  bed- 
ding, medicines,  medical  stores,  surgical  instruments,  &c.,  for  the  several 
naval  hospitals  the  sum  of 174,623  04 

Leaving  on  hand  March  1,1878 58  24 

The  appropriation  for  surgeons'  necessaries  and  appliances  for  the  fiscal  year  eiiding 
June  30, 1877,  having  been  insufficient  to  supply  the  vessels  and  stations  of  the  Navy, 
the  sum  of  $15,574.18  was  taken  from  the  ^'  hospital  fund  "  to  make  up  tha  deficiency, 
and  is  included  in  the  above  statement  of  expenditures. 

Of  the  total  payment  from  *' hospital  fund,"  $73,615  was  for  payment  of  bills  in- 
curred the  preceding  year. 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  GRIER« 
Surgeon-General  United  States  Navy. 
Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Expenditures  Navy  Department. 
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Exhibit  D.— March  6,  1878. 

United  States  Naval  Academy, 

Annapolis,  Md.y  March  4,  1878. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledii^  the  receipt  of  yoar  letter  of  the  Ist  instant 
in  relation  to  the  boilers  of  the  United  States  practice  steamer  Mayflower,  and  I  beg 
to  sabmit  a  copy  of  a  letter  jast  received  from  Chief  Engineer  C.  U.  Bilker,  which 
will,  I  believe,  answer  the  qnestions  propounded  by  the  bnrean. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

C.  R.  P.  RODGERS, 
Bear- Admiral t  Superintendent, 
Engineer  in-Chief  Wm.  H.  Shock,  U.  S.  N., 

Chiff  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam-Enqineering, 

Navy  Department y  Washington ,  Z>.  C 


Department  Steam-Engineering, 

Naval  Academy ,  March  2,  1878. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  letter  of  the  Engineer-in-Chief  of  the  Navy,  dated  the  1st  in- 
stant, relative  to  defects  discovered  in  the  workmanship  of  the  boilers  of  the  United 
States  steamer  Mayflower,  I  have  to  state  that  no  braces  have  ever  b)en  removed  for 
any  purpose  from  those  boilers,  while  the  vessel  has  been  at  this  station  in  ordinary, 
and  that  no  record  of  any  such  removal  is  to  be  found  in  the  steam-logs  of  the  vessel, 
for  the  periods  of  her  employment  in  commission  as  a  practice  ship  in  1876-'77. 

Tubes  were  removed  from  the  starboard  boiler  in  August,  1876,  by  workmen  of  the 
>navy-yard  at  New  York,  and  two  supplementary  braces  fitted  to  the  lower  portion  of 
that  boiler ;  but  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  steam-room  of  the  boiler  was 
entered,  or  that  any  braces  were   removed  during  the  operation.    Passed  Assistant 
Engineer  W.  L.  Nicoll,  who  bad  charge  of  the  machinery  during  the  practice  cruise  of 
1876,  has  no  recollection  of  the  removal  of  any  braces  from  the  boiler,  and  Passed  As- 
sistant Engineer  L.  W.  Robinson,  who  had  charge  during  the  practice  cruise  of  1877, 
informs  me  that  no  braces  were  removed  while  the  boilers  were  in  his  care. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

CHAS.  H.  BAKER, 
Chief  Engineer,  U,  S,  N.,  Head  of  Department, 
Rear-Admiral  C.  R.  P.  Rodoers,  U.  8.  N., 

Superintendent,  ^c,  tf^c, 

I  certify  that  the  above  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the  original  on  file  in  this 
bureau. 

W.  H.  H.  SMITH, 
Chief  Clerk  Bureau  Steam- Engineering, 


ExHiHiT  E.—March  6,  1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering, 

Washington,  March  6,  1878. 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  the  instructions  of  your  committee  in  relation  to  the  con- 
tracts with  Wood,  Dialogue  (&  Co.,  for  the  construction  of  certain  boilers,  and  partic- 
ularly those  placed  by  them  on  board  the  Mavflower,  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the 
following  facts  compiled  from  the  records  of  this  bureau. 

The  present  boilers  of  the  Mayflower  were  put  on  board  October  13,  1875.    Since 
this  dale  up  to  the  present  time,  these  boilers  have  had  fires  lighted  under  them  for 
61  days  5  hours  6  minutes.    During  the  same  period  the  engine  has  been  in  operation 
22  days  16  hours  6  minutes,  and  or  course  the  boilers  were  only  actually  worked  dur- 
ing this  latter  peilod  of  time. 
Respectfully, 

W.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chief  ofBureav. 
Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  of  Committee,  Washington,  D,  C. 


Exhibit  F.— March  6, 1878. 

RETIRED  AND  RESERVED  LIST 


Name  and  rank. 


o 
cc 


Jtetirtd  o/ter  45  yeara''  terv- 
tM,  or  on  anainin^  CA«  0^0 
of  03  yearr,  in  wnformxty 
xoitk  tectum  lo/tMoetqf 
Dei  ember,  1661,  and  it* 
amendmenU,  dated  June 
25, 1864,  and  actof  March 
3,1873. 

REAR-ADMIRAU  (37). 


Hiram  Paulding* 

Cornelias  K.  Stribling*. 

Joabna  R  Sands* 

Levis  M.  Powell* , 

Ttaomss  0.  Selfridge*.... 
Andrew  A.  Harwood*  . . 

James  L.  Lardner* 

Henry  K  Thatcher* 

Svlvaniw  W. Godon*  ... 

WiUiam  Radford* 

Thomas  T.  Craven* 

Henry  K.Hoff* 

John  W.  Livingston* ... 

Thomas  Tamer* , 

Charlet  H.  Poor* 

James  F.  Schenck* 

8amael  Philips  Lee*  .... 

Oliver  &  Glisaon* 

Helancton  Smith* 

Charles  S.  Boggs* 

Aagastos  H.  Kilty* 

Joseph  F.Green* , 

Thornton  A.  Jenkins* . . 
William  Rogers  Taylor*, 

Benjamin  F.  Sands* 

Charles  Steedman* 

Theodore  P.  Greene*  . . . . 

Aagastas  L.  Case* 

Alfred  Taylor* 

George  F.  Emmons*  . . . . , 

Gnstavas  H  Soott* 

John  J.  Almy* , 

David  McDoagal* , 

James  H.  Strong'^ 

Roger  N.  Stembel* 

Edward  Middleton* 

William  Reynolds 


N.Y.. 
D.C  .. 
Conn  . 
D.C  .. 
Mass  . 
D.C  .. 
Pa... 
Mass  . 
Pa.... 
N.J  .. 
Cal  ... 
Pa.... 
N.  Y.. 
Pa... 
DC.. 
Ohio.. 
Md  ... 
Ind... 
N.Y.. 
N.J  .. 
Md  ... 
Maine. 
DC  .. 
JI.I... 
D.C  .. 
Pa ... . 
Vt... 
N.  Y.. 
Va.... 
Vt... 
lod  . .. 
DC  .. 
Cal  ... 
N.  Y.. 
N.  Y.. 
D.C  .. 


COMMODORBS  (13). 


Joseph  RHull* 

Charles  Low  odes* 

John  Marston* 

Henry  Eagle* 

Hagh  Y.  Parvlance*  ... 
Robert  B.  Hitchcock^  . . 

Timothy  A.  Ham* 

John  "ii.  Berrien* 

Simon  B.  Blssell* 

Cicero  Price" 

I.^wls  C.  Sartori* 

William  Ronckendorff* . 
Alberto.  Clary* 


Conn 
Md  .. 
Pa... 
N.  Y. 
Md  .. 
Conn 
Conn 
N.J  . 
D.C  . 
N.  Y. 
Pa... 
Pa  -. 
Mass 


When  retired. 


Dec  21, 
Dec  SI, 
Dec  91, 
Mar.  1, 
Oct  10. 
Oct  9, 
Nov.  ao. 
May  36. 
Jane  18, 
Mar.  1, 
Dec  30, 
8ept  19, 
May  a2, 
Apr.  81. 
Jane  9, 
Jane  19, 
Feb.  13. 
Jan.  16, 
Mar.  24. 
Jan.  99, 
Nov.  25, 
Nov.  25, 
Dec  11, 
Nov.  7, 
Feb.  II, 
Sept  24, 
Nov.  1, 
Feb.  3, 
May  23, 
Aag.23, 
Jane  13, 
Apr.  24. 
Dec.  27, 
Apr.  25, 
Dec.  27, 
Dec.  11, 
Dec.  10, 


lf6l 
1861 
1861 

18C6 
1664 
1864 
1868 
1671 
1870 
1869 
1868 
1866 
1870 
1670 
1869 
1873 
1871 
1871 
1872 
1668 
1872 
1873 
18% 
1874 
1873 
1871 
1675 
1872 
1873 
1874 
1877 
1671 
1876 
1872 
1872 
1877 


Dec. 

Dec. 

Dec 

Jan. 

Dec 

Sept 

July 

Dec 

Mar. 

Dec 

Jane 

Nov. 

June 


21, 1861 

21,  1861 

21,1861 

1,1863 

31, 1861 

2^1866 

23,1867 

98,1866 

1.1870 

9,1867 

3. 1874 

9,1874 

3,1874 


Rank  when  retired 


Captain 

...  do 

do 

...  do 

Commodore . . 

— do 

—  do 

Rear-admiral 
, do 

.  ...do 

...do 

Commodore . . 
Reur-admiral 

Commodore . 

Rear  admiral 

. . . .  do 

do 

Commodore . . 
Rear-adminil 

do 

....do 

do 

do 

Commodore . . 
Rear  admiral 

....do 

...  do    

....do 

...do 

Commodore . . 
Rear-admiral 
Commodore . . 

Rear-admiral 


Captain 

do 

Commodore . 

Captain 

Commodore . 

. .. .do 

— do  ....... 

do 

...do 

...do 

....do , 

....do 


Present  duty,  station, 
or  residence. 


Hnntington,  N.  Y 

Baltimore.  Md  ...  ... 

Noifolk,Va 

Wsshington,D.C.... 

Georgetown.  D.  C 

Marion,  Mass 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

Winchester,  Mass 

Leave,  Earope 

Washiogton,  D.  C 

Saisan  City,  Cal 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

New  York 

Phihulelpbia,  Pa 

Washington,  D.  C 

Dayton,  Ohio 

Silver  Springs,  Md . . . 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

South  Oyster  Bay,  N.  Y 

New  York 

Baltimore,  Md 

Brookline,  Mass 

Waabincton,  D.  C 

Newport,  R.  I 

WasbinEton. D. C  .... 

Boston,  Mass 

Brattleboroagh,  Vt  . . . 

Newport  R I 

New  York 

Princeton,  N.  J 

Washington,  D.  C 

do 

Oakland,  Csl 

Newbiirg.  N.  Y 

New  York 

Washington,  D.  C 

do 


Philadelphis,  Pa 

Eastun,  Md 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

New  Yoi  k 

Baltimore,  Md 


Cold  Spring,  N.  Y. 

New  Haven,  Conn 

Philadelphia.  Pa.. 

Leave  

Troy,  N.  Y 

Philadelphia,  Pa.. 

do 

Leave,  Earope  . . . . 


0 

a 

% 


I 


of  4,  500 
a4,500 
a4,500 
3.375 
4.500 
3.750 
3.750 
4,500 
4,500 
4.500 
4,500 
4,500 
3.750 
4,500 
4.500 
4,500 
4,500 
4,500 
4,500 
4,500 
3,750 
4,500 
4,500 
4,500 
4.500 
4,500 
3,750 
4,500 
4,  .MX) 
4,500 
4,500 
4,500 
3,750 
4.500 
3,750 
3,750 
4,500 


3, 375 
3.375 
3,375 
3,750 
3,375 
3,750 
3,750 
3,750 
3,750 
3,750 
3,750 
3,750 
3,750 


a  Special  law. 
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Betired  and  reserved  list — Continued. 


)4ame  and  rank. 


JUtired  on  hit  oum  apptica- 
Hon.  f^fter  40  ytarg'  or 
fnore  eonseetUiw  Merviee, 
in  eonformUy  -with  gee- 
iion  il  qf  the  act  qf  Au- 
guit  3, 1861. 

BEAR- ADMIRALS  (5). 


Heniy  Walke* 

:EnochO.  Parrott*... 

Fabius  Stanlv* 

il«ed  Wcrdeii* 

Edward  Donaldson*. 


COMMODORE  (1). 

•Charlea  W.  Pickering*  . . . , 

CAPTAOr  (1). 

Dominick  LyDoh'* 

JELUired  from  inoamadtii,  ft- 
eulting  from  long  and 
faiihful  eervioe^  from 
wounde  or  injurv  re- 
oeiwed  in  the  line  <Jduty, 
from  tickneu  or  exooture 
therein,  or  from  other  in- 
cident of  eerviee,  in  eon- 
formihf  tcith  the  'Od  eee- 
tion  of  the  a.t  qf  Augtiet 
3, 1861. 

COMMOUORI  (1). 

'Cbarlea  Greeo* «  » 

CAPTAINS  (9). 

Thonaaa  M.  Bnwber* 

I'raBcia  8.  Haggextj* 


C0MMA.XDBB8  (4). 

William  M.  Gamble*  . 
Charies  H.  Cuahinan*. 
Thomas  L.  Swann*  ... 
-George  M.  Bache* .... 


LIRUTIK  ANT-COMM  AXDBBB 

0). 


Antoine  R.  MnNair* 

Charles  E.  McKav* 

Francis  O.  Davenport*  . . 

Charles  F.  Blake* 

T,  T.  Wade* 

Frederick  J.  Naile* 

•Goavernenr  K.  Haswell* 
Edward  M.  Stedaao*. . . . 


UEUTRNANTB  (3). 


Henry  R.  Baker* 
Frank  Tarnbtill* 


MA8TE1W  (:)). 

Fremont  M.  Hendrix^ 
Ed  ward  M.  D  .ty  *  .... 
Edward  J.  Burwind*  . 


J3 
O 

I" 

CO 


Wliec retired.'  Rank  when  ivtired. 


Present  doty,  station, 
or  residence. 


N.J 
N.  H 
Cal  . 
D.C 
Md. 


'  Apr.  86, 1871 
j  Apr.  4, 1874 
I  Jnne  4, 1874 
I  Mar.  27, 1877 
Sept   9, 1876 


Rear-admiral 

...do 

...do 

...do 

....do 


Brooklyn 

Portsmouth.  N.  H. 
WMbingtoo.D.C. 

New  York 

Baltimore, Md  .... 


N.  H..!  Feb.    1,1867,  Commodore ,  Portsmouth, N.  H  ., 


N.  Y..,Jan.  30,1872;  Captain ,  Brooklyn.N.Y  ... 


Conn 


N.  Y. 
Pa... 


N.  Y.. 
Maine 
Md... 
Pa.... 


Minn 
N.  Y. 

Mich 
Mass 


Pa... 

N.  Y. 


Mass 

D.C  . 


Mo.. 

N.  Y. 
Pa... 


Nov.  IS,  1862    Captain 


AiiK.   2,1864 
May    5,1862 


Commander Brooklyn.  N.  Y  . . . 

....do I  New  rork 


South  Windsor,  Conn 


Apr.  26. 1866    Lieut,  commander    Morristown,  N.  J 


Apr.  24, 1877 
July  10, 1877 
Apr.    5, 1875 


Oet 

Jnne 

Oct 

Jan. 

Nov. 

Jan. 

Nov. 

Feb. 


26,1872 
35,1869 

19. 1870 

18. 1871 
3,1878 

18, 1871 
21. 1876 
10, 1875 


Dec    2.1876 
July  10, 1877 


Nov.  11, 1871 
Aug  3,1874 
May  14, 1875 


Commander ;  Erie,  Pa 


..do 
.do 


Lieut,  commander. 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

. . .  .do 

...do 

— do 


Sick-leave 

Philadelphia,  Pa 


Saratoga  Springs,  N.  Y 
New  f^rk  ...:....., 

Detroit  Mich 

Ottnmwa,  Iowa 


Bridgeport,  Pa 

Portsmouth,  N.  H , 
Boston,  Mass 


Lieutenant Revere,  Mass 

— do Leave  of  absence. 


Master 

...do  . . 
...  do  . . 


•••••< 


Fayette,  Mo 

Sick-leave,  Europe. 
Philadelphia,  Pa... 


H50f 

4,506 
4,500 

4.SU0 
4.500 


3,750 


3,375 


3,375 


2,6*5 
2,695 


2,100 
2,625 
2,625 
2;6JS 


2,250 
2,100 
2,250 
2,250 
2.250 
2,250 
2.2.V) 
2,250 


1,956 
1,956 


1.350 
1.356 
1,350 
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Retired  and  reserved  list — Continued. 


Name  and  rank. 

State  of  which 
a  resident. 

ENBIUM8  (3). 

Gilbert  MortoD* 

Vt.  . 

WiUiamH.E.Ma8aer' 

Pa.... 

PABSBD    A8SI8TA1IT    KHGI- 
NBKR  (1). 

James  M.  Hobbv* 

Mass  . 

HIDSHIFMKN  (1). 

Geonre  A.  Vail 

N.  Y.. 

JUHred  for  ineompeteney  or 
di§abUity  proeeedingjfom 
oihtr  eatues  not  inrident 
to  Uu  termee,  in  eor^form- 
ity  %nth  th$  iOd  »tetion  qf 
thsaet€(f  Auijwt  3, 1861. 

COHHODOBBS  (9). 

Edward  R  Thompson 

Robert  Handv 

N.J  .. 
Mass  . 

CAITAINB  (2). 

Orerton  Carr 

Richard  T.  Renehaw 

Pa.... 
Pa.... 

COMMANDERS  (3). 

Bayse  N.  Westoott 

Samael  Manw 

Francis  G.  Dallas 

N.J  .. 

Pa 

Mass  . 

LIBUTBNANT-COMMANDBR  (1). 

John  Weidman..J 

Pa.... 

UBUTENANT  (1). 

Jerome  E.  Morse w . . 

Md ... 

MA8TKR  (1). 

Hamilton  M.  Tallman 

N.Y.. 

BOATSWAIN  (1). 

James  Brown 

Pa.... 

Retired  ae  ineapable  of  per- 
forming  the  duHee  cfhie 
offlee,  in  conformity  urith 
the  23d  eeetion  qf  the  aet 
df  August  3,  1861. 

LIKUTRN  ANT-COMMANDERS 
(8). 

Heury  0.  Tallman'^ 

George  F.  Morrison 


UBUTENANT  (1). 

Doaglas  Roben* 

BN8IOK  (1). 

Charles  P.  Welch*.... 

SnDBHIPMAN  (1). 

Henry  C.  Longnecker 
17  A  N 


N.  Y. 
Ohio. 


Ohio 


Cal 


Pa., 


Feb.  14, 1874  I  Ensign 
May    8,1876    ...do .. 


Oct  19, 1870  I  1st  ast't  engineer 


July  14, 1874    Midshipman 


Deo.    3, 1861 '  Commander 
Feb.    6,1862 do 


De&    3, 1861    Commander 
Deo.  10,1874    Captain 


May  14, 1863  i  Lieutenant  . 
Oct.  29, 1868  Commander 
Deo.  16, 1864    Lientenant . 


Jane  30, 1875    lient.  commander. 


Jaly  32. 1874    Lieutenant 


June  96, 1875  i  Master 


Oct  22, 1872  i  Boatswain 


Oct     9, 1872 
Feb.     1, 1860 


Lieut  commander. 
Master . 


Oct  26,1872    Lieutenant 


Nov.   8, 1872  '  Ensign 


Nor.   5, 1872    Midshipman  ... 
a  Insane.  6  Unknown. 


Present  dutv,  station, 
or  residence. 


Boston,  Mass 

Sunbury,Pa 

Maiden,  Mass 

BuflWo.N.Y 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

Jamaica  Plains,  Mass 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

Norfolk,  Ya 

Toooi,Fla 

Plainfleld,  N.  J 

Phihulelphia,  Pa 

a  WashingUm,  D.  C . . 

Portsmouth,  N.  H 

Ogdensburg,  N.  Y 

Baltimore,  Md 

New  York 

a  Washington,  D.C.. 

Cassopolis,  Mich ..... 


San  Francisco,  Cid. 


Mechanicsborg,  Pa. 


0 

a 

s 


1800 
900 


1,650 


500 


1,750 
1,750 


1,750 
2,350 


1,300 

1,150 

900 


(6) 


800 


900 


500 


2,250 


1,800 


900 


300 
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Betired  and  reserved  lUt — Continued. 


Name  and  rank. 


Rstirtd  under  the  let  eeetion 
qf  the  act  qf  April  il,  IBM, 
a$  not  reeommended  /or 
promotion. 

C0UM0D0BX8  (3). 


Francis  R  Ellison* 
Samuel  Lockwood* . 
Jotin  J.  Glaflflon*  . . . 


CAPTAIK8  (4). 


Bojrer  Perry 

William  A.  Parker 
Thomaa  O.  Corbin. 
Egbert  Thompson. 


Rank  when  retired.' 


Present  duty,  station, 
or  residence. 


COHHANDBBS  (4). 


H.N.T.  Arnold.. 
William  Gibson . 
Greenleaf  CiUey. 
Edward  E.  Stone 


N.Y. 
Mass 

N.Y. 


Hd.. 
Mass 
Pa... 
D.C  . 


Got  1, 1864 
Get  1, 1864 
Got     1. 1864 


Jane  S4, 1865 
Dec  83,1865 
Jan.  5, 1874 
Jan.    5.1874 


Captain 

Commander 
....do 


Boston,  Mass . . 
Boxbnry,  Mass 
New  York 


UBL'TBNANT  (1). 

George  M.  MoClare. . . 

MA8TBB8  (2). 


William  RArrants. 
F.E.  Upton 


N.  J  . .  Got  30, 1871 
Pa . . .  I  Apr.  96, 1867 
Maine.;  Mar.  18, 1865 
Ga....lJan.    5,1874 


BNSIGITB  (3). 


Francis  H.  Parker. 
F.  B.  Lndlow 


Transferred  from  volutUeer 
eerviee,  and  retired  in  eon- 
formity  with  iKe  act  of 
ifardk  3,  1871. 

LIBUTBNABT  (1). 

Henry  C.  Keene* 

MASTBB  (1). 

Edward  £.  Bradbury* 

MA6TEE8. 

Appointed  on  r§tired  liit  in 
conformity  with  act  Feb- 
ruary 21, 1873. 


LooisR.  Chester*. 


Transferred  from  volunteer 
nerviee,  and  retired  in  con- 
formity  toith  the  a^  of 
March  3,  1873. 


Pa. 


Nov.    9,1868 


Pa....  May  S».  1870 
Nov.  90, 1877 


Maine. 


Mass. 


Pa 


Howard  F.  Moffat  * 


Betired  under  the  Ath  eeetion 
of  the  act  of  April  21, 
1864,  as  not  reeommended 
for  promotion.— FhysieeU 
dieabi^ity. 

CAPTAIN  (1). 

Mathias  C.  Marin  * 


Pa.. 


Nov.  17. 1868 
Nov.  90, 1877 


Mar.  90, 1871 


Mar.  90, 1871 


Mar.  19, 1873 


Mar.  12, 1873 


Commander 

— do 

Captain 

. ...  do 


Commander  ...... 

Lieut. -oommander. 

do 

Commander 


Lieat«nant 


Master 


Cumberland,  Md.. 

Boston,  Mass 

Philadelphia,  Pa.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 


Washington,  D.C. 

do 

South  America  . . . 
WMhington,D.  C. 


Youngstown,  Ghio 


Philadelphia.  Pa 


Ensign I  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

do 


Lieutenant Chelsea,  Mass 


Master Charlestown,  Mass. . . 


Master Philadelphia,  Pa 


Master Philadelphia,  Pa 


B..1 .  ..\  A.\\ft.\^"VBft\\  Com-ovvcAvt 


BiQCtQU^Mass. 


9 

a 

s 


a 


I 


•3.375 
8,625 
9,625 


1,750 
1,750 
8,250 
8,250 


1,750 
1.500 

1.400 
1,750 


1,900 


900 
1,000 


600 
800 


1,950 


1,350 


1,350 


1,350 


2,625 
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Retired  and  reserved  list — Continaed. 


Name  and  rank. 


COMMANDER  (1). 

William  C.  West*    

UXUTSKAMT-COMMAMDEBD 
(8). 

Charles  £.  Hawley* 

Francis  H.  Sheppard 

Rdtired  in  eomformity  with 
the  CKll  of  February  S8, 
1 855.  af%d  iU  amendmenti, 
January  16/1857,  March 
10, 1858,  and  May  11, 1858. 

COMMODORES  (5). 

Charles  Boarman* 

John  H.  Graham* 

Henry  Brace* 

Charges  H.  Jackson* 

William  B.  WhiUng* 

CAPTAINS  (3). 

George  M.  White* 

Edward  C.  Bowers* 

Francis  Lowry* 

COMMANDER  (1). 

Nathaniel  T.  West 

MASTERS  (4). 

Francis  Hallaby* 

Charles  V.  Morris* 

WUliam  N.Brady* 

B.  Clarendon  Jones  ^ 

MASTER  (1). 

Julias  8.  Bohrer 

Bstkred  in  etn^ormity  vrith 
tlu  act  of  Ftbruary  S8, 
1855,  andiUatnendmmUM, 
January  16, 1857,  Mareh 
10. 1856,  andMay  11, 1856. 

CAPTAINS  (3). 

Samael  R.  Knox 

Charles  Thomas 

Appointed  on  retired  li$t. 

LIE  UTEN  ANT-COMMANDEB 
(I). 

Wesley  W.  Baseett 

Betired  ofUir  45  yeaire^  terv- 
ice,  or  on  attaining  the  Ofe 
qf  63  yeare,  in  eof\formtty 
with  eection  I  of  the  act  ^ 
Deetmber2l,\if6l,andaet 
qf  Mareh  3, 1871. 

SUEGEON-OBNBKAL8  (3).  t 

With  the  relative  rank  qf 
Commodore. 

Wm.  Maxwell  Wood* 

James  C.  Palmer* 

Joseph  Beale* 


i 
I- 

CO 


N.T 


N.T 
Mo.. 


Va... 
N.T. 
Mass. 
Conn. 
Wis.. 


Ga.. 

N.T 
Vt.. 


Mass. 


N.Y 
N.T 
N.Y 
Va.. 


D.C. 


Mass. 

Md  .. 


D.C. 


Md.. 
D.C. 
Pa.. 


When  retired. 


Feb.    5.1867 


Aug.  10, 1864 
Mar.  86, 1869 


Rank  when  retired. 


Sept  13, 1855 
Sept.  13, 1855 
Sept  13, 1855- 
Sept  13, 1855 
Sept  13, 1855 


Sept  13, 1855 
Sept  13, 1855 
Sept  13, 1855 


Sept  13, 1855 


Sept  13, 1855 
Sept  13, 1855 
Sept  13, 1855 
Sept  13, 1855 


Feb.  84,1856 


Sept  13, 1855 
Sept  13, 1855 


Lieut'Commander. 


Lieatenant 
Master  .... 


Captain. ... 

do 

Commander 

— do 

Lieatenant 

Lieatenant 

....do 

do 

• 

Ensign 

Master.... 

....do , 

,...do 

....do  ....... 

Master..... 


Lieatenant 
do 


Medical  director 

...do 

. .  .do 


May  87. 1871 
Jane  89. 1873 
Dec.  30,1876 

t  Having  been  chief  of  bxiraML 


Present  dnty,  station, 
or  residence. 


Washington,  D.  C 

Anbom,  N.  Y . . . . 
Springfield,  Mo  . . 


Martinsbarg,  W.  Va 

Newbarg,N.T , 

Boston,  Mass 

Middletown,  Conn  . . 
Milwaakee,Wis.... 

Somerrille,  Mass.... 
Watertown,  Conn. . . 
Bnrlington,  Vt 

Tisbory.Mass 

Madison.N.J 

Saoket's  Harbor  .... 

Darien,Conn 

Fairfax  Station,  Va . 

Wheaton,Md 


ETcrettMass. 
Baltimore,  Md 


Washington,  D.C. 


Owing's  Mills,  Md  . . 
Washington,  D.C... 
PhiladeQ>hia,  Pa 


18.850 


1,950 
1,350 


3,375 
3,375 
8,635 
8,685 
1.950 


1.950 
1,950 
1,950 


700 


1,500 
1,500 
1,500 
1,500 


1,350 


900 
900 


8,100 


3,750 
3,750 
3.750 
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Retired  and  reserved  list — Continued. 


Name  and  rank. 


h 

QQ 


MSDICAL  DIBKCTORS  (18). 

With  the  relaUt?€   runk  qf 
Commodore. 

BeiiO- F.  Baohe*  

GosUv.  R.  R  Honwr* 

Wm.  S.  W.  Raaoheoberger* 

ThomM  L.  Stnith* 

Lewis  B.  Banter* 

Creorge  Clymer* I 

David  M.  Harlan* | 

J.  Dickinaon  MiUer* * 

Charles  D.  Maxwell* 

John  J.  Abemethy* 

John  8.  Messersmlth* 

Joseph  Wilson 


N.Y 

Pa.. 

Pa... 

N.Y, 

Pa.., 

D.C 

Md.. 

Pa... 

D.C 

N.Y. 

Pa... 

Pa... 


MKOICAL  DIBKCTORS  (8). 

WUh  the  relative  rank  of 
Captain, 


George Maolsby* |  Pa.. 

Thomas  M.  Potter* R.I. 


Retired  for  ineapaeitif  for 
furtKer  eerviee  at  eea,  in 
eof^ormity  wUh  the  3d 
eeetion  of  the  act  ef  Feb- 
ruary 21. 1861. 

MEDICAL  DIRBCTOR  (1). 

With  the  relative  rank  of 
Commodore. 

George  W.  Codwise 

MEDICAL  DIBBCTOBS  (8). 


N.Y 


With  the  relative  rank  of 
Oaipiain. 

John  H.  Wright* |  Mass 

John  Thornley <  Va.. 


PASSED       ASSISTANT      SUR- 
GEONS (9). 

Wiih  the  relative  rank  of 
Lieutenants 


William  A.  Harris... 
Frederick  Horner,  Jr 


ASSISTANT  BURGEON  (1). 

With  the   relative  rank  of 
Matter, 

Edward  H.  Van  Wyck  . . . . 

Retired  for  inc<mKuitif  or 
dieability  proceeding  from 
other  eaueee  rwt  incident 
to  the  eerviee,  in  cot^orm- 
itu  with  the  83d  eeetion 
o/the  act  ofAuguet  3, 1 861 . 

MEDICAL  INSPECTOR  (1). 

William  Lowber 


Pa. 
Va. 


When  retired. 


Feb. 

Jnne 

Sept 

Aug. 

Oct 

Jnly 

Nov. 

Nov. 

Oct 

Oct 

June 

Jan. 


1,1863 
18.1866 

4,1869 
13,1863 

9,1866 
94,1866 
30,1871 

6,1879 
91,1868 
39,1966 
88,1879 

6,1878 


Dec.  37,1879 
Ang.  19, 1876 


Rank  when  retired. 


Apr.  30, 1861 


N.Y.. 


Pa.., 


Apr.  95, 1861 
June  1.1861 


May    8,1861 
May    8,1861 


May    8,1861 


Joly    5,1872 


Present  daty,  station, 
or  residence. 


Sargeon 

do 

— do 

do 

— do 

Medical  director. 
do 

Sorseon  

....do 

Medical  director. 
do 


Medical  director. 
...do 


Surgeon 


Sorseon 


oraeoi 
..do  .. 


Passed  ass't  sarg. 
...  do 


Assistant  sargeon . 


Medical  inspector. 


Brooklyn,  N.Y 

Philadelphia,  Pa.. 

do 

Brooklyn, N.Y  ... 
Philadelphia,  Pa.. 
Washington,  D.  C 
Chnroh^lcMd  .. 
Philadelphia,  Pa.. 
Washington.  D.C. 
NewYork,N.Y.. 

Lancaster,  Pa  

Philadelphia,  Pa.. 


Philadelphia,  Pa 
Kingston,  R.  I  .. 


Grantville.  Mass. 


Boston,  Mass 

Charlottesville,  Va. 


Baltimore,  Md 
Salem,  Va 


New  York, N.Y 


Philadelphia,  Pa. 


a 
a 

1^ 


r«,i5o 

3,150 
3,150 
3,150 
3,150 
3,150 
3.900 
3,300 
3,775 
9,775 
3,300 
3,30» 


3,300 
3,300 


2,100 


3,400 
1,600 


1,100 
1.100 


950 


1,300 
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Retired  and  reserved  list — Continned. 


Name  and  rank. 

State  of  whioh 
a  resident 

When  retired. 

Rank  when  retired. 

Present  duty,  station, 
or  residence. 

1 

a 

Rfdred  for  ineapaeity  re- 
tutting  from  wng  and 
faiUhfid     service,    frwn 
VKiundi    or    injury    re- 
ceived in  the  line  qf  duty, 
from  eiekneee  or  exooeure 
therein,  or  from  other  in- 
cident of  eerviee,  in  con- 
formitjf  with  theVOdeeo- 
Hon  of  the  act  qf  August 
3, 1861. 

• 

MKDIOAL  DIRECTOR  (1). 

Henry  0.  Mayo* 

K.Y.. 

Feb.    2,1875 

Medical  director.. 

NewYork,N.Y 

$3,300 

8UB0B0N8  (9). 

With  the  relative  rank  qf 
Lieutenants  Oommander. 

Robert  L.  Weber* 

Pa.... 
Pa 

Not.  93, 1863 
Anr.  13. 1876 

Surgeon 

PottsTille.  Pa 

9,100 

Bdward  D.  Payne* 

A88I8TANT  SUBOBON8  (2). 

Towanda,  Pa 

9.100 

With  the  relative  rank  of 
Master. 

^ 

Almond  0.  Leavitt* 

William  M.  Nickerson 

N.H.. 
Del... 

June  94. 1862 
Mar.  15, 1874 

Assistant  surgeon . 
....do 

Williamsburg.  N.  Y. .. 
Brooklyn.  N.  Y 

1,425 
1.425 

Retired  under  the  4th  sec- 
tion of  the  act  qf  April 
21,  1864.    as  not  recom- 
mended for  promotion. 

AB8I8TANT  8UROBON8  (2). 

With  the   relative  rank  of 
Maeter. 

Samuel  D.  Flau 

N.Y.. 
Mass 

June  90. 1864 
July    9.1873 

Assistant  surgeon . 
...  do  ....... ...... 

BuflUo.N.Y  

850 

Porteus  P.  BlelGy* 

Little  Falls.  N.  Y 

1,425 

Retired  after  45  years'  serv- 
ice, or  on  attaining  the  a^e 
qf  62  years,  inecnform^y 
with  eection  1  of  theaet  qf 
December  91.   1^1,  and 
act  of  March  3, 1871. 

PATMASTKB-OKinBaALB  (3).  1 

With  the  rdaHve  rank  of 
Commodore. 

ICdward  T  T>nnn  *  -  - 

Md... 
D.C  .. 

N.Y  . 

Jan.  99,1873 
Apr.    8,1868 
Feb.  92,1877 

Pay  director 

Baltimore,  Md 

Washington.  D.  C 

Brooklyn,  N.Y 

3,750 

Horatio  Bridse  * 

3,750 

John  0.  Bradiord* 

....do  ............. 

3,750 

PAT  DIRICTOR  (1). 

With  the  relative  rarUt  qf 
Commodore, 

BobertPottit* 

Pa 

Not.  15. 1869 

Paymaster 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

3,150 

PAT  DIRBCT0B8  (3). 

With  the  relative  rank  of 
Captain. 

Horace  M.Hei8kell* 

J.Greorge  Harria* — 

Calvin  C.  Jackson* 

Pa ... . 
Tenn  . 
Mich  . 

Sept  94. 1875 
Oct   93,1871 
Auff.96.1876 

Pay  director 

....do  .........■■•• 

Germantown,  Pa 

NashYille,  Tenn 

Monroe,  Mich 

3,300 
3,300 

— do 

3,300 

t  Having  been  chief  of  bux^an.. 
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Name  aod  rank. 


JleHred/orineapaeityrettUt- 
ing  firom  long  and  faith- 
fm  aerviM,  /rwn  wcundi 
or  injury  reeeivad  in  the 
line  nf  dytlty,  froim  tick- 
ne9»  or  tacpoture  thertin, 
or  from  other  incident 
of  aerviee^  in  eot^ormity 
wiihthe9ad9eetumqf(he 
ofitqf  Auffutt^  1861. 

PAT  DIRECTOB  (1). 

With  the  relative  ronJk  qf 
Captain. 

Alfred  A.  Belknap* 

PATMABTEBB  (8). 

With  the  rdatitfe  rank  of 
Lieutenant-  Oommander. 


C^eorge  A.  Sawyer* 

Alexander  MoC.  Bishof  *. 


PAS8KD     A88IBTAI«T 
MABTKR  (1). 


PAY- 


With  the  relative  rank  qf 
LieiUenant, 


George  W.Long* 

ASSISTANT  PAYMASTER  (1). 

With  the  relative  rank  of 
Matter. 

Nicholas  H.  SUyey  * 


Retired  from  iiteompeteney 
or  dieabilify  proceeding 
from  other  eaueee  not  ine^ 
dent  to  the  eerviee,  in  con- 
formity vfith  the  23d  eee- 
tion  of  the  act  of  Auguet 
3, 1861. 

PAYMABTIB  (1). 

With  the  relative  rank  qf 
LietUenant-  Oofnmander. 

Robert  Barton  Rodney*... 

Retired  under  theith  eeetion 
qftheactofAprUil,  1864. 
ae  not  recommended  for 
promotion. 

PASSED     ASSISTANT      PAY- 
MASTER (1). 

With  the  relative  rank  qf 
LieulenanU 

Francis  J.  Painter* 


Retired  under  the  let  eeetion 
qftheactqfAprUH,  1864, 
ae  not  recommended  for 
promotion. 

ASSISTANT  PAYMASTER  (1). 

With  the  relative  rank  qf 
Maeter. 

Cimrles  £.  Boggs 


BeUrtd  and  rtservtd  l%Bt — Continaed. 


Preaent  duty,  station, 
or  residence. 


-a 

a 
a 
s 


>% 


N.J 
N.J 


Mo 


N.Y 


Del 


Pa. 


S.J 


Jan.  37,1673 


June  39,1869 
Mar.    9,1870 


Jane  30, 1875 


Pay  director 


Madison,  Wis. 


Paymaster . 


Elizabeth,  N.J 

New  Bmnswick,  N.  J. 


13,300 


il,400 
S.100 


Passed  ass't  paym'r  Leave,  Europe 1, 650 


Sept   1,1876 


Sept  8,1871 


May  13. 1869 


May    l.lQGd 


Ass't  paymaster  . .  |  Brooklyn,  N.  Y 


1,4SS 


Paymaster 


Pass'd  ass't  paym'r 


Aia't  parmaster 


Angola,  Del. 


2,400 


Philadelphia,  Pa 


1,500 


New  Bmnswick,  N.  J 


850 
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Betired  and  reserved  list — Continned. 


Name  and  rank. 


Retired  for  ineamaoUy  re- 
ntUing  from  long  and 
faithful  nervieet  from 
wounds  or  it^ury  re- 
ceived in  the  line  of  duty, 
from  $iekne»8  or  exvoeure 
therein,  or  from  other  in- 
eide%\i  of  aervice,  in  con- 
formity  uHth  the  83d  gee- 
turn  of  the  act  of  August 
3, 1861. 

CHIEF  BNGINBRSS  (3). 

With  the  relative  rank  ef 
Lieutenant-Oonvmander. 

William  U.  Rutherford*. .. 
Henry  Maaon  * 


Pa... 
Conn  . 
John  Johnson  * .1  Pa 


PASSED    ASSISTANT    ENOI- 
NEBK8  (13). 

WUh  the  relative  rank  of 
lAeutenant. 

William  K.  Pnrse* 

Robert  H.  Gonnell* 

Alexander  V.  Fraser  * 

CalebKL«e 

David  Hardie* 

Nathan  B.  Clark* 

John  D.ToppIn* 

RezeanRPlutts* 

Henry  C.  Beck  with  • 

Joseph  B.  Upham  * 

Henry  C.  Blye* 

Carlton  A.  tTber  * 

John  T.Smith 


When  retired. 


Oct  96,1874 
Oct.  16.1668 
June  10, 1876 


ASSISTANT  BNGINEBR8  (17). 

With  the  relative  rank  of 
Master. 

Henry  D.Sellman* 

F.  C.CoKin* 

Francis  C.  Goodwin  * 

Joseph  S. (rreen* 

Alexander  H.  Price* 

JohnW.SaviUe* 

Daniel  A.  Sawyer* 

Georjfe  W.  Beard  * 

James  W.  Patterson  * 

John  J.  Ryan  * 

Jnlins  A.^iser* 

Edward  Stiles  * 

J.G.Littig* 

Francis  C.  Burobard  * 

William  G.  MoEwan* 

George  C.  Drinen 

M.H.Plankett* 


1 16, 1874 

8,1873 

24, 1  74 

2,1876 

15,1867 

16,1868 

11.1867 

16.1866 

2,1876 

27, 1875 

28.1874 

27,1867 

24,1875 


Betired  for  incompetency 
or  disability,  proceeding 
front  other  causes  not  in- 
cident to  the  service,  in 
conformity  with  the  23d 
section  of  the  act  of  At«- 
gxutt  3, 1861. 

CHIEF  ENOINEEB  (1). 

With  the  relative  rank  of 
Lieutenant'  Chmmander. 


William  H.Hnnt. 


7,1871 

5,1866 

2.1868 

24.1867 

26,1872 

1,1871 

22,1866 

1,1866 

21,1869 

28.1874 

8,1873 

24, 1866 

14. 1874 
24,1877 

24. 1875 
19, 1875 
22,1874 


D.C 


Rank  when  retired. 


Chief  engineer. 

— do 

— do 


Pass'd  ass't  engin'r 
..    do 

do 

Assistant  engineer 
Pass'd  ass't  engin'r 
Assistant  engineer 

do 

PaM'd  ass't  engin'r 

— do 

3d  ass't  engineer.. 
Pass'd  ass'tengin'r 


F|b. 


8,1871 


Assistant  engineer 

...  do 

....do 

...do 

...  do 

...do 

—  do 

...do 

...  do 

...do 

. .  .do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 


Chief  engineer 


Present  dntv,  station, 
or  resioenoe. 


S 
I 


t 


Philadelphia,  Pa 
Plyroontn,  Conn 
Philadelphia,  Pa 


Philadelphia,  Pa... 
Washington,  D.  C . . 
Brooklyn. N.Y  .... 
EvansTille.Wis... 
PhUadelphia^Pa... 

do 

Roseville,  N.  J 

Worthington.  Minn 

Aroenia,N.  Y 

PortsmoQth,  N.  H. . 
New  York.  N.Y... 

Beverly,  N.  J 

Culpeper,  Va 


12,625 
2,^00 
2,625 


1,650 
1,650 
1,650 
1,650 
1,275 
1,500 
1,275 
1,275 
1,650 
1,650 
1,650 
1.275 
1,275 


Baltimore,  Md  . 
Burlington,  Yt. 
Astoria,  N.  Y  . 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y 
Baltimore,  Md  . 

do 
Carlisle,  Pa 
Baltimore,  Md 
PhUadelphia^  Pa 

do 

do 

do 
Baltimore,  Md  . . 

Media,  Pa 

Philadelphia.  Pa 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y . 
Baltimore,  Md  . . 


1,425 
1,275 
1,425 
1,275 
1,425 
1,425 
1,275 
1,275 
1,275 
1,425 
1,425 
1,275 
1,425 
1,425 
1,425 
1.275 
1.275 


Washington,  D.C. 


1,200 
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Retired  and  reserred  list — Continued. 


Name  and  rank. 


-I 

00 


When  retired. 


▲SeiSTANT  ENOINKKRS  (5). 

With  the  relative  rank  qf 
Matter. 


Neldon  Rom 

Jamea  A.  Deaver. . 
Howard  D.Potta.. 
Jabes  Barohard  . . . 
Henry  E.  Rboadea. 


N.Y. 

Md.. 
Pa... 
Pa... 
N.Y. 


Oct.  96,1873 
Feb.  88, 1874 
Oct  96,ld74 
Oct  96,1874 
Dec.  30. 1874 


Rank  when  retired. 


CHAPLAIN  (1). 

With  the  relative  rank  qf 
Captain. 

PhotiasFisk*  |  Mass  .|  July  18,1884 

PA88BD     A88UTANT    KNOI* 
NUB  (1). 

With  the  reUUive  rank  qf 
Lieutenant 

Benjamin  Kavanaagh |  D.  C 

Retired  under  the  act  qf 
AprU  31,  1864,  ae  not 
recommended  for  promo- 
tion. 


PAiteBD    ASBUTANT     ENOI* 
KBEBa  (3). 

With  the  relative  rank  of 
Lieutenant. 

Benjamin  C.  Bampton N.Y. 

Jeiroraon Young N.Y. 


Aaaiatant  engineer 

do 

....do 

do 

do 

Chaplain 


Present  duty,  station, 
or  reaidence. 


•a 

0 


Washington.  D.C. 

Baltimore,  Md 

Pottsville.  Pa 

Media.  Pa 

Middlebnry,  Conn 


laso 

600 

950 

1.375 

SOO 


Apr.    3, 1886 


Sept  6,1873 


Boeton.Mass i      3,100 


3d  ass't  engineer. .    Sick,  Washington,  D.Ci  Unk'n. 


Betired  after  45  yeare  of 
service,  or  on  attaininjff 
the  age  of  63  years,  in 
eot\formi^  with  the  \st 
tectum  qf  the  act  €tf  De- 
cember 31,  1861.  and  act 
of  March  3.  1873. 

CHAPLAIirS  (6). 

WiOi  the  rdative  rank  of 
Cfaptain. 

Chester  Newell* 

Joseph  Stookbridge* 

John  Blake* 

Mason  Noble* 

John  Lee  Watson* 


Mar.   7, 1871   do  . . 


With  the  relative  rank  of 
Commander. 


George  W.  Dorranoe  * 


PBOFKSaORfl  OP  MATIIBMAT- 
IC8  (5). 


MarkH.Beecher*... 
Henry  A.  Lock  wood  * . 
Edward  A.  Roget*  . . . 
Edward  A.  Seager '' . . . 
J.H.C.Coffin 


S.  C. 
N.J. 
N.Y. 
D.C  . 
Mass 


N.Y. 


N.Y. 
Md.. 
Mass 


Pass'd  ass'tengiu'r 


Brooklyn,  N.  Y 


CHIEF  COK8TBUCTOB. 

With  the  relaHve  rank  of 
Commodore. 


July  3.1865 
July  14. 1873 
June  SO,  1873 
Mar.  18. 1871 
Dea  31,1861 


Feb.  14,1873 


Mar.  37, 1869 
Aug.  18, 1876 

,  1864 

Apr.    8,1871 
Sept  15, 1S77 


John  Lenthall * B. C  . .^  Sftpt Yl,\«U\  'filw«»\c«Mto%Etet 


Chaplain. 

do 

....do  .... 
— do  .... 
do 


1,050 
1.100 


Elisabeth,  N.  J.... 

New  York 

do 

Washington.  D.C. 
Orange,  N.J 


Chaplain. 


Professor 
. . . .do  .... 

do 

— do 

do 


Brooklyn,  N.  Y 


Albion,N.Y 

Georgetown,  D.  C . 
Annapolis,Md.... 

Baltimore,  Md 

Washington,  D.  C 


WaAhlngton,D.C. 


3,100 
9,100 
2,100 
3,100 
3,100 


3,100 


2,635 
3,635 
1.800 
3,035 
3,635 


3,750 
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Betired  and  reserved  list — Continaed. 


Name  and  rank. 


•§ 

i 

3- 

GQ 


When  retired. 


NAVAL  C0N8TRUCT0B8,  (4). 


Samuel  M.  Pook *t I  N.  H. 

Benjamin  F.  Delano^ I  N.  H. 


Wm.  L.  Hanaoom*1 
laaiah  Hanaoom^t 


BOATSWAINS  (4). 


Thomas  6.  Bell*  .. 
James  Walker  *... 
Edwtfd  Cavendy* 
William  Henton*. 


Maine. 
Cal... 


>a. 
Md 
Va. 
Pa. 


OUKNBBS  (3). 


Thomas  RoUuaon  * ;  Va. 


A.  A.  Peterson  * 
JohnC.Ritter*. 


CARPENTERS  (9). 


Henry  p.  Leslie* 

Joseph  Cox* 

Christopher  Jordan  * 

Jonas  Dibble* 

Amos  Chick* 

William  D.  Jenkins* 
E.W.Barnicoat*.... 
Charles  Boardmau  * . 
Nicholas  Mager  *  — 


8AILMAKBR8  (9). 


James  KChilds* 

B.  Van  Voorhees  • 

George  Thomas* 

Georse  T.  Lozier  * 

Jacob  Stephens* 

David  Bmce* 

John  J.Stanford*    

Theodore  C.  Herbert  *. . 
BenJ.  B.  BlydenborK  * . . 


RtHred  for  incapacity  re- 
sulting from  Ityng  and 
faithful  terviee,  from 
tooundi  or  injury  re- 
ceived in  the  Hne  qfduty, 
fromtieknees  or  Kcpoaure 
therein^  or  from  other 
incident  of  the  terviee. 
in  cor^formity  toith  the 
23d  eeetion  of  the  act  qf 
Auguet  3, 1861. 

BOATSWAINS  (3). 


Thomas  Smith* Mass. 

Jasper Coghlan"^ I  N.  Y. 

John  Walker* \ 


N.H.. 

N.Y.. 


MTwk  •  •  •  • 

N.Y  . 
Mass  . 
Pa  ... 

Maine, 
Mass  . 
Mass  . 
Mass  . 

x  A  •  •  •  • 


N.Y.. 
N.Y.. 
Md  .. 
N.Y.. 
N.Y.. 
Mass. 
Va... 
N.Y.. 
Conn  . 


Sept  96, 1869 
Sept  17, 1871 
Aag.  3,1674 
JnneS9,1877 


July  3,1872 
Nov.  13, 1871 
Sept  4,1871 
Oct    13,1876 


May  29,1863 
Deo.  91,1861 
Mar.    9,1877 


Feb. 
!  l>ec 

\  Sept 
i  Dec 
I  Jnne 
Nov. 

I  Nov. 
I  Sept 
I  Nov. 


Feb. 

Dec 

May 

May 

June 

Aug. 

Nov. 

Mar. 

Nov. 


12,1876 

21. 1861 
25,1866 
16, 1866 

11. 1862 
14, 1870 
16,1872 
21,1868 

9,1871 


8,1872 
21, 1861 
16,1873 
11, 1874 
92,1868 

9,1876 

7,1874 
20, 1876 

5,1872 


GUNNERS  (2). 

Bargees  P.  Allen  * . . 
Thomas  Stewart  * . 


CARPENTERS  (3). 


Joseph  G.  Thomas* 
John  W.Stimson*.. 
W.F.  Laighton 


BAILMAKEB  (1). 

William  Rogers* 


Mass 
D.C  . 


N.Y.. 
Maine. 


N.Y 


Fob.  18,1874 
Oct  27,1875 
Aug.  15, 1877 


Dec.    9,1876 
Dec.    2,1876 


Dec  2,1876 
Jan.  96,1866 
Nov.  13, 1877 


Dec    2,1876 


Present  duty,  station, 
or  residence. 


Naval  constructor . 
do 

....do 


Boatswain 
— do 

...do 

.-  .do 


Gunner 
— do  . .. 
do  ... 


Carpenter 

do 

do 

do 

— do 

do 

....do 

....do 

do 


Sailmaker Brooklyn,N.Y 


...do 
...do 
...do 
..  do 
.  .'.do 
...do 
...do 


Boatswain 

do 

....do 


Gunner 
do  . . . 


Carpenter 

GO 

— do 


Sailmaker. 


Portsmouth,  K.  H. 

New  York 

Philadelphia,  Pa.. 
Washington,  D.  C . 


Brooklyn,  N.  Y 
Boston,  Mass  . . 
Norfolk,  Va.... 
Erie,  Pa 


Baltimore,  Md  . 
Medford,Maas. 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y 


£lkton,Md 

Kittery,Me 

Charlestown,  Mass. 
Philadelphia,  Pa..., 

Portland,  Me 

Flatbu8h,N.  Y 

Charlestown,  Mass. 

do 

Philadelphia,  Pa.... 


Washington,  D.  C 

West  Nottingham,  Md 

Hudson,  Mass  

PhUadeiphia,  Pa 

N.  Somerville,  Mass . . . 

Norfolk,  Va 

Beverly,  N.  J 


.do New  London,  Conn 


3 

% 

P4 


•3,150 
3,150 
3,150 
3,150 


1,350 

1,350 

900 

900 


1,350 
1,350 
1,350 


1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 


1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1,350 
1.350 
1,350 
1,350 


Boston,  Mass  .. 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y 


Chelsea,  Mass — 
Washington,  D.  C 


Newport  R- 1  

Portsmouth,  N.  H. . 


Brooklyn,  N.  Y 


1,350 
1,350 
1,350 


1,350 
1,350 


1,350 
1,350 
1,350 


1,350 


t  With  relative  rank  of  QaptaVii. 
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Retired  atid  reaerved  list — Continaed. 


Name  asd  nuik. 


Setired/rom  ineompeUney 
or  dutMlity  proceeding 
from  other  eaueet  not  in- 
cident to  the  eertfice. 

BOATSWAIN  (1). 

Hesry  £.  Barnes ■ 

8AILMAKBS  (1). 

WUliam  N.  MaoU 


Mass 


Pa. 


When  retired. 


Deo.  19,1876 


Nov.  16, 1872 


Rank  when  retired.; 


Present  daty,  station, 
or  rosi^uce. 


"3 

3. 


I 


Boatswain Salem,  Mass 


Sailmaker I  Philadelphia,  Pa 


1600 


600 


XoTK.— Those  offloers  to  whose  name  a  *  is  affixed  are  entitled  to  the  advanced  pay  under  the  act  ap- 
proved March  3, 1873. 


Exhibit  k.— March  11, 1878. 

Navy  Depaktmbnt,  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering, 

Washington^  February  27, 1878. 

8iR :  In  the  months  of  October  and  November,  1874,  this  bureau  contracted  with  the 
firm  of  Wood,  Dialogue  dc^  Co.,  of  Camden,  New  Jersey,  to  construct  six  steam-boilers. 
It  appears  from  the  records  of  the  bureau  that  these  boilers  were  completed  in  the 
montn  of  August,  1875,  and  two  were  used  on  the  steamer  Mayflower.  The  whole  of 
the  work  was  paid  for.  four  of  the  boilers  remaining  at  the  works  of  the  contractors 
until  I  took  charge  of  the  bureau,  when  I  oidered  them  shipped  to  the  Nortolk  yard. 

Those  place<l  on  the  Mayflower  soon  developed  defects  in  workmanship,  and  the  ves- 
sel was  finally  sent  to  the  Washington  navy-yard  for  repairs  in  October,  1877.  The 
tug  Triana  was  sent  to  the  Norfolk  navy-yard,  received  two  of  the  four  boilers  deliv- 
ered by  Wood,  Dialogue  &,  Co.,  and  the  vessel  was  brought  back  to  the  Washington 
yard  for  final  repairs.  In  view  of  the  defects  developed  in  the  Mayflower's  boilers,  I 
ordered  a  careful  survey  on  those  intended  for  the  Triana,  and  the  report  of  the  board, 
after  a  detailed  statement  of  their  condition,  concludes  in  the  following  language : 
•  •»«••• 

^*  We  consider  that  these  boilers  were  dangerous,  and  that  the  work  upon  them  was 
the  poorest  we  have  ever  seen ;  in  fact,  we  do  not  consider  the  word  criminal  too 
strong  to  use  in  connection  with  this  work. 

"J.  W.  MOORE, 

"Chief  Engineer. 
"O.  H.  LACKEY, 

**  Chief  Engineer. 
"GEO.  H.  WHITE, 
** Passed  Assistant  Engineer,'* 

In  obedience  to  an  order  of  the  25th  instant  to  report  the  cost  of  labor  and  material 
expended  at  the  Washington  navy-yard  to  date,  to  put  the  boilers  for  the  Triana  and 
of  the  Mavflower  in  condition  to  make  them  saie  and  efficient,  tne  following  exhibit  of 
cost  was  furnished  the  bureau  : 


Triana 

Mayflower. 

Total 


Labor 


$2, 645  57 
1,909  90 


4,5S5  47 


Material. 


$1,410  31 
2, 104  53 


3, 514  84 


Total. 


$4,055  88 
4.014  43 


8, 070  31 
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As  this  expenditare  of  labor  and  material,  as  shown  above,  was  the  direet  result  of 
imperfect  workmanship  in  first  oonstraction,  as  per  reports,  I  wonld  respectfully  sng- 
i^est  for  the  consideration  of  the  department  whether  it  wonld  not  be  both  proper  and 
just  to  withhold  the  above  amount  of  $8,070.31  from  any  moneys  that  maybe  due  said 
company  by  the  department. 
Very  respectfully, 

WM.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Hon.  R.  W.  Thompson, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy, 


Exhibit  B.— March  11, 1878. 

Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering, 

Waehingtorij  January  12,  1878. 

Siu :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  29th  ultimo, 
asking  my  views  in  regard  to  a  mure  economical  working  of  our  pavy-yards  in  the 
mechanical  departments,  and  beg  respectfully  to  submit  my  answer  to  your  several  in- 
terrogatories : 

Fii-st,  however,  I  would  state  that  the  proper  and  usual  organization  of  every  well- 
arranged  steam-engine  establishment  or  machine-shop  must  necessarily  include  the 
following  departments  (no  matter  whether  they  be  public  or  private  dock-yards),  viz : 
finishing  or  machine  shop,  smithery,  iron  fonndery,  pattern-shop,  boiler-shop,  brass 
foundery,  coppersmith,  tin,  and  sheet-iron  shop,  and  drangh ting-room. 

These  several  depaitments  are  absolutely  necessary  to  a  proper  and  economical  or- 
ganization, and  in  tach  and  every  one  of  the  principal  government  yards  the  above 
organization  either  exists  to-day,  complete  in  all  these  details,  or  is  in  course  of  con- 
struction under  cognizance  of  this  bureau,  excepting  a  smithery  and  coppersmith-shop 
in  the  Washington  navy-yard,  and  so  thorough  are  they  in  all  their  appointments  in 
the  Porismoutb,  Boston,  New  York,  Washington  (with  above  exception),  Norfolk,  and 
Mare  Liland  navy -yards,  that  they  are  more  than  ample  to  do  all  the  work  in  metal 
of  every  kind  and  character  that  could  be  required  for  each  and  every  department  in 
the  respective  yards  without  increasing  the  number  of  engineer  officers,  foremen, 
quartermen,  or  clerical  force  a  single  man  beyond  what  is  required  in  the  manage- 
ment when  a  full  force  is  employed. 

The  present  organization  of  the  mechanical  department  of  our  yards  is  without  a 
pai'allel  either  in  this  country  or  in  Europe.  No  such  unnecessary  multiplication  of 
founderies,  smitheries,  machine-shops,  pattern-shops,  &«.,  can  be  found  anywhere, 
and  no  private  establishmenc  wonld  allow  it.  Indeed,  financially,  such  a  system  would 
be  found  ruinous. 

Your  own  experience  will,  no  doubt,  suggest  that  no  railroad  company  allows  such 
^multiplication  of  shops  for  the  same  kind  of  work  at  any  one  point.  And  I  unhesi- 
tatingly state  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  economy  or  efficiency  to 
continue  the  present  system  in  our  yards,  and  it  should  be  cbanged  or  materially  mod- 
ified. The  present  organization  of  the  Washington  navy-yard  is  exceptional  in  some 
particulars.  For  instance,  the  Ordnance  Department  has  extensive  shops  and  tools 
built  expressly  for  its  use,  and  I  think  that  no  change  could  there  be  made  that  would 
increase  efficiency  or  economy  in  it.s  administration. 

The  Equipment  and  Recruiting  Department  also  has  shops  especially  fitted  for  the 
manufacture  of  chain-cables,  anchors,  and  ships'  galleys,  in  addition  to  which  it  has 
smithery  accommodations  ample  to  do  all  of  the  smithery  work  necessary  in  the  other 
departments.  All  that  is  required  for  Steam  Engineering  is  done  by  it  in  the  most  sat- 
isfactory manner,  notwithstanding  the  intricacy  of  the  forging,  and  I  know  of  no 
reason  why  it  could  not  do  the  same  for  the  Bureau  of  Construction,  Yardn  and  Docks, 
&A:.  By  so  doing,  the  smithery  of  these  two  latter  bureaus,  &c.,  could  be  closed,  aud 
their  corps  of  foremen,  quartermen,  leading  men,  and  clerical  force  could  be  dispensed 
with.  All  foundry  work  in  iron  and  brass  could  be  done  in  the  Department  of  Steam 
Engineering,  as  well  as  all  finishing,  enabling  the  department  to  close  up  these  branches 
of  the  respective  bureaus,  centralizing  the  work,  and  followed  by  economy  in  labor  and 
material. 

As  before  stated,  the  engineer's  department  in  all  our  yards  are  abundantly  supplied 
with  machinery  and  shop  accommodations  to  do  all  the  metal  work  required  for  every 
department. 

I  would  therefore  respectfully  recommend  that  in  all  the  yards,  excepting  Washing- 
ton, the  forging,  finishing,  foundery  work,  both  in  iron  and  brass,  all  copper-pipe 
work  aud  plumbing,  be  placed  under  the  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering.  This  central- 
ization of  work  in  the  mechanical  department  would,  in  my  opinion,  result  in  great 
economy  to  the  government  in  the  working  of  the  yards,  b^  reducing  the  numbers  of 
foremen,  quartermen,  leading-men,  and  clerical  force,  besides  economy  of  fuel  and 
power. 


268 


APPENDIX. 


STORE-HOUSES  AND  STORES. 

I  would  recomnieDd  that  do  cbaoges  whatever  be  made  in  the  present  syBtem  of  re- 
ceiving^ caring  for,  and  expending  of  public  stores  belongring  to  the  different  bnreaas. 
I  know  of  no  change  which  would  render  it  more  economical  than  the  present  system, 
and  any  alteration  wonld,  in  my  opinion,  involve  an  immense  outlay  of  money  without 
a  corresponding  benefit.  I  desire  to  be  understood  as  advocating  no  changes  in  the 
existing  bureau  organization  at  the  navy-yards,  those  proposed  relating  solely  to  the 
fabricatioH  of  material,  and  not  to  the  disposition  of  the  finished  articles  afber  leaving 
the  shop. 

Very  respectfully. 

WM.  H.  SHOCK, 

Chi^  of  Bureau, 
Hon.  R.  W.  Thompson,  ^ 

Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


[Exhibits  produced  by  Daniel  Ammen,  chief  of  bureau,  March  11,  1878.] 

Statement  A. — Bills  approved  hy  the  chief  of  the  bureau  for  purchxises  by  contractf  open 

purchases,  and  services  rendered,  as  per  bureau^s  bill-book. 

Under  appropriation  *'  Navigation,"  fiscal  year  1876-77 $57, 790  04 

Under  appropriation  *' Navigation,"  from  July  I,  1877,  to  March  4,  1878. ..     37,585  45 

Statement  B. — Expenditures  under  appropriation  "  Navigation  "  in  reimbursing  other 

bureaus  for  materials  furnished. 

FIBCAL  TBAR  1878-'77. 


Month. 


Navy-yards. 


1876. 

"July 

Angnst 

September . . 
Deoember — 

December 

Deoember... 

1877. 

January  

Jannary 

January  

February 

March 

March 

March 

April 

April 

May 

June 


Materiala  famished. 


Norfolk 

...do 

do  .  

League  Island . 

Norfolk 

Washington  . . . 


Washington 

Norfolk".*..'.' 

...do 

Washington 
Portsmouth . 
New  York . . 
Washington 

Portsmouth . 
Washington 


ToUl 


Flat  iron,  174  pounds 

Paints,  ScCl 

do 

Lumber,  hardware 

Screws,  lumber 

Lanterns,  chronometer-boxes,  See 


Canyas,  Sec 

18  pounds  bronze 

Lumber 

Copper  wire,  screws,  Sto 

Bronze.  &c . 

Screws.  &c 

Brass  tubing,  Sec 

135  pounds  iron,  Sco 

Bronze,  Sua 

Brass  screws.  See 

Bronze,  canvas.  Sec 


By  what  bureau 
fumishedi 


Construction. 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

Ordnance  — 


Equipment 

Orananoe  

Construction 

— do  .• 

Ordnsnce 

Construction  — 

.do 

Equipment 

Orananoe 

Construction 

Ordnance 


Cost 


•6  96 
10  M 

4  S9 

7  69 
16  48 
64  30 

09  46 

5  78 
14  94 

4  31 
36  50^ 

5  88 
87  30 

6  76 

7  53 
S  39 

30  55 


379  09 


FISCAL  TRAB  1877-'78. 


Month. 


1877. 

August 

September 
September 

October ... 

November 

November 

Deoember 

December. 

187a 

January  . . 
January  . . 
January  .. 


Navy-yards. 


Norfolk . . . 

...do 

New  York 


Washington 

;!!!do  ....... 

...do 

...do.  


Norfolk 

League  Island . . 
Washington  ... 

Total 


Materials  furnished. 


Painte 

Brass  pipe 

Gongs  for  tops,  &c 


Sinkers,  ice 

Galvanized  wire 

SinkeriL  Sec 

Galvanized  wire , 

Sinkers,  lamps,  signals 


Nails  and  pine  wood 

Lumber,  Sec 

Sinkers,  night-signals,  Slo. 


By  what  bureau 
furnished. 


Construction... 

...do 

Steam  Engineer- 
ing. 

Ordnance  

Construction  ... 

Ordnance 

Construction  ... 
Ordnance 


Construction 

...do 

Ordnance 


Cost 


•0  53 
SO  00 
90  09 

76  09 

I  77 

180  18 

1  68 

66  48 

5  17 

3  49 

141  63 

517  13 
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Statement  C. — Expetiditures  under  appropriation  '^  XavigatioUf^^  on  account  of  purchaaea 
of  charts,  sailing  airecOonSf  nautical  instruments,  ^c,  made  through  the  Messrs,  SeJigmau 
Bros.,  at  London,  England. 


Date. 


01]|jeot8  of  expenditure. 


October.  1876. 
January,  18T7 
March,  18T7 . . 
April,  1877... 
iitay,  1877 

Jane,  1877 


September,  1877. 
November,  1877 . 

Jannary,  1878  . .  Z 

February,  1878 . . 


Daringfiscal  year  1876-'77 : 

B.  F.  Steyens,  charts 

B.  F.  Stevens,  charts 

B.  F.  Stevens,  Russell's  patent  logs 

B.  F.  Stevens,  charts 

B.  F.  Stevens,  subscription  to  "  Nature  "  and  case  for  pat 

entlogs 

B.  F.  Stevens,  charts. 


During  fiscal  year  1877-78: 

B.  Humdbe,  Toulon,  France,  90  copies  Interprete  MaAtime 

B.  F.  Stevens,  charts , 

James  White,  binnacle,  compass,  dus 

Webster  Sc.  Horsfall,  sounding-wire 

B.  F.  8tev«iis,  charts 


Cost 

1145  51 
179  20 
991  99 
730  10 

836 
166  01 

90  00 
305  61 
348  84 
918  99 
165  95 

TotaL 


11,591  17 


1,059  39- 


Statbment  D. — Expenditures  under  appropriation   "  Navigation "  for  labor  furnished  at 
navy-yards  as  per  pay-rolls,  from  July  I,  1^6,  to  February  28,  Id^b,  inclusive. 


Month. 


July,    1876 


Aug.,  1876 


Sept.,  1876 


Oct.,     1876 


Nov.,   1876 


Dec,    1876 


Jan.,    1877 


Navy-yard. 


Portsmouth 

Norfolk  

League  IsUnd 

Wasbington 

New  York 

Mare  Island 

Boston 

Pensaoola 

Norfolk  

Mare  Island 

New  York 

Pensacola 

Washington 

Portsmouth 

Boston 

League  Island 

Portsmouth 

Washington 

Mare  Island 

Pensacola 

Norfolk 

Boston 

New  York 

League  Island 

Mare  Island 

Pensacola 

New  York 

Norfolk 

Portsmouth 

Boston 

Washington 

League  Island 

Washington 

Pensacoui 

Norfolk 

New  York 

League  Island 

Mare  Island 

Boston 

Portsmouth 

New  York 

League  Island 

Washington 

Pensaoola 

Mare  Island 

Norfolk 

Boston 

Portsmouth 

New  York 


Amount. 


1137  50 

97  96 

50  00 

373  95 

393  72 

904  97 

112  89 

44  00 

117  53 

114  11 

391  41 

46  64 

388  64 
149  5a 
104  04 

54  00 
427  54 

389  88 
165  47 

44  88 
164  Oft 
114  71 
348  40 

59  00 
161  31 

45  76. 
359  60 

100  89 
140  00 

83  96 
623  98 

52  00 
448  63 

44  00 
913  30 
299  76 

50  00 
125  56 

85  89 
137  50 
302  28 

101  00 
498  73 

44  02 
83  72 
237  58 
146  06 
137  5a 
351  76 
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Statemknt  D.— Expenditures  under  apprapriaiian  *^  Navigation/*  4^0, — Continned. 


Month. 


Jan.,    18r7 


Feb.,    18T7 


Mat..   1877 


Apr.,    1877 


May,    1877 


Jane,  1877 


July,    1877 


Aug.,  1877 


Sept,  1877 


Oct.,     1877 


Navy-yard, 


Washin^on  .. 

PenaacoTa 

Boston 

Norfolk 

Mare  Inland  . . 
League  laland 
Portsmouth ... 
Portsmouth... 
League  Island . 

Pensacola 

Washington... 
Now  York .... 

Boston 

Norfolk 

Mare  Islsmd . . . 

Boston 

New  York 

League  Island 

Pensacola 

Portttmonth . . . 

Norfolk 

Mare  Island  . . 
Washington  .. 
Washington  . . 

New  York 

Boston 

League  Island 

Pensacola 

Portsmouth  ... 
Mare  Island  . . 

Norfolk 

Boston 

League  Island 

Pensacola 

Mare  Island  . . 
Portsmouth . . . 
Washington  .. 
New  York.... 

Norfolk 

Leagne  Island 

Boston 

New  York  .... 
Portsmouth . . . 
Washington  .. 

Norfolk 

Mare  Island  . . 
Pensacola 


Amount 


00 
50 
00 
dS 
39 


Total,  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1877 


Washington  . . 
Portsmouth . . . 

New  York 

Boston 

League  Island 
Mare  Island  . . 

Norfolk 

Pensacola 

Pensaf^ola 

Mare  Island  . . 

Norfolk 

Portsmouth . . . 

Boston 

Washington  .. 
League  Island . 
New  York.... 
Mare  Island... 
Portsmouth ... 

Norfolk 

Washington  .. 

New  York 

Leagne  Island 

Boston 

Pensacola 

Pensacola  

Portsmouth . . . 

Boston 

League  Island 
Washington  ... 

New  York 

Norfolk  

Mare  Island  . . 


$506  92 
•15  76 
81  00 
306  81 
95  61 
.^S  00 

140  00 

141  50 
46  00 
40  48 

457  75 
312  75 

69  00 
1S2  0S 

94  S4 

81 
361 

61 

47 
236 
•273  79 

84  24 
435  86 
504  28 
297  16 

73  00 

50  00 

44  00 
101  00 

79  25 
184  99 
130  50 

54  00 

45  76 
114  15 

67  50 
135  65 
340  30 
158  06 

92  00 
114  00 
326  52 

60  00 
418  38 
256  14 
211  10 

44  00 


17, 129  97 


119  35 

89  50 
344  50 

77  00 
SO  00 

90  70 

120  50 
44  55 
44  55 

84  24 
V»  77 

67  5U 

99  00 
117  00 

76  90 
420  96 
213  41 
134  30 

62  50 
481  76 
385  36 

50  00 

78  00 
41  25 

85  68 
67  .*» 

100  00 
34  00 
415  43 
350  66 
119  70 
326  74 
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Statement  D. — B^enditures  under  approprtaHon 

**  Navigation/*  4-0,- 

-Continaed. 

Month. 

Navy-yard. 

Amount. 

Nov., 

18T7 
\BTt 
1878 
1878 

League  leland 

|3S  00 

Boeton 

75  00 

New  York 

361  62 

Penaaoola 

118  18 

Washington 

398  47 

Portsmoath 

62  50 

Norfolk 

130  10 

Mare  Island 

193  52 

Dec., 

Boston 

75  00 

Washington , 

295  93 

Portsmouth 

62  60 

Leaeae  Island 

50  00 

New  York 

313  00 

Pensaoola 

198  70 

Norfolk 

145  76 

Mare  Inland  , , 

• 

292  66 

Jan., 

League  Island : 

79  00 

85  00 

Pensacola 

45  24 

310  88 

Portamooth 

65  00 

14:<  86 

WasUinirton 

283  72 

348  98 

Feb., 

New  York 

294  74 

Leagne  Island 

46  00 

Boston 

98  38 

40  02 

9,567  67 

Total,  fiscal  Year  ending  June  30. 1877  -  -  ^  ...-^  ^^ .......  r 

17,129  97 

Total.  Jaly  1.1876.  to  date 

26,697  64 

Statement  £. — ExpmditwreB  under  appropriatim  **NavigaUan**  hyvesseU  in  oommieaion 

on  the  different  stations, 

FIRST  QUARTER  OF  FISCAL  YEAR  1876-T7. 


Vessels. 


Objects  of  expenditure. 


Pensaoola 

Franklin 

Nagasaki  station  . . 

Tennessee 

Ashuelot 

Richmond 

Intrepid 

Alert 

Palos 

Adams 

Hartfurd 

Alaska 

Michigan 

Canomcns 

Villefranche  depot. 

Juniata 

Rio  Bravo 

Powhatan 

Plymouth 

Supply 

Despatch 

Omaha    

Ajax  and  monitors. 

Ossipee 

Onward 

Swatara 

Yantio 

Shawmut 

Vandalia 

Key  West  depot . . . 

Kearsarge 

Huron 

Alarm 

Constellation 

Brooklyn 


Totol. 


Musical  instruments,  pilotage,  and  stationery 

do 

Rent  of  depot 

Oil,  musical  instruments,  and  bunting,  Slo  .... 

Pilotage,  &o 

Oil,  glasses,  stationery,  Sco 

Pilotoge 

Lanterns 

Oil,  pilotage,  dMS 

Pilotage 

do 

Pilotage,  &c 

Towage,  lanterns,  Sm 

Oil  and  stationery 

Oil,  &c 

Pilotage 

dS 

do 

Pilotage,  towage,  &c 

Pilotage  .!*.!*!.!!...!!...'.*. ! 

Pilotage,  stationery,  &o 

Pilotage,  See 

Pilotage 

Oil  ITr 


Pilotage 

Lamp 

Pilotage,  Scjo 

Pilotage 

Services  of  watchman.  Sua 

Oil,  pilotage,  ^ 

Pilotage 

Pilotage 

Pilotage,  &c 

Pilota^ 


Amount. 


$890  23 
428  40 
137  95 
796  30 
224  00 
1,160  56 

48  75 

11  68 
566  14 
511  32 
415  35 
495  74 

35  00 

51  85 
1, 156  97 
559  97 
402  30 
181  40 
947  57 
499  56 
266  69 
128  93 

54  70 
252  06 
151  47 
721  35 

19  10 
266  14 
395  74 

98  75 
268  00 
260  07 
158  15 
1,254  15 
136  62 

13,856  96 
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Expenditure  under  appropriation  "  Navigation"  4^c, — Continned. 

SECOND  QUARTER,  1876-T7. 


Yeesels. 


Palo6 

Tennessee 

Yantic; 

Asbaelot 

Essex 

Richmond 

Franklin 

Yandalia 

Pensaoola 

Hnron 

Gettysbarg 

Omaha 

Onward 

Alaska ... 

Saoo   

Villefranche  depot. 

Rio  Bravo 

Ossipee 

Plymoath 

Canonicos 

Hartford 

Powhatan 

Adams 

Despatch 

Kearsarge 

Monongahela 


Total 


OlitJects  of  expeuditore. 


Pilotage 

Pilotage,  oil,  banting,  dec . . 
Lamps,  stationery,  and  oil. 

Oil,  pilotage.  &4) 

Pilotage  ana  towage 

Oil,  pi&tage,  &o 

Pilotage 

.dS 

Lanterns  and  banting 

Pilotage 

Oil,  sinkers,  pilotage,  &jc  . 

Oil,  lanterns,  &o 

Oil 


do 

Oil  and  pilotage 

Oil,  stanonery,  and  banting . . 

Pilotage 

Pilotage  and  repairs  of  bells. 

Pilotage 

Oil  and  dock 

Pilotage  and  towage 

PUotage 

.dS 

do 

Oil,  lampK,  banting,  Sao 

Pilotage  and  towage 


Amonntb 


1314  00 

576  85 

315  65 

394  70 

791  60 

763  88 

961  06 

139  40 

74  00 

141  27 

279  50 

331  67 

63  62 

144  CO 

174  90 

354  90 

409  00 

444  75 

408  80 

53  90 

198  30 

90  00 

909  97 

176  00 

350  88 

95  00 

7,0e6  20 


THIRD  QUARTER,  1876-'77. 


Monocaoy 

Hnron 

Tennessee 

Ranger 

Key  w  est  depot 

Kearsarge 

PaiuM 

Pensaoola 

Ashnelot 

Yantic 

Plymoath 

Swatara 

Ajax  

Hartford 

Alliance 

Onward 

Trenton 

Oett ysborg 

Rio  Bravo 

Vandalia 

Essex 

Ossipee 

Franklin 

Omaha 

Monougahela 

Powhauu 

Shawmot 

Adams 


Total 


Rio  de  Janeiro. 

Adams 

Alliance * 

Richmond 

Monoracy 

V4nd%lia  .!!..! 

Dictator 

Ranger  

Tennessee 


Pilotage,  oil,  stationery,  &c 

Pilotage 

Oil,  lanterns.  Sua 

Pilotage 

Services  of  writer 

Pilotage 

Pilotage,  oil,  &c 

Lamp-shades,  &c 

Pilotage,  &.0 

Pilotage  and  lamp- wick 

Pilotage  and  oil 

Pilotege 

Subsistence  of  pilot 

Pilotage,  dtc 

do 

Thermometers 

Pilotage 

Pilotage,  oil,  4tc 

Pilotage  and  lantern 

Pilotege, oil.  &c. 

Pilotage 

do 

do 

Oil,  Ac 

Lamp<«himneys,  &c 

Pilotage 

!dB 

do 


FOURTH  QUARTER,  1876-'77. 


Rent  of  store,  labor,  Sec. 

Pilotage 

!d5 

Oil.&c 

Pilotage 

Oil  and  lamps 

Pilotage 

!dS 

Pilotage  and  canal  daes. 
Stationery,  oil,  &c 


fl,49cill 

148  00 

684  65 

348  04 

100  75 

418  00 

440  35 

835 

404  49 

39  41 

714  95 

373  36 

1  50 

387  16 

361  55 

5  43 

147  13 

306  06 

973  50 

488  97 

394  56 

484  00 

357  83 

398  .■» 

10  68 

321  00 

151  32 

906  80 

9,934  31 


1895  00 

95  30 

43  95 

1,134  12 

1,600  31 

54  00 

119  09 

309  30 

850  17 

347  85 
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Expenditures  under  appropriation  *•  Navigation,"  ^c— Continaed. 

FOCTKTH  QUARTER,  187«-'T7. 


VeeseL 


Ke|feWest  depot . . . 

^  Do , 

Paloa 

Ashnelot 

Do 

Do 

Pensacola...; 

Aj»x 

Despatoh 

Do  

Huron 

Esaex 

Supply 

Swatara ^. 

Rio  Bravo 

Gettysbarg 

Do 

Omaha 

Onward 

Trenton 

Hartford 

Do 

Saratoga 

Osaipee ,. 

PlymoQth 

Monouffahela 

Do.'.!!!!!'.*! 

Tallapooaa 

New  Hampshire . . 
Villefrancbe  depot 

Do 


Total 


Object  of  expenditure. 


Pay  of  writer 

Oil 

Oil,  log,  binocnlar  glaaa,  Sec 

Pilotage 

Stationery 

Oil 

Pilot^e 

Subsistence  of  pilots 

Pilotage 

Oil  

Pilotage  : 

dS 

do 

....     do 

do 

do 

Sinkers,  lamps,  &c 

Pilotage 

Oil.  bunting,  &o 

PiloUge 

do 

Lamp 

Pilotage 

dS 

do 

do         

Lamps,  wick,  &o 

Globes  for  lanterns 

Pilotage 

35 

Oil,  stationery,  &o 

Oil 


Amount. 


197  50 

59  68 

117  18 

539  50 

79  30 

33  75 

180  00 

6  00 

193  70 

50  00 

68  00 

247  04 

48  05 

298  67 

316  83 

41  95 

397  78 

67  29 

96  26 

39  57 

299  80 

97  00 

93  9< 

529  02 

852  5u 

264  85 

6  09 

4  66 

963  49 

901  87 

366  43 

114  00 

11,388  3« 


RECAPITULATION. 

First  quarter,  1876-*77 $13,856  26 

Second  quarter.  l&76-*77 7, 086  90 

Third  quarter.  1876-'77 9,994  31 

Fourth  quarter,  1876-*77 11,388  30 

Total  fiscal  year  1876-77 42,955  07 


FIRST  QUARTER  OF  FISCAL  YEAR  1877-'78. 


Amount. 

164  80 

64  80 

413  93 

29  80 

107  95 

14  00 

84  00 

19  90 

198  80 

61  60 

7  50 

34  90 

108  58 

536  60 

40  00 

39  60 

6  00 

74  70 

99  00 

419  90 

4  50 

124  00 

40  00 

1,987  93 

54  45 

90  00 

Vessel. 


Hio  de  Janeiro 

Do 

Do 

Gettysburg 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Enterprise 

Do!!.'*.'*.*!!!! 

Do 

RioBraTo 

Do 

Tillefranche  depot 
Swatara 


Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Essex 

New  Hampshire 
Constellation  .... 

Do 

Lehigh 


()bject  of  expenditure. 


Spy-glasses  and  thermometer 

Spy-glasses 

Bunting,  oil,  duck,  See 

Charts 

Oil 

Pilotage 

Pay  of  artist 

Pilotage 

.dS 

do 

Subsistence  of  pilot 

Pilotage 

Oil 

Pilotage 

Lamps 

Pilotage 

Subsistence  of  pilot 

Pilotage 

do 

do 

Subsistence  of  pilot 

PiloUge 

dS 

do 

Oil 

Pilotage 


18  AN 


274 


APPENDIX. 


Expenditures  under  appropriation  **  NavigatUm,^^  ^c— -Continaed. 
PIBST  QUARTER  OF  FISCAL  YEAR  18n-*78. 


VmmL 


Plymonth 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Sapply. 

Deapatoh 

Do 

Frollo , 

Key  West 

Do 

TAllapooM 

AJaz  and  monitors 

Onward 

Penaaoola 

TennoMoe 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Alert 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Alarm 

Omaha 

Rancer  

Do 

Do 

Richmond 

Do 

Monooaoy ^ 

Paloe 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Ashaelot 

Do 

Vandalia 


Trenton  .. 

Do.. 
Kearaarse 

DoT.. 

Do.. 

Do.. 

Do.. 

Do 

Do 

Do 
Powhatan 
Monongahela 
Oeaipee 
Nagaaakl  depot 

Total 


Ol^ect  of  expenditure. 


Pilotage 

M   

do 

do 

Stamp  for  oommander-in-chief 

Pilouge 

Oil    . 

Piiotaire 

Oil 

Pilotage 

Oil 

Pay  of  writer    

Pilotage 

do 

Bnntiug 

Pilotage 

Oil 

Banting,  thread,  4tc 

Repairuig  watch  and  inetmmenta. 

CharU 

Mn»lin  and  thread 

Rating  chronometers 

Pilotage 

Sabeihtence  of  pilot 

Spy-glaM  and  thermometers 

Oil,  deep'Sea  leads,  See 

Pilotage 

Banting,  candles,  Se4i 

Pilotage 

ou...r. 

Barometer 

Pilotage 

Oil 

Pilotage 

do 

Subsistence  of  pilot 

Printing 

Stationery 

Pilotage 

Snbsistenoe  of  pilot 

Piiotaire   

Oil,  wick,  and  lanterns 

Pilotage 

.....d5 

do 

Banting,  dec 

Pilotage 

Oil 

Stationery 

Books 

Stationery 

Oil 

Repairing  dock. 

Chaito 

Pilotage 

dS 

do 
Banting,  log-books,  Ac. 


Amoant. 


90 
40 
95  00 

52  70 
34  00 

396  90 
SO  60 

181  87 
52  79 
93  67 

128  05 
97  50 

213  34 

366  67 
45  80 

565  44 

143  00 
77  25 
40  00 

5  00 
3  90 
2  00 

108  00 
9  00 

36  00 
191  60 

93  20 
104  00 
110  62 
13:1  30 

30  00 
134  IS 

H)  00 
131  00 
313  33 

21  00 

12  00 

8  50 
61  33 
IP  50 

IHI  29 
39  00 

53  31 
60  50 
19  30 

6  44 

15  00 
27  90 
90  50 

16  00 

109  13 
81  60 

9  75 
15  00 

6  75 
907  89 
379  10 
444  75 

9,066  36 


SECOND  QUARTER,  1877-T8. 


Trenton  ... 

Do... 
Alert 

Do.. 

Do... 
Alliance . . . 

Do... 
Ranger 

Do... 
Adams 

Do  .. 
Crettysbarg 

Do... 
Gaard 


Masic  for  band 

Pilotage 

Oil 

Pilotage 

Stationery 

Oil,  &c 

Pilotage 

do 

Towing  and  oil. 

Pilotage 

Oil,  &o 

Pilotage 

Bnnting,  oil.  Sec 
Pilotage,  &Q  — 


131  46 
15  46 

108  00 

81  OO 

5  00 

129  08 
18  65 
90  68 

194  80 
13  50 

115  34 
87  79 

129  97 

100  58 
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Esq^ditures  under  appropriation  **  Navigation,"  ^o. — Continned. 

SECOND  QUABTER,  1877-'78. 


Vessel 


Plymouth 

Bnterpiise 

Keanarse 

dS. 

Do 

Ossipee 

Rio  Bravo 

Do 

Do 

Key  West ... 

Alarm 

Speedwell 

do 

Saratoga , 

Despatoh 

do 

Fortone 

Hichi^D 

Alarm 

Trenton 

do 

do 

do 

VillefraQche  depot. 

do 

do... 

do 

do 

Portsmouth 

Pensacola 


Olvjoot  of  expenditure. 


Amount. 


Pilotage,  See, 

do 

Pilotage  and  Sues  Canal  dues  . 

Charts 

Charts,  lanterns,  and  hooks  ... 
Pilotage 

;;;!!!do!!!!!;!!!!;!!i;!!;!*!!;i 

Deck  time-pieoe 

Pay  of  writer 

Pilotage 

Pilotege , 

Rating  chronometer    

Pilouge    

dS 

00.  Ac  

Subsistence  of  pilot 

Lamp^himneys 

PiloUge , 

Band  instruments 

Thermometers,  compasses,  Ste. 

Lamns.        

Bnnnng,  &c 

Lamps ^ 

Tell-tale  compasses 

Oil,  Ac 

do 

Bunting,  stationery,  Sec 

Pilotage 

.....d5 


•V 


Total  for  the  second  quarter 
Total  for  the  first  quarter  . . 


Total  for  the  first  and  seoimd  quarters. 


#339  45 
sai  M 

l.eS9  00 

11  25 

88  87 

891  65 

408  60 

368  30 

7  63 
97  50 
90  00 

199  00 

8  00 
104  45 
160  80 

78  39 

154  50 

1  50 

4  60 

456  56 

868  89 

800  85 

97  77 

88  74 

46  70 

886  85 

435  48 

99  87 

490  18 

399  81 


8.498  03 
9,088  36 


•17, 566  38 


Statement  F. — Abstract  of  purchases  by  contract  under  advertisement. 


Supplies  advertised  for. 


Fiscal  year  1876-'77: 
10,000  gaUonslard-oU  .... 

8,000  gallons  lard-oil  . .    . 

Stationery  (per  schedule) . 

Fiscal  year  1877-'78: 
10,000  gaUons  lard-oil  .... 
1 ,500  felons  lard-oil 

Stationery  (per  schedule) 


Lowest  bidders. 


Chard,  Howe   Sc  Weber, 

New  York. 
Manhattan  Oil  Company. 

New  York. 
Sears  &  Cole 


Manhattan  Oil  Company.. 
Whittaker,  Fuller  Sc  Co., 

San  Francisco.  CaL 
Arthur  St  Bonnell 


Prices. 


98i  cents  per  gallon 
97|  cents  per  gallon 
•1,447  95 


78|  cents  per  gallon 
89}  cents  per  gallon 


•1,199  03 


(Quantities  de- 
livered. 


10,038  gallons.. 
8,090^  gallons. 


10.0301  gallons. 
1,500  gulons. . . 


Amounts 
paid. 


•9,860  06 

7,857  84 

1, 447  95 

7, 848  86 
1,348  50 

1,199  03 


Exhibit  Q.^March  11, 1878. 

[Note.— The  following  is  a  printed  oircnlar  attached  to  the  exhibit  handed  in  by 

witness.! 

U.  8.  NAVY  REGULATION  CIRCULAR  NO.  6. 


Navy  Departbcknt, 

Washington,  July  b,  1677. 

The  regnlations  of  the  Navy  regardini;  open  pnrohases  are  hereby  modified  as  follows : 
When  a  pablio  exigency  reqaires  the  immediate  nse  of  articles  not  on  hand  or  pro- 
curable unaer  existing  contract,  the  commandant  of  the  yard  will  make  reqnisition  on 
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the  pnrchasiDg  officer  for  the  same  und  traDsmit  it  to  i  be  proper  bureau  for  approvali 
with  a  BtateaieDt  of  the  circa  Distances  and  nature  of  the  exigency. 

The  bureau  will  then  decide  as  to  the  necessity  of  open  purchase,  and,  if  it  approve, 
will  return  the  requisition  so  approved  to  the  purchasiog-otficeri  who  will  procure  the 
articles  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law. 

The  department  directs  that  when  no  public  exi;;ency  exists,  all  articles,  not  other- 
wise exempted  by  law.  shall  be  procured  after  public  advertisement. 

R.  W.  THOMPSON. 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


[The  following  is  the  exhibit  as  prepared  by  witness]  : 

Relative  to  reyulation  circularj  No.  6. — Memorandum. 

[Extract  from  the  last  annual  report.] 

'*jWith  the  exception  of  illuminating-oils  and  commanders'  and  navigators'  stationery, 
the  supplies,  with  the  furnishing  of  which  this  bureau  is  charged,  are  of  such  special 
nature  as  to  forbid  the  exercise  of  the  contract-system,  bat  necessarily  demand  a  pur- 
chase by  careful  selection  and  at  fair  prices  to  dealers  and  instrument-makers." 

Nautical,  astronomical,  meteorological,  surveying,  and  other  instruments  are  con- 
stantly undergoing  changes  and  improvements,  and  the  bureau  has  to  avail  itself  of 
these  improvements,  in  order  to  have  ihe  best  instruments.  This  would  seem  to  pre- 
clude altogether  the  purchase  by  contract,  and  by  the  paymaster. 

Nautical  books,  sailing  directions,  and  charts,  snch  as  the  H3*drographic  Office  does 
not  furnish  directly,  but  have  to  be  obtained  from  abroad,  must  necessarily  be  pur- 
chased by  the  direct  order  of  the  bureau  through  the  Hydrographic  Office. 

Library  lK>oks  cannot  be  bought  by  contract,  and  should  be  obtained  from  the  pub- 
lishers or  dealers  directly,  who  invariably  allow  the  bureau  such  discounts  as  in  iJl 
probability  the  paymaster  would  not  obtain. 

Signal-lights  and  implements  art)  either  manufactured  at  the  yards,  or,  from  their 
peculiar  nature,  ob  ained  from  certain  parties. 

Signal  lanterns,  running-lights,  lamps,  lanterns,  and  other  appliances,  could  be  pur- 
chased by  contract,  were  the  appropriation  sufficient  to  wai'rant  the  prooniing  of 
larger  quantities.    Even  these  articles  are  partly  specialties. 

Binnacles  and  appurtenances  are  either  manufactured  at  the  yards,  or  of  special 
patterns. 

Registering  logs  and  leads,  sounding  apparatus,  &;c.,  are  specialties. 

Common  leads  are  cast  in  the  yards. 

Log  and  lead  lines,  signal  halliards,  du3.,  are  made  at  the  Boston  rope-walk. 

Flags  are  made  at  the  yards. 

Bunting  could  be  purchased  by  contract,  per  sample ;  but  the  fact  that  it  deterio- 
rates through  age,  would  make  it  advisable,  in  the  interest  of  economy  to  purchase  in 
such  quantities  as  may  be  needed  at  the  time. 

Oil  for  lighting  ships  is  purchased  by  contract  system,  except  when  only  small  quan- 
tities, can  be  obtained  for  want  of  sufiBcient  funds  to  purchase  more. 

Stationery  is  principally  purchased  by  the  contract  system,  smaller  quantities  by  open 
purchase,  when  the  condition  of  the  funds  does  not  warrant  larger  investments. 

Drawing  materials  must  be  obtained  by  selection. 

Musical  instruments  for  flag-ships  cannot  be  contracted  for. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Bureau  of  Navigation  should  be  exempted  from  com- 
plying with  the  last  paragraph  of  regulation  circular  No.  6. 

L.  WALDECKER,  C.  C. 

[Note.— The  following  appears  upon  the  back  of  the  last  page  of  the  exhibit] : 

File :  The  within  was  shown  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  who  said  that  any  other 
method  of  purchasing  than  that  now  in  vogue  (that  is,  as  heretofore)  was  manifestly 
improper,  if  not  impossible.    14th  July,  77. 

D.  AMMEN 
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Bureau  of  Navigation,  Navy  Department, 

Waahingionf  March  1,  1878. 

Exhibit  B.,— March  11, 1878. 

Statement  of  balances  of  appropriatiwis  under  the  cognizance  of  this  bureau. 

IN  THS  UNITRD  STATU  TBKABURT. 


Appropriatiosa. 


NftTigsticm 

ITftVM  OlMervatory 

Naatical  Almanao 

CoDtiogent 

Hydro^uphic  work 

Tneory  of  Moon's  motion 

ObMrving  transit  of  Meronry. 
Observing  transit  of  Venus . . . 
Befraoting  telescope 


1878. 


133.850  74 

4,090  19 

11, 257  76 

1, 895  31 

33, 312  39 

350  00 

1, 475  00 


1877. 


1953  33 

101  40 

14 

1.108  37 

4,604  96 


1876. 


1875. 


•245  48 

51  02 

20  51 

126  89 

97 


12,307  46 
1  55 


IN  HANDS  OF  PATMASTBR8. 

AjmrovritUknu,  1878,  Waihintfton. 
NaTigatlon 1815  23 


rtgi 
ral 


Naval  Observatory 1,169  42 

Nautical  Almanac 414  06 

Hydrographio  work 499  iS 

Bespectfolly  sabmltted. 

DANIEL  AMMEN, 

Ohi^Hf  Bureau. 
Hon.  R.  W.  Thompson, 

Seeretary  of  the  Navf. 


Exhibit  I. — March  11, 1&7&—Etiding  July,  1877. 

Pilotage '. $45,000 

Adjusting  and  testing  compasses '. 3,000 

Nautical  and  astronomical  mstrnments,  nautical  books,  maps,  charts,  and  sail- 
ing directions,  and  repairs  of  nautical  instruments 9, 000 

Libraries  of  ships  of  war 3,000 

Signal  lights,  lanterns,  rockets,  running  lights,  drawings,  and  signal  books  ..  6, 000 

Binnacles,  tripods,  and  other  appendages  of  ships'  compasses 3, 000 

Logs  for  measuring  ship's  way,  leads,  and  other  appliances  fur  sounding 3, 000 

Lanterns  and  lamps  and  their  appendages  for  all  lights  on  board  ships 5, 000 

Bunting  and  making  and  repairing  fla^s 5,000 

Oil  and  candles  for  running  lights,  chimneys,  wick,  and  soap 16, 000 

Stationery  for  commanders,  navigators,  and  for  courts  martial 2, 000 

Musical  instruments  and  music  for  vessels  of  war 1, 000 

Steering  signals  and  indicators  and  for  speaking-tubes  and  gongs  on  board 

ships 2,000 

Contingent  expenses  of  bureau,  transportation  and  freight  of  materials,  post- 
age and  telegraphing,  and  other  contingent  expenses  3, 000 

61,000 


Exhibit  JL-^Mareh  13, 1878. 

Navy  Department,  Bureau  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  31, 1877. 

Sir  :  Bir.  W.  White,  of  Portsmouth,  Va.,  has  offered  some  white-oak  and  yellow-pine 
timber  of  superior  quality  to  the  government,  which  is  much  needed  to  out  into  plank 
for  seasoning. 

Please  ascertain  the  lowest  market-prices  of  such  timber,  and  if  Mr.  White  will  deliver 
it,  to  be  paid  for  after  an  appropriation  for  that  purpose  is  made,  you  will  notify  him 
he  can  do  so. 

Very  reepeotfolly,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

L  HAN8C0M, 
Chitf  of  Bureau. 
Pay-Inspector  W.  W.  Williams,  U.  S.  N., 

Washington,  D.  C. 
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Exhibit  B.^March  13, 1878. 

Navy  Dbpartment,  Bureau  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  2, 1877. 

The  qnaD titles  of  white-oak  and  yellow-pine  timber  offered  by  Mr.  White,  referred 
to  in  bnreaa's  letter  of  3l8t  ultimo,  were  80,000  cabic  feet  vellow-pine  plank-stock  logs, 
at  .49  per  cubic  foot — March  19, 1877 ;  50,000  cubic  feet  white-oak  plank-stock  logs,  at 
.75  per  cubic  foot — March  19, 1877. 

25,290  feet  yellowpine,  at  49 $12,392  10 

7,996  feet  white-oak,  at  75 5,997  00 


Approved. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 


Pay-Inspector  W.  W.  Williams,  U.  S.  N., 

WoBkingt&n,  D.  C, 

Ordered  February  5, 1877,  of  W.  White,  Portsmouth,  Va. 


18.389  10 


I.  HAN8C0M, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 


Exhibit  C— March  13,  1878. 

Navy  Paymaster's  Office, 

Wa9hingtonf  D,  C,  January  31, 1877. 

Please  inform  me  by  return  mail  at  what  price  you  will  furnish  and  deliver  %t  any 
navy-yard,  at  your. own  risk  and  expense,  and  subject  to  the  usual  inspection  and  ap- 
proval of  the  commandant,  the  following  articles,  viz,  to  be  delivered  as  the  bureau 
may  direct : 

80,000  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  plank-stock  logs. 
50,000  cubic  feet  white-oak  plank-stock  logs. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 
Pay-Inspector,  U,  S,  N, 
W.  White,  Esq., 

Portsmouth^  Va, 


Exhibit  D.— Maro*  13, 1878. 

Portsmouth,  Va.,  February  1, 1877. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  return  your  inquiries,  and  say  that  I  will  furnish  the  yellow-pine  at 
49  cents  per  cubic  foot,  white-oak  at  75  cents  per  cubic  foot. 

This  is  sea-coast  timber,  and  the  finest  in  the  world,  as  tbe  inclosed  schedules  will 
prove. 

Respectfully,  yours,  &o., 

W.  WHITE. 


ExHiBrr  E.— March  13, 1878. 

Navy  Paymaster's  Office,  WashingUmf  D,  C,  January  31, 1877. 

Please  inform  me  by  return  mail  at  what  price  you  will  furnish  and  deliver  at  any 
navy-vard,  at  your  own  risk  and  expense,  and  subject  to  the  usual  inspection  and  ap- 
proval of  the  commandant,  the  following  articles,  viz,  to  be  delivered  as  the  bureau 
may  direct : 

80,000  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  plank-stock  logs. 
50,000  cubic  feet  white-oak  plank-stock  logs. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS. 
Pay  Inspector,  U,  S,  K. 
Mr.  W.  W.  Tucker, 

Norfolk,  Va, 

Will  furnish  the  above  plank-stock  at  —  yeUow-pine  at  49f  centa  per  cubic  foot; 
white-oak  at  77  cents  per  cubic  foot. 

W.  W.  TUCKER. 
Address,  Deep  Creek,  Norfolk  County,  Virginia. 
February  1, 1877. 
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Exhibit  F.— Afarc*  13, 1878. 

* 

Navy  Pay  Office, 
Corner  New  York  Avenue  and  Fifteenth  Street, 

Washingtov^  D,  C,  February  5,  1877. 

Sir  :  Will  yoa  please  fornish  and  deliver  at  any  navy-yard  the  bnreaa  may  name, 
for  immediate  use,  at  yoor  own  risk  and  expense,  snbjeot  to  the  nsnal  inspection  of  the 
yard  and  the  approval  of  the  commandant,  80,000  cubic  feet  yellow  pine  plank-stock 
logs,  50,00  cnbic  feet  whit«-oak  plank-stock  logs  at  the  price  mentioned  in  yonr  bid, 
yon  being  the  lowest  bidder  T  And  yon  will  deliver  subject  to  the  conditions  named  in 
the  inclosed  letter. 

Forward  this  order  and  your  bill,  indorsed  *'Appr.  Con.  and  Rep.,''  to  this  office  for 
approval  before  delivery  of  article. 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

W:  W.  WILLIAMS, 
Pay  Inspector f  U.  S,  iV. 
W.  White, 

Porismouthf  Va, 


Exhibit  G.—March  13, 1878. 

[Explanation  of  exhibit.— The  schednle  presented  bv  this  exhibit  is  divided  Into  two  psrts,  repre- 
senting, first,  the  sizes,  &c.,  of  o«k  timber;  and,  secondly,  the  sizes,  &o.,  of  yellow-pine  umber.  The 
figures  indicating  these  are  given  in  separate  columns,  headed  by  initials.  Sec.  The  headings,  with 
their  respeotive  significations,  are  as  follows : 

"  No."— Number  of  the  stick. 

"  L."— Length  of  the  stick  in  feet. 

"S."— Size  of  the  stick  in  inches  (first  column). 

"  S."— Size  of  the  stick  in  inches  (second  column.) 

"ContenU."— Solid  contents  of  stick  in  feet.] 

OAK. 


No. 

L. 

S. 

s. 

Con- 
tents. 

Na 

L. 

8. 

8. 

Con- 
tents. 

Na 

L. 

S. 

S. 

Con- 
tents. 

1 

46 

16 

16 

80 

98 

38 

16 

16 

66 

55 

48 

15 

15 

75 

3 

46 

19 

19 

46 

29 

44 

16 

16 

78 

56 

40 

15 

15 

63 

3 

51 

14 

14 

70 

30 

46 

16 

16 

69 

57 

39 

91 

91 

113 

4 

38 

13 

13 

45 

31 

38 

14 

15 

55  ! 

58 

49 

13 

13 

50 

5 

43 

13 

13 

50 

39 

45 

18 

18 

101 

59 

50 

14 

15 

73 

6 

47 

13 

13 

S.'S 

33 

48 

13 

13 

56 

60 

43 

14 

14 

58 

7 

36 

16 

16 

65 

34 

36 

14 

14 

49 

61 

44 

17 

17 

88 

8 

49 

15 

15 

66 

35 

44 

13 

13 

54 

69 

44 

14 

14 

60 

9 

40 

14 

14 

54 

36 

47 

14 

14 

60 

63 

47 

14 

14 

64 

10 

39 

14 

14 

53 

37 

46 

13 

13 

54 

64 

38 

16 

16 

68 

11 

49 

13 

13 

53 

38 

48 

14 

14 

65 

65 

38 

16 

16 

68 

18 

38 

13 

13 

45 

39 

36 

15 

15 

56 

6't 

48 

15 

15 

73 

13 

41 

13 

13 

48 

40 

36 

14 

14 

49 

67 

45 

13 

13 

53 

14 

44 

13 

13 

59 

41 

35 

15 

15 

56  ^ 

68 

39 

13 

13 

46 

15 

44 

13 

13 

59 

49 

40 

14 

15 

54 

69 

49 

19 

19 

115 

16 

44 

13 

14 

56 

43 

36 

15 

15 

56 

70 

45 

18 

18 

101 

17 

!» 

16 

17 

68 

44 

36 

14 

14 

49 

71 

54 

16 

16 

96 

18 

43 

14 

14 

58 

45 

43 

19 

19 

43 

79 

37 

13 

14 

47 

19 

37 

15 

15 

58 

46 

35 

15 

15 

58 

73 

59 

14 

14 

70 

90 

49 

14 

14 

66 

47 

40 

14 

15 

60 

74 

47 

14 

14 

64 

91 

41 

14 

15 

60 

48 

36 

15 

15 

56 

75 

46 

15 

15 

1% 

99 

47 

19 

13 

51 

49 

46 

13 

13 

54 

76 

38 

15 

15 

60 

93 

40 

14 

14 

54 

SO 

44 

14 

14 

60 

77 

51 

14 

14 

70 

94 

49 

13 

13 

49 

51 

46 

17 

17 

9i 

78 

39 

15 

15 

58 

95 

56 

14 

14 

69 

59 

39 

16 

16 

69 

79 

41 

15 

16 

68 

96 

44 

14 

14 

60 

53 

38 

13 

14 

48 

80 

44 

15 

15 

60 

97 

48 

14 

11 

65 

54 

4 

16 

16 

75 

81 

43 

14 

14 

88 

1,548 

1,657 

1.909 
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Exhibit  G — Continued. 


OAK. 


Na 

L. 

a 

8. 

Con- 
tento.  ! 

Na 

L. 
36 

s. 

8. 
16 

Con- 
tenU.  1 

No. 

L-  I 

S. 

S. 

Con- 
tento. 

62 

45 

16 

16 

80  1 

109 

15 

60 

136 

41 

15 

18 

64 

83 

54 

16 

17 

103 

110 

40 

14 

14 

54 

i:n 

41 

13 

14 

51 

84 

41 

13 

14 

53  i 

111 

39 

14 

14 

53  1 

138 

38  1 

13 

13 

45 

85 

36 

15 

16 

60  1 

!  113 

48 

14 

15 

TO 

139 

37  , 

13 

14 

47 

86 

47 

13 

13 

M  , 

113 

40 

13 

13 

47 

140 

49 

13 

14 

53 

87 

40 

16 

17 

76 

114 

44 

13 

13 

53  ' 

141 

41 

15 

15 

64 

88 

43 

14 

15 

63  ' 

115 

44 

15 

15 

69  ' 

149 

40 

13 

14 

50 

89 

36 

13 

14 

46 

116 

40 

13 

13 

47 

143 

40 

15 

15 

63 

90 

41 

14 

14 

56 

117 

39 

15 

15 

61 

.  ^^ 

49 

13 

19 

49 

91 

46 

13 

13 

54 

118 

39 

14 

15 

57 

145 

43 

14 

14 

58 

98 

41 

14 

15 

60  1 

119 

48 

13 

13 

49 

146 

40 

14 

15 

58 

93 

39 

15 

15 

61  i 

190 

43 

14 

14 

57 

147 

36 

15 

15 

56 

94 

44 

14 

14 

60 

1  131 

39 

14 

15 

57 

,  148 

40 

13 

14 

51 

95 

»7 

14 

15 

54 

133 

39 

13 

13 

46 

149 

37 

15 

15 

58 

96 

63 

90 

80 

147 

183 

40 

14 

15 

58 

150 

54 

13 

14 

66 

97 

53 

13 

14 

63 

134 

48 

16 

16 

85 

151 

49 

13 

14 

53 

96 

49 

14 

15 

71 

135 

38 

13 

13 

45 

159 

46 

14 

14 

60 

99 

49 

13 

14 

S3 

196 

38 

13 

13 

45 

153 

37 

17 

17 

74 

100 

43 

14 

15 

61 

137 

39 

13 

13 

46 

154 

47 

17 

17 

94 

101 

41 

16 

17 

■n  1 

,  128 
'  139 

43 

16 

17 

81 

155 

38 

13 

13 

45 

lOS 

38 

17 

17 

76  ' 

38 

17 

17 

76 

156 

35 

13 

13 

41 

103 

54 

13 

14 

68 

130 

36 

16 

17 

68 

157 

36 

15 

15 

56 

104 

49 

13 

13 

49 

131 

48 

15 

15 

'5  I 

158 

36 

16 

16 

64 

105 

38 

14 

14 

53 

1  138 

37 

15 

15 

58  1 

159 

37 

15 

15 

S8 

106 

38 

13 

14 

48 

1  133 

36 

83 

83 

133 

160 

40 

17 

17 

80 

107 

56 

19 

19 

14U 

:  134 

43 

17 

17 

84 

161 

48 

16 

16 

75 

108 

41 
43 

83 
19 

83 

19 

144 

13"* 

1 
190 

43 
44 

14 
14 

14 
14 

57 
1,689 

169 
917 

36 
43 

17 
15 

17 
15 

79 

1,939  j 

1,580 

163 

108 

60 

66 

164 

37 

15 

15 

58 

191 

39 

13 

13 

46 

918 

38 

15 

16 

63 

165 

40 

17 

17 

80 

I  198 

44 

14 

14 

60  1 

,  919 

49 

33 

99 

141 

166 

43 

16 

16 

75 

193 

49 

13 

13 

58  ; 

990 

43 

16 

16 

75 

167 

36 

17 

17 

78 

194 

41 

17 

17 

89 

;  831 

38 

16 

16 

68 

168 

43 

19 

19 

106 

195 

46 

18 

18 

104 

1  999 

43 

16 

16 

75 

169 

35 

17 

17 

70 

196 

35 

15 

15 

S5 

1  983 

39 

14 

14 

53 

170 

41 

16 

16 

73 

197 

46 

80 

80 

198 

934 

3S* 

15 

15 

61 

171 

44 

18 

18 

99  1 

198 

43 

18 

18 

95 

995 

54 

16 

16 

96 

17S 

38 

13 

15 

51 

199 

35 

14 

14 

48 

936 

38 

18 

18 

85 

173 

43 

14 

14 

58 

300 

36 

14 

14 

49 

997 

47 

84 

94 

188 

174 

49 

17 

17 

98 

301 

38 

16 

16 

68 

92H 

35 

15 

15 

55 

175 

36 

15 

15 

56 

303 

45 

18 

18 

101 

939 

53 

15 

15 

89 

176 

36 

17 

17 

73 

303 

38 

15 

15 

50  j 

930 

39 

15 

15 

61 

177 

39 

14 

15 

S3 

804 

43 

14 

14 

68  ' 

931 

45 

19 

19 

113 

178 

48 

19 

19 

105 

905 

39 

17 

17 

78  1 

939 

43 

18 

18 

95 

179 

40 

13 

13 

49 

906 

39 

16 

16 

69  1 

933 

40 

19 

19 

100 

180 

35 

14 

14 

48 

907 

36 

16 

16 

64  ! 

!  934 

36 

14 

14 

49 

181 

53 

14 

14 

79 

908 

38 

15 

15 

99 

935 

50 

14 

14 

68 

183 

48 

14 

14 

65 

909 

39 

14 

14 

51 

936 

49 

16 

16 

87 

183 

41 

14 

14 

56 

810 

35 

13 

13 

41 

937 

38 

14 

15 

55 

184 

43 

15 

15 

66 

311 

40 

16 

16 

71 

938 

41 

18 

19 

41 

185 

48 

14 

14 

57 

312 

44 

17 

17 

88 

939 

36 

19 

19 

90 

186 

46 

15 

15 

79 

813 

35 

16 

16 

68 

940 

35 

15 

15 

55 

187 

40 

18 

18 

40 

314 

43 

13 

13 

50 

941 

35 

15 

15 

55 

188 

43 

13 

13 

50 

315 

36 

16 

16 

64 

949 

50 

91 

91 

153 

189 

48 

18 

18 

48 

916 

35 

14 

14 

48 

943 

1 

43 

90 

SO 

117 

1,753 

1,696 
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Exhibit  Q — Continaed. 

OAK. 


No. 

L. 

244 

35 

345 

36 

246 

35 

347 

35 

348 

35 

249 

43 

350 

45 

251 

35 

253 

36 

353 

39 

354 

44 

355 

38 

356 

41 

857 

36 

356 

44 

359 

43 

860 

35 

361 

36 

863 

40 

363 

40 

364 

43 

365 

50 

366 

43 

367 

39 

368 

:«) 

369 

47 

870 

39 

325 
336 
337 
338 
339 
330 
331 
332 
333 
334 
335 
336 
337 
338 
339 
340 
341 
343 
343 
344 
345 
346 
347 
348 
349 
350 
351 


44 

43 
39 
39 
47 
39 
39 
48 
38 
42 
45 
36 
44 
44 
43 
50 
46 
43 
35 
36 
38 
42 
45 
39 
44 
43 
37 


15 
14 
16 
17 
14 
17 
17 
16 
31 
14 
13 
14 
13 
13 
14 
13 
13 
14 
15 
13 
15 
15 
14 
15 
14 
14 
13 


17 
14 
15 
14 
14 
14 
13 
13 
15 
13 
13 
13 
18 
13 
13 
13 
18 
13 
13 
14 
14 
13 
13 
15 
13 
14 
14 


a 


15 
14 
16 
17 
14 
17 
17 
16 
81 
14 
13 
14 
14 
13 
14 
13 
13 
14 
15 
13 
15 
15 
15 
15 
14 
14 
14 


17 
15 
15 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
15 
14 
14 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
16 
13 
14 
15 


Con- 
tents. 


55 
49 
68 
70 
48 
84 
90 
63 
Uu 
49 
53 
S3 
63 
39 
60 
46 
41 
49 
63 
50 
63 
78 
61 
61 
53 
6i 
49 


1,683 

ii" 

61 
61 
53 
64 
51 
49 
61 
59 
53 
56 
43 
44 
53 
50 
59 
50 
47 
44 
49 
51 
53 
57 
61 
52 
57 
54 

1,478 


No.  i    L. 


Con- 
tents. 


271 
272 
273 
274 
375 
276 
277 
278 
279 
280 
281 
283 


285 
286 
287 
288 
289 
290 
291 
292 
293 
294 
295 
296 
297 


353 
353 
354 
355 
356 
357 
358 
350 
360 
361 
362 
363 
364 
365 
366 
367 
368 
369 
370 
371 
372 
373 
374 
375 
376 
377 
378 


48 
36 
37 
48 
38 
42 
45 
36 
44 
44 
43 
50 


283  I  46 

284  !  43 


35 
36 
38 
42 
45 
39 
44 
42 
37 
46 
39 
42 
35 


46 
39 
42 
35 
41 
40 
43 
47 
47 
50 
39 
42 
40 
51 
51 
45 
50 
38 
45 
40 
42 
44 
50 
41 
40 
48 
44 


13 
13 
13 
13 
15 
13 
13 
13 
12 
13 
13 
13 
12 
12 
13 
14 
13 
13 
13 
15 
13 
14 
14 
13 
13 
12 
15 


13 
13 
12 
15 
13 
14 
15 
13 
13 
12 
16 
14 
13 
12 
12 
14 
13 
14 
16 
13 
13 
12 
12 
15 
14 
14 
15 


14 
13 
13 
14 
15 
14 
14 
13 
12 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
16 
13 
14 
15 
14 
14 
13 
15 


14 
14 
13 
15 
14 
14 
15 
14 
13 
13 
16 
15 
14 
13 
13 
14 
14 
14 
16 
13 
14 
12 
13 
15 
14 
15 
16 


61 
4i 
43 
61 
59 
53 
56 
42 
44 
52 
50 
59 
50 
47 
44 
49 
48 
53 
57 
61 
52 
57 
84 
58 
49 
46 
55 


1,452 

56 
49 
46 
55 
52 
54 
67 
59 
55 
54 
69 
61 
51 
55 
55 
61 
63 
52 
75 
47 
53 
44 
54 
64 
54 
70 
73 

1,550 


No. 

L. 

S. 

S. 

298 

41 

13 

14 

299 

40 

14 

14 

300 

43 

15 

15 

301 

47 

13 

14 

302 

43 

13 

13 

303 

39 

16 

16 

304 

42 

14 

15 

305 

51 

12 

13 

306 

51 

12 

13 

307 

45 

14 

14 

308 

50 

13 

14 

309 

38 

14 

14 

310 

45 

16 

16 

311 

40 

13 

13 

312 

42 

13 

14 

313 

50 

12 

13 

314 

41 

15 

15 

315 

45 

16 

16 

316 

38 

16 

16 

317 

45 

18 

18 

318 

46 

18 

18 

319 

42 

18 

18 

320 

43 

14 

14 

321 

40 

17 

17 

322 

.39 

16 

16 

323 

40 

16 

16 

324 

44 

14 

14 

379 

44 

15 

16 

380 

48 

14 

16 

381 

36 

15 

15 

382 

40 

13 

14 

383 

44 

14 

14 

384 

43 

14 

14 

385 

46 

18 

J6 

386 

40 

13 

14 

387 

50 

16 

16 

388 

39 

16 

16 

389 

41 

14 

15 

390 

41 

14 

15 

391 

37 

17 

18 

392 

42 

13 

14 

393 

46 

14 

15 

394 

46 

16 

17 

395 

45 

14 

14 

396 

43 

17 

17 

397 

42 

16 

17 

398 

42 

13 

14 

399 

38 

17 

17 

400 

48 

17 

17 

401 

40 

17 

17 

402 

45 

13 

13 

403 

37 

14 

14 

404 

37 

13 

13 

405 

39 

14 

15 

Con- 
tents. 


52 
54 
67 
59 
55 
69 
61 
55 
55 
61 
63 
52 
75 
47 
53 
54 
64 
75 
68 
101 
104 
95 
59 
80 
69 
71 
60 

1,790 
' 
73 
74 
58 
51 
64 
58 
82 
51 
89 
69 
60 
60 
79 
53 
67 
87 
61 
86 
79 
53 
76 
96 
80 
53 
50 
43 
57 

l,l09 
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Exhibit  G — Continaed. 


OAK. 


No. 


406 
407 
408 
400 
410 
411 
41S 
413 
414 
415 
416 
417 
418 
419 
490 
4il 
4SS 
433 
494 
4S5 
496 
437 
438 
480 
430 
431 
438 


487 
488 

489 
490 
491 
498 
493 
494 
495 
496 
497 
498 
499 
500 
501 
503 
503 
504 
505 
506 
507 
508 
509 
510 
511 
513 
513 


L. 

S. 

S. 

Con- 
ten  to. 

No. 

L. 

46 

S. 

S. 

ten  to. 

No. 

L. 

S. 

S. 

Con- 
tonto. 

41 

13 

14 

58 

433 

16 

16 

89 

460 

43 

81 

81 

139 

46 

14 

14 

53 

434 

56 

16 

16 

89 

461 

30 

16 

16 

09 

43 

15 

15 

67 

435 

40 

13 

14 

51 

469 

48 

17 

17 

84 

47 

13 

14 

50 

436 

39 

16 

16 

69 

463 

36 

15 

16 

60 

47 

13 

13 

55 

437 

41 

14 

15 

60 

464 

37 

13 

14 

47 

50 

13 

13 

54 

438 

41 

14 

15 

60 

465 

:r7 

14 

14 

50 

39 

13 

13 

46 

439 

56 

16 

16 

89 

466 

43 

16 

16 

76 

39 

16 

16 

60 

440 

37 

17 

18 

79 

467 

43 

14 

14 

57 

48 

14 

15 

61 

441 

49 

13 

14 

53 

468 

44 

13 

14 

56 

40 

13 

14 

51 

448 

46 

14 

15 

67 

469 

39 

15 

15 

61 

51 

13 

13 

55 

443 

45 

14 

14 

61 

470 

41 

18 

13 

44 

51 

18 

13 

55 

444 

46 

16 

17 

87 

471 

38 

13 

14 

48 

4.^ 

14 

14 

61 

445 

43 

17 

17 

86 

479 

37 

14 

14 

50 

50 

13 

14 

63 

446 

49 

16 

17 

79 

473 

43 

13 

13 

49 

38 

14 

14 

53 

447 

49 

13 

14 

53 

474 

37 

13 

13 

43 

45 

16 

16 

75 

448 

38 

17 

n 

76 

475 

45 

14 

14 

61 

40 

13 

13 

47 

449 

48 

17 

17 

96 

476 

41 

14 

15 

75 

43 

13 

14 

53 

450 

40 

17 

17 

80 

477 

44 

14 

15 

64 

rA) 

13 

13 

54 

451 

45 

13 

13 

53 

478 

44 

18 

13 

44 

41 

15 

15 

64 

453 

37 

14 

14 

50 

479 

38 

15 

15 

60 

40 

14 

14 

54 

453 

39 

14 

15 

57 

480 

40 

13 

14 

51 

48 

14 

15 

70 

454 

38 

13 

14 

48 

481 

48 

14 

14 

65 

44 

15 

16 

73 

455 

44 

14 

15 

64 

488 

38 

14 

14 

45 

36 

14 

15 

53 

456 

40 

16 

17 

76 

483 

38 

14 

15 

59 

40 

13 

14 

51 

457 

43 

15 

16 

73 

484 

37 

16 

16 

66 

44 

14 

15 

64 

458 

60 

16 

17 

114 

485 

58 

15 

15 

68 

43 

14 
16 

14 
16 

58 

450 
514 

39 
47 

14 

18 

15 

19 

57 

486 
541 

40 
36 

15 
17 

15 
17 

63 

1.570 

1.908 

1,640 

48 

85 

111 

79 

55 

13 

13 

65 

515 

51 

14 

14 

70 

.543 

36 

IH 

17 

68 

46 

14 

1^ 

63 

516 

36 

17 

17 

79 

543 

43 

14 

14 

58 

47 

14 

64 

517 

38 

14 

14 

59 

544 

37 

15 

15 

58 

44 

14 

64 

518 

48 

16 

16 

75 

545 

49 

14 

14 

66 

45 

14 

1^ 

61 

519 

38 

14 

15 

59 

546 

41 

14 

15 

60 

50 

13 

63 

580 

55 

13 

13 

63 

547 

47 

13 

13 

51 

45 

16 

80 

581 

37 

13 

13 

43 

O^Q 

40 

14 

14 

54 

43 

16 

76 

593 

37 

14 

14 

50 

549 

43 

13 

13 

49 

45 

17 

90 

593 

45 

14 

14 

61 

550 

56 

14 

14 

76 

51 

14 

70 

584 

37 

14 

14 

50 

551 

44 

13 

13 

58 

48 

17 

84 

585 

45 

14 

14 

61 

553 

48 

14 

14 

65 

49 

19 

198 

596 

37 

14 

14 

50 

55:i 

38 

16 

16 

68 

40 

17 

80 

587 

51 

14 

14 

70 

554 

44 

16 

16 

78 

47 

15 

73 

596 

46 

16 

16 

80 

555 

46 

16 

16 

89 

48 

.  14 

57 

589 

46 

19 

19 

46 

556 

38 

14 

15 

55 

47 

15 

78 

530 

51 

14 

14 

70 

557 

45 

18 

18 

101 

43 

14 

57 

531 

38 

13 

13 

45 

558 

48 

13 

13 

56 

49 

13 

58 

538 

43 

13 

13 

50 

550 

36 

14 

14 

49 

48 

13 

56 

5.T3 

47 

13 

13 

55 

560 

44 

13 

13 

58 

37 

17 

74 

534 

36 

16 

16 

65 

561 

47 

14 

14 

00 

47 

19 

194 

535 

48 

15 

15 

66 

563 

46 

13 

13 

54 

44 

17 

88 

536 

40 

14 

14 

54 

563 

48 

14 

14 

65 

37 

18 

87 

537 

1  39 

14 

14 

53 

564 

36 

15 

15 

56 

38 

18 

90 

538 

43 

13 

13 

53 

565 

36 

14 

14 

4» 

47 

18 

111 

539 

38 

13 

13 

45 

566 

43 

18 

19 

43 

38 

18 

19 

90 

540 

44 

1 

13 

13 

59 

567 

35 

14 

IS 

51 

3,109 

1.614 

1,648 
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Exhibit  0 — Continaed. 
OAK. 


No. 

L. 
35 

S. 
14 

S. 
15 

Con- 
tents. 

Na 

I 
595 

L. 
53 

8. 
14 

S. 
14 

Con- 
tents. 

Na 

L. 

S. 

S. 

Con- 
tente. 

568 

51 

70 

688 

48 

14 

15 

61 

560 

40 

14 

15 

54 

596 

47 

14 

14 

64 

683 

41 

16 

17 

77 

^"0 

36 

15 

15 

56 

597 

46 

15 

15 

78 

634 

38 

17 

17 

76 

571 

46 

13 

13 

54 

598 

38 

15 

15 

59 

685 

54 

13 

14 

68 

578 

44 

14 

14 

60 

599 

51 

14 

14 

70 

686 

43 

13 

13 

49 

573 

46 

17 

17 

98 

600 

37 

15 

15 

58 

697 

38 

14 

14 

58 

574 

39 

If. 

16 

69 

601 

41 

15 

16 

68 

638 

38 

13 

14 

48 

575 

38 

13 

14 

^  , 

608 

44 

15 

15 

69 

639 

56 

19 

19 

140 

576 

48 

16 

16 

75 

603 

43 

14 

14 

58 

630 

41 

88 

83 

144 

577 

48 

15 

15 

75 

604 

45 

16 

16 

80 

1  631 

36 

15 

16 

60 

578 

40 

15 

15 

63 

605 

54 

16 

17 

108 

638 

40 

14 

14 

54 

579 

37 

31 

81 

113 

606 

41 

13 

14 

58 

633 

39 

14 

14 

53 

580 

48 

13 

13 

49  ; 

607 

36 

15 

16 

60 

;  634 

48 

14 

15 

70 

581 

50 

14 

15 

73  ! 

608 

47 

13 

13 

55 

635 

40 

13 

13 

47 

583 

43 

14 

14 

58 

609 

40 

16 

17 

76 

636 

44 

13 

13 

58 

583 

44 

17 

17 

89 

610 

43 

15 

14 

63 

637 

44 

15 

15 

'  69 

584 

44 

14 

14 

60 

611 

36 

13 

14 

46 

638 

40 

13 

13 

47 

585 

47 

14 

14 

64 

613 

41 

14 

14 

56 

639 

39 

15 

15 

61 

586 

38 

16 

16 

68 

613 

46 

13 

13 

54 

640 

39 

14 

15 

57 

587 

38 

16 

16 

68 

614 

41 

14 

15 

60 

641 

48 

13 

13 

49 

588 

48 

15 

15 

75 

615 

39 

15 

15 

61 

648 

43 

14 

14 

57 

589 

45 

13 

13 

53 

616 

44 

14 

14 

60 

643 

39 

14 

15 

57 

590 

39 

13 

13 

46 

617 

37 

14 

15 

54 

644 

39 

13 

13 

46 

591 

46 

19 

19 

115 

618 

63 

80 

80 

147 

645 

40 

14 

15 

58 

599 

45 

18 

18 

101 

619 

58 

13 

14 

63 

646 

48 

16 

16 

85 

563 

54 

16 

16 

96 

680 

49 

14 

15 

71 

;  647 

38 

13 

13 

45 

594 

37 

13 

14 

47 

681 

48 

13 

14 

53 

648 

38 

13 

13 

45 

1,871 

1,801 

1,797 

1 

YELLOW  PINE. 


1 

53 

18 

19 

135 

88 

45 

19 

19 

113 

55 

45 

18 

19 

106 

3 

46 

81 

31 

141 

89 

57 

18 

19 

135 

56 

46 

18 

18 

104 

3 

55 

83 

93 

185 

30 

40 

13 

13 

43 

57 

50 

19 

19 

185 

4 

49 

16 

16 

87 

31 

57 

18 

19 

135 

58 

60 

15 

15 

94 

5 

59 

19 

19 

148 

33 

71 

15 

16 

118 

59 

50 

18 

18 

118 

6 

51 

17 

18 

108 

33 

41 

80 

30 

114 

GO 

49 

16 

16 

87 

7 

68 

88 

88 

306 

34 

45 

16 

17 

85 

61 

45 

11 

18 

90 

8 

55 

30 

31 

167 

35 

41 

15 

15 

78 

63 

35 

80 

80 

97 

9 

50 

19 

19 

185 

36 

40 

16 

16 

71 

63 

50 

17 

17 

100 

10 

41 

15 

16 

68 

37 

45 

14 

14 

61 

64 

55 

15 

16 

98 

11 

37 

19 

19 

93 

38 

45 

16 

16 

80 

65 

40 

14 

15 

58 

13 

41 

15 

16 

68 

39 

50 

18 

18 

118 

66 

50 

15 

15 

78 

13 

40 

15 

16 

67 

40 

58 

80 

80 

144 

67 

58 

15 

16 

86 

14 

45 

16 

16 

80 

41 

48 

18 

18 

95 

68 

66 

13 

13 

78 

15 

40 

13 

14 

51  I 

48 

54 

17 

17 

108 

69 

53 

31 

31 

160 

16 

40 

15 

15 

63 

43 

*|5 

16 

16 

98 

70 

65 

18 

18 

146 

17 

50 

18 

80 

135 

44 

35 

15 

15 

55 

71 

61 

15 

16 

108 

18 

50 

18 

30 

135 

45 

35 

15 

15 

59 

79 

40 

17 

18 

85 

19 

58 

15 

15 

88 

46 

40 

16 

16 

71 

n 

68 

15 

16 

114 

80 

51 

15 

16 

85 

41 

45 

19 

19 

113 

74 

45 

13 

14 

57 

81 

48 

17 

18 

89 

48 

44 

16 

16 

78 

75 

43 

14 

;5 

63 

83 

38 

80 

80 

106 

49 

48 

15 

16 

70 

76 

45 

13 

13 

53 

83 

35 

16 

17 

66  I 

50 

53 

16 

18 

104 

77 

73 

80 

80 

818 

84 

40 

15 

15 

63 

51 

46 

18 

18 

104 

78 

65 

38 

98 

819 

85 

44 

15 

16 

73 

58 

37 

16 

16 

66 

79 

65 

80 

83 

807 

86 

55 

81 

31 

169 

S3 

44 

18 

18 

99 

80 

48 

80 

81 

140 

37 

68 

81 

88 

818  1 
8,965  1 

54 

45 

16 

16 

80 

81 

44 

13 

14 

56 

8,479 

8,991 
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Exhibit  G— Oontinaed. 


YELLOW  PINE, 


No. 

L. 

S. 

S. 

Con. 
tenta. 

i 

No. 
109 

L. 

S. 

1 
8. 

Con- 
tents. 

No. 

L. 

8. 

8. 

Con- 
tents. 

83 

63 

15  ! 

15 

96 

57 

83 

83 

171 

136 

53 

88 

88 

178 

83 

45 

16  , 

16 

H) 

110 

43 

14 

14 

57 

137 

45 

18 

19 

109 

84 

48 

13  ! 

14 

65 

111 

54 

17 

18 

114 

138 

44 

14 

14 

60 

85 

68 

16 

16 

180 

118 

50 

18 

18 

118 

139 

43 

16 

16 

60 

86 

35 

15 

15 

55 

113 

45 

16 

16 

80 

140 

40 

14 

14 

54 

87 

43 

17 

81 

103 

114 

58 

80 

80 

144 

141 

36 

16 

16 

60 

88 

45 

18 

18 

101 

115 

60 

17 

17 

180 

148 

37 

16 

16 

63 

89 

S3 

18 

18 

140 

116 

51 

16 

18 

130 

143 

40 

15 

15 

63 

90 

43 

16 

17 

79 

117 

SO 

83 

83 

168 

144 

45 

18 

18 

101 

91 

45 

18 

19 

106 

118 

50 

35 

35 

856 

145 

45 

16 

17 

85 

93 

38 

15 

15 

50 

119 

54 

13 

15 

64 

146 

35 

18 

18 

TO 

93 

36 

15 

15 

56 

180 

49 

16 

17 

93 

147 

35 

14 

14 

48 

94 

46 

16 

16 

88 

181 

38 

16 

16 

08 

148 

45 

16 

17 

85 

95 

40 

14 

14 

54 

183 

46 

80 

80 

188 

149 

40 

14 

14 

54 

96 

58 

80 

30 

144  , 

183 

60 

80 

80 

166 

150 

55 

14 

15 

71 

97 

SO 

30 

30 

139  1 

1  184 

45 

13 

13 

53 

151 

54 

16 

17 

106 

98 

46 

18 

18 

104 

185 

40 

15 

15 

63 

152 

45 

16 

16 

80 

99 

41 

83 

83 

138 

186 

44 

15 

15 

69 

;  153 

43 

16 

16 

75 

100 

40 

16 

17 

76 

137 

45 

17 

17 

90 

154 

36 

17 

17 

18 

101 

48 

80 

31 

140 

138 

54 

17 

17 

108 

155 

40 

15 

15 

63 

103 

45 

18 

18 

101 

189 

SO 

16 

17 

94 

156 

40 

16 

16 

71 

103 

46 

80 

30 

188 

130 

51 

80 

30 

141 

157 

44 

16 

16 

78 

104 

40 

16 

17 

76 

131 

40 

17 

17 

60 

158 

54 

17 

17 

108 

105 

50 

19 

19 

185 

133 

50 

17 

17 

100 

ISO 

35 

16 

16 

68 

106 

46 

15 

16 

77 

133 

40 

15 

15 

63 

160 

40 

16 

17 

74 

107 

44 

17 

17 

88 

134 

50 

16 

16 

89 

161 

35 

15 

15 

57 

108 

43 

45 

81 

81 

84 

135 
190 

55 
45 

18 

18 

18 
18 

184 

163 
317 

40 
SO 

15 

16 

16 
16 

67 

3,616 

3.089 

8,069 

163 

138 

101 

88 

164 

45 

80 

81 

131 

191 

45 

16 

17 

85 

818 

55 

18 

18 

191 

165 

40 

80 

80 

111 

193 

44 

IS 

IS 

69 

319 

53 

88 

88 

178 

166 

40 

18 

18 

90 

193 

48 

16 

16 

85 

880 

44 

14 

14 

69 

167 

70 

16 

17 

130 

194 

45 

16 

16 

80 

331 

45 

18 

19 

105 

168 

40 

14 

14 

54 

195 

40 

80 

80 

HI 

833 

40 

14 

14 

60 

169 

35 

16 

18 

70 

196 

45 

16 

Id 

80 

833 

45 

18 

19 

105 

170 

35 

14 

14 

48 

197 

40 

18 

18 

90 

834 

43 

16 

16 

75 

171 

45 

80 

31 

131 

198 

35 

15 

15 

57 

835 

35 

14 

14 

48 

173 

40 

18 

18 

90 

199 

45 

16 

17 

85 

386 

36 

16 

16 

60 

173 

43 

17 

17 

88 

800 

40 

16 

16 

71 

337 

37 

16 

16 

68 

174 

56 

17 

17 

113 

801 

40 

16 

17 

76 

338 

45 

18 

18 

111 

175 

70 

16 

16 

184 

803 

40 

13 

14 

51 

839 

45 

16 

17 

85 

176 

40 

15 

15 

63 

303 

SO 

15 

15 

78 

830 

35 

18 

18 

79 

177 

40 

18 

18 

90 

1  804 

50 

16 

16 

89 

331 

45 

16 

17 

65 

178 

40 

15 

IS 

63 

805 

35 

15 

15 

57 

833 

55 

14 

15 

71 

179 

55 

17 

17 

110 

806 

36 

13 

14 

46 

833 

54 

16 

17 

106 

180 

50 

15 

15 

78 

807 

40 

15 

15 

63 

334 

45 

16 

16 

80 

181 

35 

18 

18 

79 

808 

4C 

18 

16 

104 

835 

48 

16 

16 

75 

183 

55 

16 

16 

103 

809 

44 

83 

33 

148 

836 

36 

17 

17 

W 

163 

43 

16 

17 

79 

810 

45 

16 

16 

80 

837 

48 

17 

17 

96 

184 

43 

16 

17 

79 

811 

44 

15 

15 

69 

838 

60 

16 

18 

180 

185 

35 

16 

16 

63 

313 

45 

17 

17 

90 

839 

55 

16 

18 

110 

186 

40 

14 

14 

54 

813 

54 

17 

17 

108 

840 

40 

16 

16 

71 

187 

35 

18 

18 

79 

1  314 

50 

16 

17 

94 

841 

44 

16 

16 

78 

188 

51 

16 

16 

83 

i  815 

51 

80 

80 

141 

843 

54 

17 

17 

106 

189 

45 

17 

17 

90 

316 

1 

40 

15 

15 

63 

843 

70 

16 

16 

184 

3,489 

8,871 

8,437 
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Exhibit  6— CoDtinoed. 
YELLOW  PINE. 


No. 

L. 

8. 

S. 

Con- 
tents. 

No. 

L. 

S. 

S. 
17 

Con- 
tents. 

No. 

L. 

s. 

S. 

Con. 
tents. 

944 

50 

15 

17 

89 

971 

56 

n 

112 

998 

41 

17 

18 

87 

245 

45 

15 

17 

80 

979 

52 

16 

16 

99 

299 

4U 

18 

18 

90 

346 

41 

17 

17 

89 

973 

40 

19 

19 

100 

300 

46 

19 

19 

115 

247 

69 

91 

91 

190 

274 

44 

.  18 

18 

99 

301 

46 

90 

90 

19t 

248 

56 

17 

17 

119 

975 

42 

18 

18 

95 

309 

59 

19 

19 

135 

949 

59 

16 

18 

118 

976 

51 

17 

17 

109 

303 

40 

19 

19 

100 

250 

49 

16 

16 

87 

977 

47 

91 

91 

144 

304 

49 

16 

16 

75 

251 

46 

17 

17 

99 

278 

42 

1? 

18 

89 

305 

50 

19 

9 

195 

258 

40  ♦ 

21 

91 

193 

979 

52 

91 

91 

160 

306 

40 

16 

17 

76 

253 

n 

95 

25 

939 

980 

60 

90 

90 

166 

307 

49 

17 

17 

84 

954 

56 

19 

19 

140 

281 

47 

17 

17 

94  1 

308 

50 

93 

93 

183 

255 

50 

18 

18 

119 

982 

54 

18 

18 

129 

309 

51 

19 

19 

197 

956 

50 

19 

19 

125 

983 

52 

16 

16 

91 

310 

49 

19 

19 

193 

257 

43 

18 

18 

97 

284 

58 

90 

20 

169 

1  311 

44 

17 

17 

88 

258 

55 

90 

90 

153 

285 

51 

91 

91 

169 

319 

44 

19 

19 

110 

259 

40 

17 

17 

bO 

286 

41 

17 

18 

87  f 

1  313 

45 

18 

18 

101 

960 

51 

18 

19 

197 

287 

40 

17 

18 

85 

1  314 

59 

18 

18 

117 

961 

47 

16 

16 

84 

288 

45 

16 

16 

85 

1  315 

40 

90 

90 

111 

969 

67 

18 

1» 

158 

289 

40 

91 

91 

123 

316 

40 

18 

18 

90 

963 

47 

16 

17 

89 

290 

45 

17 

17 

90 

:  317 

40 

17 

17 

80 

964 

45 

17 

" 

90 

291 

41 

16 

16 

73  1 

318 

46 

19 

19 

115 

965 

40 

17 

17 

80 

992 

41 

17 

17 

89 

319 

48 

93 

93 

169 

966 

44 

17 

17 

b8 

293 

40 

17 

17 

80 

390 

65 

18 

18 

146 

967 

49 

17 

17 

84 

294 

51 

18 

19 

197 

391 

47 

17 

18 

100 

968 

50 

91 

91 

153 

295 

50 

17 

17 

100  1 

399 

40 

94 

95 

167 

969 

53 

17 

17 

106 

ii96 

50 

18 

18 

119 

323 

50 

18 

18 

119 

970 

50 
41 

18 
18 

18 
18 

112 

297 
359 

53 
49 

16 
19 

16 
19 

94 

394 
379 

45 
47 

19 
99 

19 
91 

113 

3,090 

2,928 

3,067 

395 

99 

123 

144 

396 

38 

19 

19 

95 

353 

51 

19 

19 

197 

380 

51 

17 

17 

109 

397 

40 

19 

19 

100 

354 

50 

93 

23 

183 

381 

49 

IH 

18 

95 

398 

51 

91 

91 

156 

355 

49 

17 

17 

84 

389 

44 

18 

18 

99 

399 

40 

17 

17 

80 

356 

40 

16 

17 

76 

383 

40 

19 

19 

100 

330 

43 

91 

91 

139 

357 

50 

19 

19 

195 

384 

35 

16 

16 

69 

331 

44 

17 

17 

88 

358 

49 

16 

16 

75 

385 

59 

16 

16 

99 

339 

40 

15 

16 

67 

359 

40 

19 

19 

100 

386 

56 

17 

17 

119 

333 

50 

19 

19 

125 

360 

59 

19 

19 

135 

387 

50 

18 

18 

119 

334 

46 

17 

17 

99 

361 

46 

90 

90 

198 

388 

53 

17 

17 

106 

335 

40 

17 

17 

80 

362 

46 

19 

19 

115 

389 

50 

91 

91 

153 

336 

45 

19 

19 

113 

363 

48 

18 

18 

90 

390 

49 

17 

17 

84 

337 

46 

17 

17 

99 

364 

41 

17 

18 

87 

391 

44 

17 

17 

88 

338 

40 

17 

17 

80 

365 

40 

17 

17 

80 

399 

40 

17 

17 

80 

339 

40 

15 

16 

67 

366 

41 

17 

17 

89 

393 

49 

14 

14 

57 

340 

50 

19 

19 

125 

367 

41 

16 

16 

73 

394 

45 

17 

17 

60 

341 

47 

17 

18 

100 

368 

45 

17 

17 

90 

395 

47 

16 

17 

89 

349 

65 

17 

19 

146 

369 

40 

91 

91 

193 

396 

67 

18 

19 

158 

343 

48 

93 

93 

169 

370 

45 

16 

16 

85 

397 

47 

16 

16 

84 

344 

46 

19 

19 

115 

371 

41 

17 

18 

87 

398 

51 

18 

19 

197 

345 

40 

17 

17 

80 

372 

51 

91 

91 

162 

1  399 

40 

17 

17 

80 

346 

40 

18 

18 

90 

373 

58 

90 

90 

169 

400 

55 

90 

90 

153 

347 

40 

90 

90 

111 

374 

54 

18 

18 

199 

401 

45 

18 

18 

97 

348 

59 

18 

18 

117 

.175 

47 

17 

17 

94 

409 

50 

18 

18 

119 

349 

45 

18 

18 

101 

376 

60 

90 

90 

166 

403 

56 

19 

19 

140 

350 

44 

19 

19 

110 

377 

59 

91 

91 

160 

404 

57 

95 

25 

239 

351 

44 

17 

17 

88 

378 

49 

17 

18 

89 

405 

1 

40 

91 

91 

193 

3,011 

3,093 

9,988 
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Exhibit  G — Continaad. 


YELLOW  PINE. 

No. 
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08 
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81 
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17 

89 
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53 

99 
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45 

15 

17 
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437 

55 

16 

18 
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463 

40 

15 

16 

67 

411 

50 

15 

17 

69 
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50 

16 

17 

94 

464 

45 

16 

16 

60 

413 

40 

18 

18 

90 

439 

45 

15 

15 

69 

465 

40 

15 

15 

63 

413 

40 

15 

15 

63 

440 

45 

17 

17 

90 

466 

50 

18 

80 

185 

414 

55 

17 

17 
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441 

54 

17 

17 

108 

467 

58 

15 

1^ 
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415 

50 

15 

15 

18 

444 

50 

16 

17 

94 

466 

51 

^5 

16 

85 
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18 

16 

79 

443 

50 

90 

90 

141 

469 

49 

17 

16 

89 

417 

55 

16 

16 

103 

444 

50 

16 

16 

89 

470 

38 

90 

90 

106 

418 

40 

16 

16 

71 

445 

50 

18 

16 

194 

471 

35 

16 

17 

06 

419 

55 

16 

16 

103 

446 

45 

18 

19 

105 

479 

44 

15 

16 

73 

490 

48 

16 

17 

79 

447 

53 
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19 

195 

473 

55 

91 

91 

169 
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48 

16 

17 

79 

448 

46 

91 

91 

141 

474 

66 

91 

99 

918 

4U 

45 

18 

IH 
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449 

55 

99 

99 
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475 

57 

18 

19 
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483 
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80 

80 

111 
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45 

16 

16 

80 

476 

45 

19 

19 

113 

4M 

40 

18 

18 

90 

I  451 

99 

15 

15 

89 

477 

71 

15 

is 

111) 

485 

50 

16 

16 

89 

;  458 

51 

15 

16 

85 

478 

41 

S 

90 

114 
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46 

18 

18 

104 

453 

49 

17 

18 

89 

479 

45 

16 

17 

85 

487 

44 

88 

88 

148 
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38 

90 

90 

106 

480 

40 

17 

18 

85 

488 
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16 

16 
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44 

15 

16 

73 

481 

41 

15 

15 

79 
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40 

18 

18 

90 
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49 

18 

16 

95 

489 

40 

16 

16 

71 

430 

40 

90 

80 

111 

457 

55 

16 

16 

96 

483 

45 

16 

16 

60 

431 

45 

80 

81 

131 

458 

45 

16 

16 

80 

484 

50 

18 

18 

144 

438 

54 
44 

17 
15 

17 
15 

108 

450 

I 
1 

1 
513 

40 
70 

17 
16 

16 
16 

85 

485 
541 

49 
47 

18 
16 

18 

96 

8. 789 
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9.657 

486 

69  ' 

89 

467 

45 

17 

17 

90 

514 

40 

15 

15 

63 

549 

45 

17 

18 

90 

468 

54 

17 

17 

106 

515 

40 

1ft 

16 

90 

543 

50 

91 

91 

153 

489 

50 

16 

17 

94 

516 

55 

17 

17 

110 

544 

53 

17 

17 

106 

490 

51 

90 

80 

141 

517 

50 

15 

15 

76 

545 

56 

17 

17 

119 

491 

40 

15 

15 

63 

518 

35 

18 

16 

79 

546 

50 

18 

18 

119 

499 

50 

16 

16 

89 

519 

55 

16 

16 

113 

547 

59 

16 

16 

98 

493 

55 

18 

18 

194 

580 

40 

16 

16 

71 

546 

40 

19 

19 

100 

494 

53 

98 

88 

178 

591 

55 

16 

16 

103 

549 

44 

18 

18 

99 

495 

44 

14 

14 

60 

589 

49 

16 

17 

79 

550 

51 

17 

17 

109 

496 

45 

18 

19 

105 

583 

49 

16 

17 

79 

551 

49 

18 

18 

95 

497 

40 

14 

14 

54 

594 

35 

18 

18 

79 

559 

47 

91 

91 

144 

498 

48 

16 

16 

75 

1  585 

50 

16 

16 

83 

559 

49 

17 

18 

89 

499 

40 

15 

15 

63 

'  586 

45 

18 

18 

101 

553 

59 

91 

91 

160 

500 

45 

18 

18 

101 

587 

40  , 

90 

90 

111 

554 

47 

17 

17 

97 

501 

45 

16 

17 

85 

598 

46 

16 

18 

104 

555 

60 

90 

80 

106 

508 

35 

18 

18 

101 

589 

44 

99 

99 

148 

556 

54 

16 

18 

199 

503 

45 

16 

17 

85 

530 

69 

91 

91 

190 

557 

58 

16 

16 

91 

504 

54 

16 

17 

106 

531 

46 

17 

17 

99 

558 

40 

91 

91 

193 

505 

45 

16 

16 

80 

539 

49 

16 

16 

87 

550 

45 

17 

17 

90 

506 

48 

16 

16 

75 

533 

58 

99 

95 

844 

560 

51 

81 

91 

169 

507 

36 

17 

17 

79 

534 

55 

94 

94 

890 

561 

38 

19 

19 

95 

508 

44 

16 

16 

78 

536 

56 

19 

19 

140 

569 

40 

84 

85 

167 

509 

54 

17 

17 

108 

537 

50 

18 

18 

118 

563 

46 

19 

19 

115 

510 

45 

80 

81 

131 

538 

43 

18 

18 

97 

564 

40 

90 

80 

111 

511 

40 

80 

80 

111 

539 

50 

19 

19 

185 

565 

59 

18 

18 

117 

518 

40 

18 

18 

90 

540 

55 

90 

90 

153 

566 

40 

18 

18 

90 

9,436 

3,074 

3,069 
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Exhibit  A,— March  20, 1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  25, 1877. 

Sir:  Pleane  parcbase  for  the  TreDton  and  other  vemels  fitting  out  ten  (10)  life-boats 
of  the  most  approved  pattern  and  at  the  lowest  cost. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 

Chirf  of  Bureau, 
Pay  Director  Geo.  F.  Cutter, 

United  States  Navy,  New  York, 


Exhibit  B,^Mareh  20, 1878. 

Navy  Pay-Opficb,  New  York, 

January  29,  1877. 

Mr.  A.  M.  Ingrrsoll:  Please  inform  me  at  what  price  yon  will  furnish  for  immediate 
use,  at  the  United  States  navy-yard,  Brooklyn,  free  of  expense  of  delivery,  the  articles 
named  below,  subject  to  the  usual  inspection  and  approval  of  the  yard. 

The  price  must  be  inserted  opposite  each  item,  and  this  proposal  returned  to  this 
office  signed  by  the  party  making  the  offer.  The  article  must  be  of  the  best  quality, 
and  delivered  promptly. 

Respectfully,  ■ 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay-Director,  United  States  Navy, 

Requisition  No.  — ,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

Ten  life-boats  of  the  most  approved  pattern,  $1,500  each. 

I  do  hereby  agree  to  furnish  without  delay,  and  in  conformity  with  this  proposal, 
the  above  articles  at  the  prices  affixed  thereto. 

A.  M.  INGER80LL, 

Oumer  of  Patent. 


Exhibit  C— March  20,  1878. 

Navy  Pay-Office,  New  York, 

January  29, 1877. 

Mr.  A.  M.  Inoersoll  :  Please  furnish  at  the  navy-yard,  Brooklyn,  for  Immediate  use, 
subject  to  usual  inspection  af  that  yard,  appropriation  for  construction  and  repair, 
requisition  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  to  be  delivered  promptly  in  conformity 
with  your  proposal,  U.  S.  S.  Trenton  and  vessels  fitting  out — 
Ten  life-boats  of  the  most  approved  pattern,  $1,500  each. 

Send  duplicate  bills  to  this  office  for  my  certificate,  after  which  deliver  them  at  the 
navy-yard  with  the  articles. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay  Director  United  States  Navy. 

[Note. — ^Accompanying  Exhibit  C  is  the  following  circular :] 

The  Ingersoll  patent  metallic  self  righting  and  bailing  life-boat, — Half  the  weight  and  many 

times  the  strength  of  any  other  life-boat. 

This  boat  will  not  shrink,  swell,  or  become  rotten.  It  is  fire  and  rat  proof.  Neither 
hot,  cold,  wet,  or  dry  climates  will  affect  it  in  any  way.  It  will  endure  the  shock  of 
the  explosion  of  a  gun  unharmed  which  would  shatter  an  ordinary  boat  for  practical 
purposes.  Thus  it  will  readily  be  admitted  that  it  will  outlast  many  wooden  boats, 
and  at  the  same  time  will  always  be  found  right  side  np,  free  of  water,  and  serviceable 
at  a  moment's  warning,  which  is  Just  the  opposite  with  the  boats  now  in  use.  We 
claim  it  to  be  far  superior  as  a  beach  life-boat  to  any  boat  known  to  the  world.    For 
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ose  on  shipboard  its  merits  oetMl  but  to  be  mentioned  to  be  appreciated.  At  the  pres- 
ent time  to  launch  or  lower  snooessfully  a  boat  from  shipK)ard  in  cases  of  accident  is 
a  rare  occurrence;  nearly  all  the  boats  are  swamped  or  broken,  and,  with  their  passen- 
gers,  la$t 

This  the  public  journals  record  almost  every  week  ;  and  then  when  a  boat,  as  at  pres- 
ent constructed,  does  ^et  from  the  Tessel,  how  few  escape  being  capsized  or  swamped. 
Thus  it  is,  however  well  a  vessel  may  be  equipped  with  boats,  when  the  dark  hour  of 
peril  and  wreck  comes,  nearly  all  the  passengers  meet  a  watery  ^rave. 

The  Ingersoll  boat  can  be  launched  or  thrown  from  the  hurricane-deck  of  a  steamer, 
bottom  up  if  you  please,  with  a  small  line  attached,  being  constructed  of  galvanized 
iron,  in  such  a  manner  that  it  has  about  as  much  strength  as  an  ordinary  boiler.  It 
will  reach  the  water  in  safety,  and  in  ten  seconds  of  time  will  not  only  right  but  free 
it.self  from  water,  and  be  ready  to  save  from  a  watery  grave  all  who  may  intrust  them- 
selves to  it.  If  it  should  ship  a  sea,  instead  of  tilling  and  Hwamping,  the  water  will 
instantly  pass  through  the  boat  into  the  sea,  and  the  boat  will  at  all  times  be  buoyant 
and  tenan table.  On  the  score  of  economy  this  boat,  built  by  our  improved  system — 
not  requiring  repairs  and  replacing  as  do  wooden  boats — is  in  the  end  much  the  cheap- 
est, as  it  will  endure  a  life-time. 

This  boat  is  less  than  half  tne  weight  of  any  wooden  life-boat  of  the  kind.  It 
has  been  seen  by  the  most  distinguished  naval  officers  in  onr  own,  the  English,  and 
other  governments,  and  admitted  to  be  without  a  rival  in  the  world.  Of  this  we  also 
have  testimonials  of  the  most  distinguished  naval  constrnct-ors  in  onr  service. 

A.  M.  INGERSOLL, 
Office  of  the  American  Boat  and  Oar  Bazaar^  established  1828, 
*259  Front y  and  32  and  34  Doi^er  streets,  Neic  York, 

IN0ER80LL  LIFE-BOAT  VS,  ENGLISH   LIFE-BOATS. 

[Copy  of  a  letter.] 

The  English  life-boat,  unquestionably  being  considered  the  standard  life-boat  of  the 
world,  I  desire  to  have  my  boat  compared  with  that  standard,  and  I  beg  leave  to 
(under  the  heads  adopted  by  English  authorities)  state  what  I  do  claim  for  my  boat, 
and  will  add  a  few  other  points  which,  I  think,  are  very  important,  notwithstanding 
the  English  authorities  do  not  mention  them : 

They  are,  cost,  freedom  from  expense  of  repairs,  and  durability,  all  going  into  the 
matter  of  economy. 

As  I  am  informed,  the  following  are  the  main  points  by  which  the  English  authorities 
test  their  life-boats : 

Rowing  and  sailing. — Our  boat  being  less  than  half  the  weight,  and  of  not  near  so 
clumsy  a  model,  and  not  requiring  any  ballast  or  dead  weight,  will  row  and  sail  much 
easier  and  faster.    Sailing,  however,  in  oar  service,  is  a  secondary  consideration. 

Sea-boat  and  beaching,— Onv  boat  will  and  must  of  necessity  very  mwck  excel  the  EngUsk 
boat.  Being  of  as  fine  a  model  for  riding  at  sea  as  can  be  constructed,  and  so  much 
lighter.  An  English  boat  built  aft-er  onr  model  would  not  right  itself,  and,  of  course, 
could  not  bale  itself.  The  English  boat  seems  to  sacrifice  beauty  of  model  entirely  in 
order  to  ffain  other  qualities,  all  of  which,  however,  I  desire  to  be  tested  in  our  boat, 
and  which  are  herein  enumerated. 

Having  no  ballast,  it  requires  less  depth,  and  consequently  less  draught  of  water, 
being  capable  of  service  in  shallower  water,  and  more  easily  beached  and  launched,  the 
crew  of  six  men  being  enough  to  handle  her  at  all  times. 

Stability,— Our  boat  will  probably  not  have  the  stability  of  the  English  boat.  The 
English  boat  being  of  a  box-like  model,  and  having  a  heavy  iron  k*4el  and  ballant,  all 
of  which  make  great  labor  for  the  crew,  and  a  large  draught  of  water,  make  it  necessary 
to  have  horses  to  pull  them  along  the  coast,  and  sixteen  men  to  row  them.  Our  boats 
can  be  handled  by  men  alone,  and  only  require  six  men  to  row  the  ,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  have  all  the  stability  required,  and  more  than  our  whale-boats,  which  is 
enough,  I  claim. 

Freeing  itself  of  water  and  self -righting, — Our  boat  will  do  this  in  one-half  the  time  the 
English  boat  will. 

Buoyancy. — It  has  more  air  compartments,  none  of  which  are  filled  with  weight  of 
any  kind;  bavins  no  ballast,  and  being  so  much  lighter,  of  course  has  just  so  much 
more  buoyancy  than  the  English  life-boar.. 

Ballast,--OxiT  boat  has  none,  and  herein  is  its  great  superiority  over  any  and  all  life- 
boats that  we  have  any  knowledge  of.  It  is  the  first  life-boat  (self  righting  and  haling) 
that  was  ever  made  to  work  without  ballast.  When  yon  add  ballast,  yoa  have  to 
sacrifice  your  sea-going  model,  lightness,  and  ease  of  rowing. 

Weight. — As  before  mentioned,  onr  boat  is  abont  one-half  the  weight  of  the  English 
boat,  our  boat  weighing  from  1,H60  to  2,(H)0  pounds,  the  English,  4,000  j^oonds  and  up- 
waras. 
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Economy. — Our  boat  being  of  iron,  will  be  serviceable  at  least  four  times  as  many 
years  as  the  English  boats,  and  will  not  rot,  shrink,  or  swell,  neither  hot  nor  cold,  wet 
or  dry  weather  or  climates  will  affect  it  in  any  way.  It  is  fire,  rat,  and  bag  proof,  oon- 
seqaently  reqaires  little  or  no  repairs,  and  when  the  moment  for  its  ase  in  saving  life 
comes,  it  will  always  be  fonnd  readv,  which  too  often  is  not  the  case  with  the  English 
or  any  wooden  boats,  in  stations  where  an  accident  does  not  oooar  perhaps  in  one  or 
two  vears,  and  where,  of  oonrse,  constant  watchfulness  is  not  likely  to  be  maintained. 
Onr  boat  requiring  oidy  six  oarsmen  to  handle,  the  English  boat  properly  in  a  heavy 
sea  and  ^le  reqaires  sixteen  rowers,  therefore  in  oonclasion  we  claim  oar  boat  excels 
the  English  boat  in  darability,  and  reqaires  ten  less  men  to  handle  it,  a  very  large  dif- 
ference in  this  time  of  economy.  In  fact  the  saving  made  in  wages  of  men,  long  life 
of  the  boats,  and  in  repairs  is  simply  enormoos,  taking  the  whole  service  into  consid- 
eration. 

Bepaira. — Any  tinsmith  can  repair  oar  boat,  of  which  there  are  some  in  every  town 
m  the  United  States.    It  requires  a  very  expert  boat-buildei^to  repair  the  English  boat. 
I  am,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  M.  INGERSOLL,  Patentee. 


Exhibit  D.— iforcfc  20, 1878. 

Navy  Departmbvt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

May  9, 1877. 

Sir:  Referring  to  the  instructions  of  the  bareaa  of  January  25  last,  relating  to  the 
purchase  of  ten  life-boats  of  the  most  approved  pattern,  and  at  the  lowest  cost,  for  the 
Trenton  and  other  vessels,  please  inform  the  bureau  if  you  have  made  any  arrange- 
ments for  the  purchase  of  these  life-boats ;  if  s^,  of  whom,  of  whose  pattern,  and  at 
what  price  for  each.  An  early  reply  is  requested. 
Very  respecifuUy,  your  obedient  servant,  * 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Ch^f  of  Bureau, 
Pay-Director  Geo.  F.  Cutter,  U.  S.  N., 

No.  1414  K  street,  Wadhingion,  D,  C. 


Exhibit  ^,— March  20, 1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

May  9,  1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  instructions  of  the  bureau  of  January  25  last,  relative  to  the 
purchase  of  the  ten  (10)  life-boats  of  the  most  approved  pattern,  and  at  the  lowest 
cost,  for  the  Trenton  and  other  vessels,  please  inform  the  bureau  if  any  arrangements 
have  been  made  for  the  purchase  "bf  these  life-boats ;  if  so,  of  whom,  of  whose  pattern, 
and  at  what  price  for  each. 
An  early  reply  is  requested. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chi^  of  Bureau. 
Pay-Inspector  A.  H.  Oilman,  U.  S.  N.,  29  Broadway,  New  Tork. 


Exhibit  F.^March  20, 1878. 

Navy  Pay-Officb, 
29  Broadway,  New  York,  May  10, 1877. 

Sir  :  I  inform  you,  in  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  9th  instant,  that  the  ten  boats  re- 
ferred to  were  ordered  on  the  29th  January  last  from  Mr.  A.  M.  IngersoU,  of  this  city, 
at  fifteen  hundred  dollars  each. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  H.  GILMAN, 
Pay-Inepector  U,  8.  Navy. 
Chief  Constructor  J.  W.  Easby,  U.  S.  Navy, 

Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Navy  Department,  JFaehingtont  D.  C. 

19  A  N 
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Exhibit  Q.^March  20, 187a 

'  Navy  Departmskt,  May  15, 1877. 

Sir:  It  »p|M»n  that PAy-Dirootor  Qeorge  F.  Catt«r  wm  directed  hj  the  Chief  of 
the  Boreftti  of  Conetnictioi]  wad  RepMr,  on  the  25th  of  Jaooiiry,  to  porobase  for  the 
Trenton,  and  other  veflselir  fitting  oot,  tea  life-heate^  of  the  moet  apncoved  pafttero.  and 
at  the  lowest  ooet,  and  that  tlM  boats  were  oideMd  of  Mr.  A.  M.  logeraoll,  or  New 
York  City,  at  tl,500  eaeh.  Ton  will  be  pleased  to  make  proper  inqniry  for  the  parpose 
of  asoertaintng  and  reporting  how  far  the  coostraottoa<  of  these  boats  or  theeKeention 
of  the  otder  has  advaoeed,  aed  whether  the  matter  is  in  saoh  eondition  that  the 
order  eonld  now  be  set  aside,  or  any  further  work  ander  it  suspended,  without  iojnry 
to  the  ffovemment  or  to  Mr.  logeraoll. 
Very  respectfully, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
0  decretory  qf  ike  Nat>§, 

Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nichoijson,  Ctmmmndanty 

Navjf'Yard,  New  York, 


ExHiBrr  B.-^Mareh  20,  1878. 

Navy  Departmbnt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Rbpair, 

November  19,  1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  you  will  receive  the  boats  offered 
for  delivery  by  Mr.  IngerBoll. 

Very  respectftilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EA8BY, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nichomon,  XT.  8.  N., 

Commandantf  Navy  Yard^  New  York, 


Exhibit  L— If  arc*  20, 1878. 

United  States  Navy- Yard, 

Commandant's  Office, 
New  York,  May  30, 1877. 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  the  department's  order  of  the  29tb  instant,  I  have  seen  Mr. 
A.  M.  Ingersoll,  personally,  relative  to  the  life-boats  building  under  an  agreement  with 
him  for  the  Navy. 

He  positively  refuses  (for  private  reasons,  he  says)  to  tell  me  where  any  of  said  boats 
are  building, o^ have  been  built;  he  also  refuses  to  tell  me  who  built  or  is  building 
any  of  them. 

He  says  that  five  of  them  are  finished  and  that  the  other  five  will  be  ready  in  twelve 
or  fifteen  diays.  He  has  no  factory  nor  machinery  fbr  bailding  them,  and  states  that  it 
takes  three  months  to  build  one  by  hand. 

He  also  states  that  his  patent  is  worth  |50  on  each  boat,  and  that  he  has  never  built 
any  of  this  kind  for  other  parties  than  the  Navy. 

Naval-Constructor  Pook  informs  me,  aft^r  examining  thone  in  store,  that  it  would 
cost  to  build  a  boat  of  this  kind,  in  the  yard,  for  materials,  |200 ;  for  labor,  $600.    Add 
to  this  ibr  the  patent-right  $50,  and  we  have  a  total  expense  of  |850. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore^  Commandant 
Hon.  R.  W.  Thompson, 

Secretary  of  the  Kary,  Waehwgion,  D,  C. 


Exhibit  J.— ifaro*  20, 1878. 

No.  137. J  U.  S.  Navy-Yard,  New  York, 

Commandant's  Offiob, 

May  18, 1877. 

Sir  :  Inclosed  please  find  all  the  information  that  could  be  obtained,  as  asked  for  in 
the  department's  letter  of  the  15th  instant,  relative  to  ten  life-boats  ordered  from  Mr. 
A.  M.  Ingersoll,  of  New  York. 

A  life-boat  was  carted  into  this  yard  on  Monday  last,  and  was  not  received  nor  per- 
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mitted  to  reinaiD,  as  there  was  no  aathority  here  for  its  reception.  It  also  appears  that 
these  boats  are  not  building  in  Brooklyn  or  New  York,  and  therefore  all  the  informa- 
tion was  derived  tumk  Mr.  A.  M*  IngerBoll  in  person,  who  positively  refuses  to  state 
where  the  boats  are  being  built. 

Very  respectftilly,  your  obedient  servaTit, 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore,  Commandant, 
Hon.  R.  W.  Thompson, 

Secretary  of  the  -A^ory,  W<a^ln§ton,  D.  C. 


Exhibit  K.—March  20, 1878. 

No.  138.]  I  r.  S.  NavyYard,  Nrw  York, 

Commandant's  Officb, 

May  lb,  1877. 

Sir  :  In  addition  to  my  letter  of  this  date,  I  wonld  inform  the  department  that  there 
are  now  in  this  yard,  and  have  been  for  a  long  time,  four  boats  of  this  pattern. 

They  have  never  been  used,  are  clamsy,  and  ships  will  not  take  them  if  others  can 
be  obtained  in  their  place. 
The  torpedo-boat  Alarm  had  one  and  left  it  at  the  navy-yard,  Wasbiugton. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  A.  NICHOLSON, 
Commodore^  CoMtHondanL 
Hon.  R.  W.  Thompson, 

Secretary  of  the  JVat-y,  Wa9hinffkni,  D.  C. 


Exhibit  h.— March  20,  1878. 

Ordnance  Office,  United  States  Navy- Yard, 

yew  York,  May  17, 1877. 

Commodore  :  In  obedience  to  your  verbal  order  of  this  date  I  have  made  inquiries 
in  regard  to  the  ten  life-boats  ordered  by  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  on 
the  25th  of  January  last,  and  have  the  honor  to  report  as  follows : 

Five  of  the  boats  are  finished  and  ready  for  delivery.  Two  are  in  Brooklyn,  and  can 
be  delivered  immediately.  Three  are  at  the  places  where  they  were  manufactured,  and 
can  be  delivered  in  one  week.  The  other  five  are  in  different  states  of  forwardness,  but 
can  be  completed  and  delivered  in  four  weeks. 

The  order  cannot  be  set  aside  or  work  suspended,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  without  injury 
to  Mr.  Ingersoll,  as  boats  of  this  style  and  cost  are  not  used  in  the  merchant-service. 

Being  unable  to  see  the  boats,  my  opinion  is  formed  solely  on  information  derived 
from  Mr.  Ingersoll,  who  states  that  they  are  being  built  in  different  places;  that  the 
work  was  commenced  in  one  week  after  the  order  was  received ;  that  no  time  was 
specified  for  delivering  them,  and  that  it  required  three  months  to  build  a  boat  of  this 
kind. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

F.  M.  RAMSAY, 

Commander, 
Commodore  J.  W.  A.  Nicholson, 

Commandant, 


Exhibit  M.— JfaroA  20,  1878. 

Nary 'yard  J  New  York,— Report  of  hoard  on  Ufe-hoaie  built  for  the  United  States  Navy  by  A 

M.  IngeraoU,  September  7,  1877. 

United  States  Naval  Station, 

New  York,  September  7,  1877. 

Sir  :  In  obedience  to  orders  of  the  Navy  Department  of  the  30th  August,  we  have 
respectfully  to  report  having  convened  as  a  board  at  this  navy-yard  to  examine  the 
life-boats  made  for  the  United  States  Navy  by  A.  M.  Ingersoll,  of  New  York. 
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Navy  Depaktmknt, 
Washington,  August  30,  1877. 

Sir  :  Y'ou  ar^  hereby  appointed  president  of  a  board  to  examine  the  life-boats  made 
for  the  United  States  Navy  by  A.  M.  Ingersoll,  of  New  York. 

On  the  251  b  of  January,  1877,  an  order  was  sent  from  the  Chief  of  the  Bnreaa  of  Con- 
etmction  and  Repair  to  Pay-Director  Cutter,  at  New  Yorl^to  purchase  for  the  Trent4>n, 
and  other  vessels  there  fitting  out,  ten  life-boats ;  under  that  order  Mr.  A.  M.  Ingersoll 
vas  directed  to  furnish  them  at  $1,500  each. 

The  board  will  ex|iniiQe  into  the  condition  of  these  boats,  their  value,  size,  probable 
cost  of  construction,  and  everything  connected  with  them,  and  report  the  result  of  the 
examination  to  the  department. 

Chief  Engineer  Alexander  Henderson  and  Naval  Constructor  Thomas  £.  Webb  have 
been  ordered  to  report  to  you  by  letter  as  members  of  the  board. 

The  board  will  meet  at  New  York  ou  the  6th  of  September  next,  to  which  place  you 
will  proceed,  aud  on  the  completion  of  this  duty  will  retura  to  Washington,  D.  C,  and 
resume  your  regular  duties. 
V«Tv  reHpectfuUy, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON. 
Secrttary  of  the  Navtf, 
Comiuoilore  Danikl  Ammen,  U.  S.  N., 

(-hirfi^f  Burtau  of  Navigation,  Navy  Depat^ment,  Washington^  D,  C. 

We  convened  on  the  6th  instant,  and,  after  a  personal  examination  of  Mr.  IngersoU, 
proceeded  to  examine  the  boats  where  they  are  now  stored  in  the  city  of  Brooklyn.  We 
found  them  complet«  in  every  respect,  and  that  they  were  constructed  in  accordance 
^'ith  the  following  order: 

Unitbd  States  Naval  Pay- Office, 
29  Broadway,  Ntw  York  City,  January  29,  1878. 

Mr.  A.  M.  Ingersoll:  Please  furnish  at  the  navy-^ard,  New  York,  for  immediate 
Qse,  subject  to  the  usual  inspection,  under  appropriation  for  Construction  and  Repair, 
to  be  delivered  promptly  in  acooidance  witn  your  proposal,  for  United  States  ship 
Trenton  aud  other  naval  vessels,  (10)  ten  life-boats  of  the  most  approved  pattern, 
$1,500  each. 

Send  duplicate  bills  to  this  office  for  my  certificate,  after  which  deliver  them  at  the 
oavv-yard  with  the  articles. 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Pay-Inspector  United  States  Navy. 

And  that  there  were  presented  and  approved  bills  for  same  as  they  (the  boats)  were 
completed,  viz,  ten  reef-righting  and  baling  27-foot  metallic  life-boats,  $1,500  each. 
Prices  correct  as  per  agreement  of  January  ?7, 1877. 

A.  H.  OILMAN, 
Pay-Inspector  United  States  Navy. 

There  was  Lot  stated  in  the  order  given  Mr.  Ingersoll  for  the  above  boats  any  fixed 
time  within  which  they  were  to  be  completed,  nor  do  we  find  in  the  records  of  the  office 
of  commandant  of  this  station  any  order  from  bureau  directing  their  reception. 

The  boats  examined  by  us  appear  to  be  well  constructed  and  of  good  material,  and 
complete,  with  rudder,  rowlooks,  See*  They  are  identical  in  construction  with  four  (4) 
boats  formerly  built  by  Mr.  Ingersoll  and  now  at  this  yard,  and  with  one  said  to  be  at 
the  Washington  yard,  left  there  by  the  Alarm,  and  with  one  fitted  to  United  States 
ship  Swatara  (third  rate),  and  left  by  her  at  Kerguelen  Island,  and  afterward  from 
there  taken  by  the  Monongahela. 

The  order,  therefore,  that  they  were  int-ended  for  use  on  the  United  States  steamer 
Trenton  (second  rate),  is  based  either  on  the  entire  forgetfulness  of  the  Chief  of  Bureau 
of  Construction  of  the  presence  of  those  four  boats  here,  or  it  was  without  that  fact 
being  considered. 

Neither  the  Trenton  nor  any  other  vessel  in  the  naval  service  is  supplied  with  a 
boat  of  this  construction,  and  the  board  is  informed  by  Commander  Ryan,  United 
States  Navy,  that  the  one  fitted  to  the  Swatara  was  left  by  her  at  Kerguelen  Island, 
as  Captain  Chandler,  United  States  Navy,  did  not  wish  to  retain  it  on  board  of  the 
vesAel  under  his  command. 

Tbefe  boatn  are  not  believed  by  ns  to  be  well  adapted  or  useful  for  a  part  of  the 
outfit  of  a  vessel  of  war,  whatever  value  may  be  attached  to  them  at  life-saving  sta- 
tions. 

There  appears  to  be  some  doubt  as  to  whether  the  ten  boats  now  ready  for  delivery, 
or  what  number  of  them,  were  built  in  Wilmington,  Del.,  or  whether  they  were  built 
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by  persons  actually  in  the  employ  of  Mr.  Inf^ersoU,  as  he  states,  or  what  nnmlier  of 
them  were  delivered  to  him  on  contract ;  this,  and  any  other  information  relating 
thereto  that  may  be  obtained  by  the  president  of  this  board,  it  is  intended  (to  pre> 
vent  delay  of  more  formal  action)  to  be  appended  to  this  rtport. 

Mr.  Ingersoll  has  a  conveyance  from  Mr.  Lewis  Raymond,  given  him  for  an  alleged 
consideration  of  |5,000,  in  1864,  which  relates  to  the  use  of  molds  in  the  construction 
of  small  boats,  and  supposed  to  facilitate  and  economize  the  cost  of  construction . 

Mr.  John  F.  Smith,  who  appeared  before  theboaid  in  accordance  with  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  under  date  of  September  5, 1877,  asserts  that  he  aud 
other  boat-builders  in  general  use  these  forms  without  any  consideration  whatever. 

Mr.  Ingersoll  has  a  pat-ent,  the  claims  for  which  are  indorsed  in  the  specifications 
thereof,  "  Patent  No.  12390y  of  Feb.  20tb,  1872,"  viz : 

Having  thus  described  my  invention,  what  I  claim  as  my  invention,  and  desire  to 
secure  by  letters  patent,  is — 

1st.  The  combination  in  a  life-boat  of  a  central  longitudinal  balance-chamber,  hav- 
ing tubes  vv  V  and  valves  n  o  with  lateral  longitudinal  air-chambers,  substantially  aa 
shown  and  described. 

2d.  In  combination  with  the  above,  I  claim  the  cock-pits  //and  tubes  g  in  the  end 
air-chambers,  as  described  and  shown. 

Signed  by  me  this  15th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1872. 

OLIVER  M.  INGERSOLL. 

Witness : 

Harold  Sewkll. 
Geo.  F.  PiNCKNEY. 

It  does  not  appear,  however,  in  the  examination  made  of  the  boats  originally  built 
by  Mr.  Ingersoll  that  the  arrangements  above  claimed  are  used  in  their  construction , 
nor  in  the  ten  (10)  boats  now  ready  for  delivery  which  are  required  "  to  be  built  on  the 
most  improved  construction.'^  or  any  one  or  more  of  those  special  features  used  as 
given  in  the  specifications  of  the  patent. 

It  is  not,  however,  the  opinion  of  the  board  that  their  usefulness  as  life-boats  is  im- 
paired by  the  omission  of  the  arrangements  above  referred  to. 

The  necessary  profit  for  a  fair  prosecution  of  a  business  depends  upon  the  capital 
employed,  special  plant  required,  and  also  upon  the  quantity  of  work  obtained,  and  its 
continuance. 

It  is  assumed  that  for  shop-rent,  insurance,  capital,  and  special  plant,  the  products 
of  which  do  not  find  a  ready  market,  one-half  of  the  cost  of  construction  is  an 
ordinary  addition  to  the  cost  price  of  production. 

The  actual  cost  of  producing  such  boats  would  vary  in  a  degree,  to  some  extent,  with 
the  number  required.  For  ten  (10)  it  may  be  reckoned  not  to  exceed  $750  each,  which 
makes  their  value,  as  estimated,  $1,125  each. 

It  appears,  however,  that  Mr.  Ingersoll  was  awarded  the  price  named  in  his  con- 
tract after  replying  in  the  regular  way  to  the  usual  official  reqnest  for  bids  for  build- 
ing the  boats,  and  it  is  to  be  assumed  awarded  to  him  as  controlling  the  patent  for 
building  the  same.    Our  estimate  is  below  this  contract  price,  but  the  equity  of  the 
settlement  of  this  contract  is  a  matter  belonging  to  the  department. 

We  find  that  these  boats  are  constructed  by  tne  following  general  dimensions,  vi^ : 
Length,  27  feet;  beam, 6  feet  6  inches;  depth,  2  feet  9  inches;  and  are  first-class  in 
material  and  workmanship ;  and  the  board  respectfully  recommend  that,  in  considera- 
tion of  the  non-adaptability  of  the  boats  for  use  on  board  of  vessels  of  war,  or  as  a 
part  of  their  outfit  and  of  their  probable  usefolness  at  life-saving  stations  under 
certain  conditions,  the  department  ofi'ers  the  loan  of  one,  or  as  many  as  may  be  re- 

2uired  of  these  boats,  to  the  Treasurv  Department,  for  such  use  and  trial  as  it  may  be 
isposed  to  give  them,  and,  if  found  advantageous,  to  transfer  them  at  such  cost  as 
may  be  agreed  npon  by  the  department. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

DANL.  AMMEN. 
Commodore f  U.  S.  N.fUnd  President  of  Board* 
THOS.  E.  WEBB, 

Naval  Constructor f  U,  S.  N, 
ALEX.  HENDERSON, 

Chief  Engineer^  U,  S.  N. 
Hon.  Richard  W.  Thompson, 

Secretary  of  the  Nary^  Navy  Departmenty  Washington,  D.  C, 
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A. 

Brooklyn,  September  6, 1877. 

Gkntlbmkn  :  I  most  renpectfully  beg  leave  to  state,  in  relation  to  m^  life-boat,  iha^ 
ill  the  year  ld74  I  submitteii  a  model  of  it  to  the  department  at  Washington,  with  an 
estimate  or  price  for  building  the  aame,  namely,  fifteen  hundred  dollars  a  boat.  I  re- 
oeired  an  order  for  building  two  boats  at  that  prioe.  They  were  tested  by  the  then 
Chief  of  Bureau  of  Constraction,  and  worked  exactly  the  same  as  the  model  (which 
I  herewith  submit),  and  were  prononnced  satisfactory ;  aiooe  that  time,  at  interyals  I 
have  received  requests  from  the  paymaster  at  New  York  to  build  two  boats.  I  have  re- 
turned an  estimate  each  time  at  the  same  price,  fifteen  hundred  dollars  each,  and  re- 
ceived the  usual  orders  to  build  them.  I  found,  however,  that  with  my  molds  at  com- 
mand I  was  not  receiving  enough  price  to  reimburse  me.  I  therefore  informed  the 
department  that  unless  they  could  order  ten  boats  at  a  time,  so  I  could  be  able  to  make 
additional  molds,  dec.  (nnder  the  Raymond  patent  for  construction  of  metallic  boats, 
which  I  purchased  the  right  to  build  under — see  within  papers.)  In  the  latter  part 
of  January,  1677, 1  receive  on  the  usual  printed  form,  by  man,  a  request  from  the  pay- 
master at  New  York  to  make  a  proposal  to  build  ten  of  said  boats.  I  immediately 
made  a  bid — fifteen  hundred  dollars  a  boat.  On  the  29th  January  I  received  a  letter 
on  the  usual  printed  form  saving  my  bid  was  accepted,  and  to  proceed  and  build  the 
said  ten  boats.  I  have  done  it  in  good  faith,  and  the  boats  are  now  ready  to  deliver. 
Were  it  not  for  my  Raymond  patept  I  could  not  have  built  them  at  so  low  a  figare. 
The  printed  part  of  this  sheet  explains  the  boats  more  fully. 

I  herewith  Id  close  a  copy  of  patent,  dec. 

I  would  beg  Leave  to  add  that  I  sent  m^  bill  for  the  boats  to  the  present  paymas- 
ter's office  at  New  York,  and  he  has  written  on  these  to  tbeeiiect  ^'Approved  and  price 
correct  according  to  contract  January  29,  lrl77." 
I  am,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  M.  INGERSOLL. 

To  Commodore  Am  men, 

Chief-Engineer  Ukndebson, 
Navvl  CoiiHlructor  Wkiib. 


B. 

New  Yobk,  September  7,  1877. 

Gbntlkmen  :  I  desire  most  respectfully  to  say  that  I  was  present  yesterday  at  the 
ship-houne  in  the  navy-yard  examining  some  life-boats  bnilt  by  me  some  years  since 
(1873  and  m74),  when  I  heard  Mr.  Smith  mi^e  a  remark  tending  to  give  the  impres- 
sion that  he  built  those  boats  for  me  while  in  partnership  with  others.  I  desire  to  say 
that  any  sncb  statement  is  nntme.  I  paid  Mr.  Johnston  and  McPhaLan  for  ttte  labor  in 
those  boats  $650  each,  then  $150,  and  a  fourth  sum  of  $100.  they  showing  they  had 
lost  money.  I  bought  and  paid  lor  the  iron  and  other  materuds  and  sent  them  to  the 
shop,  making  in  all  a  sum  nearly  what  I  got  for  the  boats.  A  part  of  this  time  Mr. 
Smftli,  as  a  workman,  worked  on  those  boats.  He  was  a  partner  later.  I  am  well 
known  in  this  community,  where  I  was  bom,  and  served  a  Fsgular  apprenticeship  at 
the  boat-bnilding  trade,  and  It  is  really  annoying  to  have  one  with  whom  my  personal 
relations,  from  a  peculiar  circumstance,  are  so  unpleasant,  come  forward  and  give  a 
statement  of  matters  that  occurred  years  since,  and  of  which  your  honorable  board  was 
not  convened  to  act  on,  to  give  a  statement  the  only  object  of  which  can  be  to  injure 
me  personally. 

I  beg  your  pardon  for  making  a  communication  on  a  subject  so  irrelevant  to  the  sub- 
ject at  issue,  but  trust  that  the  circumstances  will  lead  you  to  pardon  ine. 
I  am,  with  great  respect, 

O.  R.  INGERSOLL. 

To  Commodore  Ammrn, 

And  Gentlemen  of  (he  Life- Boat  Commission, 


Exhibit  N.— J/arcA  20, 1878. 

Portsmouth,  Va.,  January  16,  1877. 
Dear  8ii{  :  1  have  on  hand  ready  for  delivery  ninety  (90)  pieces  of  yellow-pine  mast- 
sticks  of  superior  quality  and  size,  not  surpassed,  if  it  can  be  eqnaled,  in  this  country, 
and  80,000  cubic  feet  of  yellow-pine  pkink  stock  logs,  also  50,000  cubic  feet  of  white- 
oak  plank-stocks,  which  I  offer  to  the  government  at  the  lowest  maiket  value,  price 
to  be  iixed  by  the  paymaster. 
Respectfully, 

WM.  WHITE. 
To  the  Chief  of  Buuhkv  ov  Co^strv^ction  and  Repair. 
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Exhibit  O.-^March  20, 1878. 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  25,  1877. 

Sir  :  Yoar  ofter  of  the  16tli  instant  to  fanslah  a  very  aoperior  lot  of  yellow- pine  and 
white-oak  plank  etoek  logs  has  been  reoeived,  and  if  the  quality  and  dimensions  are 
as  represented,  and  the  prices  at  the  lowest  market  rates,  the  plank-stock  timber  will 
be  purchased  as  soon  as  the  appropriation  is  made  for  the  annual  ezpeoditures. 
Very  respectfully, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
Col.  Wilijam  White, 

Portsmouth,  Fa. 


Exhibit  P.— ifarcfc  20,  1878. 

♦  Navy  Department, 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  31,  1877. 

Sib  :  Mr.  William  White,  of  Portsmouth,  Ya.,  has  offered  some  white-oak  and  yel- 
low-pine timber  of  superior  quality  to  the  government,  which  is  much  needed  to  cut 
into  plank  for  seasoning.  Please  ascertain  the  lowest  market-prices  for  such  timber, 
and  if  Mr.  White  will  deliver  it,  to  be  paid  for  after  an  appropriation  for  that  purpose 
is  madi^  you  will  notify  him  he  can  do  so. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM. 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
Pay-Inspector  W.  W.  Williams,  U.  S.  N., 

Waahingtonf  D.  C. 


Exhibit  Q.— ifarcfc  20,  1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  ani»  Repair, 

February  2,  1877. 

8ir:  The  quautiiies  of  white-oak  and  yellow-pine  timber  offered  by  Mr.  William 
White,  referred  to  in  bureau's  letter  of  31st  ultimo  were — 
80,000  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  plank-stock  logs. 
50,000  cubic  feet  white-oak  plank-stock  logs. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
Pay-Iu8pector  W.  W.  Williams,  U.  8.  N., 

Washingtotit  D.  C. 


Exhibit  R.—March  20, 1878. 

Navy  Pay-Offick, 
Corner  New  York  Avenue  and  Fifteenth  Street^ 

WashingUm,  D,  C,  February  3,  1877. 

Sir  :  You  are  hereby  notified  that  articles  embraced  in  Bureau  Construction  and  Re- 
pair's letter  have  been  ordered  as  follows,  viz  : 


Date  of  let- 
ter. 

Articles. 

Of  whom  ordered. 

When 
ordered. 

To  be  delivered. 

Feb.  2, 1877 

80,000  oubic  feet  yellow-pine 
plauk -stock ;  50,000  cubic 
feet  white-oak  plank-stock. 

William  White,  Ports- 
mouth, Va. 

Feb.  2,1877 

Immediately  at  Nor* 
folk  Navy- Yard. 

By  direction  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  in  letterd  of  January  31  and  February  3, 1877. 

Very  respectfully,  dtc, 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 
Pay-lntpooiwr  United  StaUa  Navy, 
Commodore  J.  B.  Crrighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va. 
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Exhibit  S.—March  20,  1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

February  12, 1377. 

Sir:  Mr.  W.  White  has  offered  to  furnish  aenperior  lot  of  yellow-pine  aod  white-oak 
plank-fltock  at  the  yard  under  your  comuiand,  subject  to  the  neceBsary  appropriation 
to  pay  for  it,  and  you  are  hereby  authorized  to  receive  it. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servaut. 


Commodore  J.  Blakeley  Crrighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  yavy-  Yard,  Norfolk^  Va, 


I.  HANSCOM, 
Chit/  of  Bureau. 


ExHiBrr  T.— iforcA  £0,  18f8. 

Constructor's  Office,  Navy-Yard,  Norpoi^,  Va., 

March  11,  1877. 

Sir:  As  there  is  a  large  onantity  of  timber  being  landed  at  this  yard  on  Mr.  W. 
White's  contract,  I  respectfully  ask  permission  to  employ  one  man  at  |2  per  diem  to  as- 
sist the  timber-inspector  in  the  propier  performance  of  bis  duty. 

•  *  *  «  ^  *  • 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 

yaval  CoHBtrucUnr. 
J.  B.  Creiohton,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant  Nary -Tardy  Norfolk^  Va. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore^  Commandant 


Exhibit  IJ.—March  20.  1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  15,  1877. 

Sir  :  You  are  authorized  to  employ  one  man  at  $2  per  pay,  to  assist  the  timber-in- 
spector in  the  proper  performance  of  bis  duty,  as  requested  in  the  letter  of  the  11th 
instant  from  the  naval  constructor,  forwarded  by  you. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 


Commodore  J.  B.  Creighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Nary-Tardy  Norfolk, 


I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 


Exhibit  Y.— March  20,  1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  19,  1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  yon  to  bureau's  letter  of  the  12th  Febmary,  relative  to  the  delivery  of 
timber  by  Mr.  Wm.  White,  yon  will  please  have  bills  made  out  for  such  as  has  already 
been  delivered,  and  handed  to  him. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chirf  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  B.  Creighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Navy-Tard,  Norfolk,  Va. 
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ExniBiT  W.^March  20,  1878. 

[TelegraD.] 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  22, 1877. 

By  directioD  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  you  will  saspead  the  deliveries  of  timber, 
referred  to  in  the  bureaa'cs  letter  to  yoa  of  the  25th  of  Jaoaary  last. 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Wm.  White,  Portsmouth ^  Fa. 


Exhibit  W,  No.  2.— March  20, 1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  22,  1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Nayy,  the  delivery  of  timber  by  Mr. 
William  White,  referred  to  Id  the  bareao's  letter  of  12th  Febmary,  altimo,  will  be  sus- 
pended. 

Very  respectfally,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HANSCOM, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  B.  Creighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Naioy-Yard,  Norfolk,  Va, 


Exhibit  W,  No.  2.— March  20, 1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

June  8,  1877. 

Sir  :  By  reference  to  the  inspection  report  from  the  yard  under  your  command  for 
March  last,  it  is  observed  that  the  white  oak  delivered  by  William  White  is  charged 
at  75  cents  per  cubic  foot.    Please  inform  the  bureau  how  this  price  was  arrived  at, 
and  also  with  regard  to  the  price  of  yellow  pine,  at  49  cents  per  cubic  foot. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  B.  Creighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant  Xavjf-Yard,  Norjolkf  Va, 


Exhibit  W,  No.  4.— March  20, 1878. 

United  States  Navy- Yard,  Norfolk, 

June  11,  1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  8th  instant,  asking  to  be  informed  how 
the  prices  charged  for  white  oak  and  yellow  pine  delivered  by  William  White  were 
arrived  at,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  prices  were  furnished  by  Pay-Inspector 
W.  W.  Williams,  United  States  Navy,  under  date  of  March  19, 1877,  as  per  copy  of  the 
original  memorandum-bill  inclosed  herewith. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore,  Commanding, 
Chief  Constructor  J.  W.  Easby,  U.  S.  N., 

Chief  Bureau  Construction  and  Repair^ 

Navy  Department,  WasningUm,  D.  C. 
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United  State«  Government,  to  William  White,  Dr. 

1877. 
March  19.  To  25,290  cabic  feet  of  yellow-pine  stockR,  at  49  cents  per  cubic  foot. 
To  7,996  white-oak  atock-logs,  ac  75  oente  per  cubic  foot. 
Approved  March  19,  1877,  as  to  prices. 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS. 
ray'Inspectar,  United  States  Aavjf. 
Naval  Constructor's  Office,  March  24, 1877. 

Letters  of  Bureau  Construction  and  Repair,  January  31,  1877,  and  February  2, 1877. 


Exhibit  W,  No.  5.— JIfarcfc  20, 1878. 

Navy  Departmkxt, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Odober  26,  1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  12th  February,  ultimo,  relative  to  the 
delivery  by  Mr.  William  White  of  yellow-pine  and  white-oak  plank-stock  at  tho  yard 
under  your  command,  the  Secretary  directs  that  such  of  this  timber  as  was  actually 
delivered,  and  such  as  Mr.  White  can  satisfy  you  was  shipned  or  rafted  or  loaded  for 
transportation  to  the  yard  under  your  command  prior  to  the  letter  to  youof  22d  March, 
ultimo,  suspending  deliveries  by  him,  may  be  received  and  inspected. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EA8BY, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 
Commodore  J.  B.  Crrighton,  U.  8.  N., 

Commandant  Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va. 


Exhibit  W,  No.  6.— Ifarc*  20, 187a 

Naval  Constructor's  Ofpicb, 
Xavy-Yard,  Norfolk^  Va,,  November  9,  1877. 

Sir  :  In  obedience  to  the  bureau's  order  of  the  26th  ultimo,  I  am  about  to  receive  a 
quantity  of  yellow-pine  and  white-oak  timber,  being  delivered  at  the  yard  by  Mr. 
William  White. 

I  would  respectfully  state  that  it  will  be  impossible  for  me  to  know  what  quantity 
of  timber  was  shipped,  rafted,  or  loaded  for  transportation  to  this  yard  by  Mr.  White 
prior  to  bureau's  order  of  March  22,  ultimo. 

I  would  respectfully  refer  to  the  bureau's  letters  of  February  12  and  March  19, 
ultimo,  and  also  to  the  communication  of  Pav-Inspector  W.  W.  Williams,  to  you,  dated 
February  3,  ultimo,  in  which  we  were  notified  that  Mr.  White  had  been  ordered  to 
deliver  here  80.000  cubic  feet  of  yellow-pine  plank* stock  and  50,000  cubic  feet  of  white- 
oak  plank-stock ;  copies  of  which  are  respectfully  inclosed  and  numbered  respectively 
1,  2,  and  3.  In  obedience  to  the  bureau's  order  of  March  19,  referred  to,  bills  were 
made  for  25,290  cubic  feet  of  yellow  pine  and  7,996  cubic  feet  of  white  oak. 

I  now  respectfully  ask  to  be  informed  if  I  must  receive  enough  timber  to  make  up 
the  80,000  feet  of  pine  and  50,000  feet  of  oak  referred  to  in  Pay-Inspeotor  William  s 
notiee. 

Very  respectfiiUy,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  FEASTER, 
AasiHant  Naval  Conetructar, 

Commodore  J.  B.  Creiguton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commandant. 

Respectful!  V  submitted  to  Chief  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Rei>air. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant. 
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Exhibit  X,  No.  I.— AfarcA  20  1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

January  22,  1878. 

Sir  :  la  order  to  answer  a  call  from  Congress,  yon  will  please  famish  this  bnreaa 
with  a  copy  of  the  bill  in  favor  of  W.  White  (which  is  not  on  file  in  boreaa),  amonnt- 
ing  to  |18|389.10,  for  timber  delivered  at  the  yard  nnder  your  command. 
The  date  of  the  bill  is  March  27,  1^7. 
Very  reHX>ectf uUy, 

R.  W.  I'HOMPSON, 
Seartai'y  of  the  Xamf,for  Construction  and  liepair. 
Commodore  J.  Blakkley  Creighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Command^'  Nuvy-Tard,  Norfolk^  Va, 


Exhibit  X,  No.  2.— March  20, 1878. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Novemh^r  12, 1877. 

Sir:  The  letter  of  the  9th  instant,  from  the  assistant  naval  constmotor,  and  inolos- 
nres  forwarded  by  yon,  in  relation  to  yellow  pine  and  white  oak  to  be  delivered  by 
Mr.  William  White,  has  been  received.  The  whole  quantity  to  be  delivered,  inoluding 
the  quantities  delivered,  and  for  which  bills  have  been  made,  most  not  exceed  80,(K)0 
cubic  feet  of  yellow-pine  plank-stock  and  50,000  cubic  feet  of  white-oak  plauk-stock. 
The  intention  of  the  bureau's  letter  of  the  26th  ultimo  was  that  Mr.  White  should  sat- 
isfy yon  and  the  constructor,  in  good  faith,  of  the  quantities  of  this  timber  over  and 
above  25,290  cubic  feet  of  yellow  pine,  but  not  exceeding  80,000  cubic  feet,  and  over 
and  above  7,996  cubic  feet  of  white  oak,  but  not  exceeding  50,000  cubic  feet,  which 
were  actually  shipped  or  rafted  or  loaded  for  transportation  prior  to  the  letter  to  you 
of  the  22d  March,  ultimo,  and  as  this  information  can  be  obtained  far  more  satisfac- 
torily and  readily  by  the  construction  department  of  the  yard  under  your  command 
than  by  the  bureau,  the  subject  is  referred  to  you  for  your  judgment  and  action.  The 
quantities  of  yellow  pine  aud  white  oak  so  ascertained  in  good  faith  may  be  received 
and  inspected,  but  no  bills  made  for  them  until  you  are  further  advised  by  the  bureau. 
Very  ndspectfiilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  EA8BY, 
Chief  of  Bureau. 

Com.  J.  B.  Crrighton,  U.  S.  N., 

Commmidant  Nary- Turd f  Norfolk j  Va. 


Exhibit  X,  No.  3.— ilfarcA  20,  1878. 

[Open  purchase.] 

The  United  States  Navy  Department,  to  William  White,  Dr. 
[Appropriation  **  Construction  aud  Repair,''  1876  and  1877.] 

25,290  cubic  feet  yellow-pine  plank  stocks,  at  49  cents .* $12, 392  10 

7,996  cubic  feet,  white-oak  plank  stocks,  at  75  cents 5, 997  00 

18,389  10 
Bureau's  order,  March  19,  1877. 

I  certify  that  the  prices  of  the  above  articles  are  at  the  lowest  market  rates. 

W.  W.  WILLIAMS, 

Fay-Inspector f  U.  S»  N, 

Having  fully  examined  the  articles  above  charged,  we  certify  that  they  are  of  good 
quality. 

JON.  E.  BOUSH, 

Timber-Inspector, 
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Navy- Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  March  24, 1877. 

Received  the  above  articles  for  eeoeral  purposes. 

JNO.  J.  BUCHANAN, 

Store-Clerk. 
ExaniiDcd  and  approved. 

GEO.  R.  BOUSH, 
Naval  Conttructorj  0,  3.  N, 

Navy -Yard,  Norfolk,  Va.,  March  27,  1877. 

The  poblic  exigencies  required  the  immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  mentioned  in 
this  bill,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  advertise  for  proposals,  they  were  properly  ob- 
tained by  open  purchase ;  and  the  same  is  approved  for  the  sum  of  eighteen  thooaand 
three  hundred  and  eighty-nine  dollars  and  ten  cents. 

J.  BLAKELEY  CREIGHTON, 

Commodore  and  Commandant, 


Exhibit  Y.— ifarcA  20, 1878. 

Constructor's  Office, 
Navy-Tard,  Norfolk,  Fa.,  January  24, 1878. 

Sir  :  In  obedience  to  the  bureau's  order  of  the  22d  instant,  I  respectfully  forward 
herewith  a  copy  of  the  bill  in  favor  of  William  White  for  $18,389.10  for  timber  deliv- 
ered  at  this  yard. 
The  date  of  the  approval  of  the  bill  is  March  27, 1877. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  FEASTER, 
Aeeietant  Naval  Constructor,  U.  S,  N, 

Commodore  J.  B.  Creighton,  U.  S.  N.,  Commandant. 
Respectfully  submitted  to  Chief  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair. 


Commodore  and  Commandant, 


PrrrsBUROH,  March  2,  1877. 

Dear  Sir:  We  will  furnish  the  armor-plating  and  iron  for  armored  smoke-atack, 
and  bolts  and  rivets  required  for  the  completion  of  any  or  all  the  monitors,  Terror, 
Amphitrite,  Miantonomoh,  and  deliver  same  to  any  of  the  private  ship-building  yards 
on  tne  Atlantic  coast.  Said  plates  tol>e  planed  on  edges,  and  shaped  so  as  to  conform 
to  the  sides  of  vessels,  according  to  specifications  and  templets  to  be  furnished  by  the 
department,  for  the  sum  of  ten  cents  per  pound. 

We  will  also  furnish  the  armor-plating  and  iron  for  armored  smoke-stack  required 
for  United  States  monitor  Monadnock,  now  being  built  on  the  Pacific  coast.  Said 
plates  to  beplaned  on  edges  and  shaped  so  as  to  conform  to  the  sides  of  vessel,  accord- 
ing to  specincations  and  templets  to  be  furnished  by  the  department,  delivered  f.  o.  b. 
oars  in  Pittsburgh,  for  the  sum  of  ten  cents  per  pound. 

Hoping  you  will  give  this  the  attention  which  it  requires,  we  remain,  yours  truly, 

MOORHEAD  <fe  CO., 

Pittahurgh,  Pa. 

Directed  and  banded  to  Isaiah  Hanscom,  Chief  Bureau  of  Construction,  United  States 
Navy. 
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Navy  Depaiitment, 

Washington,  dOth  March,  ld7d. 

Sir:  Agreeably  to  yoar  reqaest,  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  statements 
of  the  number  and  grades  of  Navy  officers  required  for  the  proper  administration  of 
the  Navy  Department  and  the  shore  stations  of  the  Navy,  being  reports  from  the  chiefs 
of  the  bureaus  of  the  Department  and  the  Naval  Academy,  and  a  recapitulation  of  the 
whole,  with  such  additions  as  did  not  properly  come  within  their  province.  From  the 
explanatory  remarks  in  last  column  of  recapitulation,  it  will  be  understood  that  there 
may  sometimes  be  more,  and  then  again  les:},  of  some  of  the  grades,  but  the  aggregate 
of  each  corps  is  believed  to  indicate  the  necessities  of  the  shore-service. 
Very  respectfullv, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON,, 
Secretary  of  the  Xavy. 
Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Chainnan  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  Nary  Department, 

Bouse  of  Representatives, 


Bureau  op  Yards  and  Docks,  Navy  Department, 

Washington,  D,  C,  tith  March,  1878. 

Sir:  The  bureau  begs  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  commuuication  of  the  8th 
instant,  asking  to  be  furnished  with  a  statement  showing  number  of  officent,  and  o^' 
what  grades,  are  required  for  the  proper  administration  of  this  bureau  at  tlie  several 
navy-yards,  and  it  has  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  one  civil  engineer  at  ea(;U  navy- 
yard  will  answer  all  the  requirements  of  the  Department  of  Yards  and  Djcks,  aad  one 
for  the  bureau  proper,  making  ten  in  all. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  C.  HOWELL, 

Chief  of  Jfureau, 
Hon.  Ben'jamin  A.  Willis, 
Chairman  Committee  Etpenditures  of  Xavy  Department,  Washington,  D.  C 


Bureau  of  Navigation,  Navy  Department, 

Washington,  March  29, 1878. 

Statement  of  tJie  number  of  officers  required  for  the  administration  of  the  branch  of  the  naval 

service  under  the  cognizance  of  the  Bureau  of  Xavigation, 

In  the  bureau  proper. — 1  chief;  1  professor  of  mathematics  (superintendent  of  com- 
passes). 

At  navy-yards. — New  York,  1  commander  (navigation  officer)  and  1  master  (assist- 
ant) ;  Port^^mouth,  1  ensign  (assistant) ;  Boston,  1  lieutenant-commander  (assistant) ; 
League  Island,  1  lieutenant  (assistant) ;  Mare  Island,  1  lieutenant-commander  (assist- 
ant). 

Note. — With  the  exception  of  New  York,  the  duties  of  navigation  officers  are  per- 
formed by  the  ordnance  officers. 

Hydrographic  Office, — 1  hydrographer ;  1  commander  (assistant  hydrographer) ;  G  lieu- 
tenant-commanders; 9  lieutenantiS;  3  masters. 

Naval  Observatory, — 1  superintendent;  1  lieutenant-commander;  3  lieutenants;  7 
professors  of  mathematics. 

Nautical-Almanac  Office, — 1  professor  of  mathematics  (superintendent) ;  3  lieutenants 
or  inferior  rank. 

Signal  Office, — 1  chief  signal-officer;  2  lieutenants. 

This  statement  is  based  upon  the  number  of  officers  now  employed. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

DAN'L  AMMEN, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 


Navy  Dehartment, 
Bureau  of  Equipment  and  Recruiting, 

Washington,  March  7, 1878. 

Sir:  The  following  officers  are  necessary  for  the  proper  administration  of  this  bu- 
reau: 

Ntno  York  navy-yard. — 1  commander,  as  equipment  officer;  1  lieutenant,  as'asniiitint 
equipment  officer ;  1  boatswain,  rigging-loft;  1  satlmaker. 
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Boston  navy-yard. — 1  captain  of  Ihe  jAvdf  ex-officio  eqnipmeDt  officer;  1  lieateDaot- 
coiDUQander,  in  ohar^^e  of  ropewalk ;  1  boatswain,  rigf^ioj^-loft ;  1  sailmaker. 

FoHsmouth  (X.  H.)  navy-yard, — 1  captain  of  the  yard,  ex-officio  equipment  officer ; 
1  boatswain,  rigging- loft;  1  sailmaker. 

Philadelphia  navy-yard, — 1  captain  of  yard,  ex-offlcio  eqaipment  officer ;  1  boatswain, 
rigging-loft ;  1  sailmaker. 

Norfolk  navy-yard, — 1  captain  of  the  yard,  ex-officio  equipment  officer;  1  boat-swain, 
swain,  rigging-loft ;  1  sailmaker. 

Jl'aahingion  navy-yard, — 1  captain  of  the  yard,  tx-offi>cio  equipment  officer ;  1  lieuten- 
ant-commander in  charge  of  shops ;  1  boatswain,  rigging- loft;  1  sailmaker. 

Mare  Island  navy-yard, — 1  captain  of  the  yard,  ex-officio  equipment  officer;  1  boat- 
swain, rigging  loft ;  1  sailmaker. 

Pensacola  navy-yard, — 1  captain  of  the  yard,  ex-officio  equipment  officer ;  1  boatswain, 
rigging-loft ;  1  sailmaker. 

Bureau  Equipment  and  Becruitiny. — 1  commander  or  lieutenant-commander. 

Total,  28  officers. 

The  foregoing  is  the  present  organization  at  the  navy-yards  under  this  bureau.  At 
New  York,  the  most  important  station,  there  is  an  equipment  officer  (commander) 
whose  duties  are  confined  to  that  department. 

At  Boston  and  Washington  manufactoring  yards  there  is  an  assistant  equipment 
officer. 

The  captain  of  the  yard,  except  in  these  instances,  has  charge  of  equipment  in  addi- 
tion to  bis  other  duties. 

The  bureau  has  an  officer  (at  present  a  commander)  detailed  for  special  duty  in  the 
bureau. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  W.  SHIJFELDT, 

Chi^  of  Bureau. 

Hou.  B.  A.  Willis,  Chairman  House  Committee  Naval  £xpenditurea. 

House  of  BepresentativeSj  JVashingtonf  D.  C. 

Statement  showing  numbers  and  grades  of  officers  required  for  the  proper  administration  of 
the  engineer  department  of  the  several  navy  -yardsy  shore-stations^  «f  c. 

Porfsmouthf  N,  H. — 2  chief  engineers;  2  passed  assistant  engineers. 

Boston^  ifo«9.— 2  chief  engineers  ;  2  passed  assistant  engineers;  1  assistant  engineer.^ 

New  Yorky  N.  Y. — 2  chief  engineers ;  4  passed  assistant  engineers. 

New  London f  Conn, — 1  passed  assistant  engineer. 

League  Island,  Pa. — 2  chief  engineers ;  2  passed  assistant  engineers. 

Washington f  D.  C, — 3  chief  engineers ;  3  passed  assistant  engineers. 

JnnapoliSf  Md. — 1  chief  engineer  ;  6  passed  assistant  engineers. 

Norfolk,  Va. — 2 chief  engineers ;  l]>a8sed  assistant  engineer;  1  assistant  engineer. 

Pennacola^  Fla,—l  chief  engineer ;  1  assistant  engineer. 

Key  West,  Fla. — 1  assistant  engineer. 

Mare  Inland^  Cal. — 2  chief  engineers ;  1  passed  assistant  engineer ;  1  assistant  engi- 
neer. 

Coal  iuMpfctiont  Philadelphia. — 1  chief  engineer;  1  passed  assistant  engineer. 

Board  of  inspection. — 1  chief  engineer. 

Bureau  Steam  Engineering. — 1  engineer-in- chief;  1  chief  engineer;  1  passed  assistant 
en&ineer. 

Draughting-roomy  Navy  Department. — 1  chief  engineer;  5  passed  assistant  engineers; 
1  assistant  engineer. 

Board  of  examining  engineers^  League  Island. — 3  chief  engineers ;  1  passed  assistant 
engineer. 

Board  of  examiners  {line  officers  for  promotionf  <f-c.),  JVashingtonf  D.  C. — 1  passed  assist- 
ant engineer. 


neeri 

passed 

2  passed  assistant  engineers,  Chester,  Pa. ;  1  assistant  engineer,  Chester,  Pa. 

Fesseh  in  commissionj  lying  in  port^  held  in  reserve  for  sea-service,  shore-duty  {General 
Order  2.30,  Navy  Department). ^-A  passed  assistant  engineers;  1  assistant  engineer. 

Becapitulalion, — 32  chief  engineers;  42  passed  assistant  engineers;  8  assistant  engi- 
neers. 

Note. — The  foregoing  detail  shows  the  number  of  engineer  officers  required  for 
shore-duty,  t&c,  when  the  Navy  is  on  a  strict  peace  footing,  and  offers  but  a  slight 
criterion  of  the  number  required  were  a  period  of  warlike  activity  to  occur,  when  a 
large  amount  of  steam-engine  construction  would,  of  necessity,  be  done  by  private 
^rms,  requiring  sapehnteudiiii^  ttud.  «^^tvisin^  engineers. 
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Statement  showing  the  number  and  grade  of  officere  required  far  the  proper  admvmtration  of 
the  conHruction  department  of  the  several  navy-yards  and  stations. 

Bureau. — 1  naval  eonstroctor. 

Kittery. — 1  naval  constrnotor ;  1  assistaDt  naval  conatrdctor. 

Boston. — 2  naval  construotoi's. 

Netv  York. — 1  naval  constractor ;  I  assistant  naval  oonstraetor. 

League  Island. — 1  naval  constroctor ;  1  assistant  naval  oonstmotor. 

Washington  — 1  naval  constructor ;  1  assistant  naval  constructor. 

Norfolk. — 1  naval  constructor ;  1  assistant  naval  constructor. 

Mare  Island. — 1  naval  constructor ;  1  assistant  naval  constructor. 

yew  London. — 1  assistant  naval  constructor. 

Special  duty. — 2  naval  constructors ;  I  assistant  naval  constructor. 

Total,  11  naval  constructors;  8  assistant  naval  constructors. 


Statement  of  number  of  medical  officers  required  for  the  proper  adnunistration  of  the  medical 

departmeni  of  the  several  nary-yards  and  stations. 

Portsmouth^  N. H. — 1  medical  inspector;  1  assistant  sui^fjeon. 

Boston^  Mass. — Hospital :  1  medical  director;  1  surgeon ;  2  assistant  surgeons.  Yard  : 
1  medical  inspector ;  1  assistant  surf^eon. 

New  York. — Hospital :  1  medical  director ;  1  surgeon ;  2  assistant  sargeous.  Yard : 
1  surgeon ;  1  assistant  surgeon.    Marine  Barracks :  1  sargeoa. 

Philadelphia. — Hospital:  1  medical  director;  1  surgeon;  two  assistant  surgeons. 
Yard :  1  surgeon ;  1  assistant  surgeon. 

Annapolis^  Md, — 1  medical  inspector;  3  assistant  surgeons. 

WashingtoUf  D.  C, — Hospital:  1  medical  director;  2  assistant  surgeons.  Yard:  1  Bur- 
geon ;  1  assistant  surgeon.    Marine  barracks :  1  assistant  surgeon. 

Norfolk^  Fa.— Hospital :  1  medical  director ;  1  surgeon ;  2  assistant  surgeons.  Yard ; 
1  medical  inspector ;  1  assistant  surgeon. 

Pens4icolaf  Fla. — 1  surgeon ;  1  assistant  surgeon. 

Mare  Island,  Cal. — 1  medical  inspector;  two  assistant  surgeons.    Yard :  1  surgeon. 

Naral  Asylum,  Philadelphia. — 1  medical  director. 

Naval  laboratory,  Neto  York. — 1  medical  director ;  1  surgeon. 


Statement  showing  number  and  grade  of  officers  required  for  the  proper  administration  of  the 

ordnance  department  of  the  several  navy-yards  and  stations. 

Portsmouth. — 1  commander;  1  gunner. 

Boston.— I  commander;  1  lieutenant-commander;  1  lieutenant;  2  gunners. 

Torpedo  Station. — 1  captain;  4  lieutenant-commanders  or  lieutenants;  1  gunner;  4 
mates. 

New  York. — 1  commander:  1  lieutenant- commander;  2  lieutenants;  3  gunners. 
.  Philadelphia. — 1  commander;  1  lieutenant-commander  or  lieutenant;  2  gunners. 

Washington. — 1  commander;  1  lieutenant-commander;  4  lieutenants;  2  gunners. 

Experimental  battery,  Annapolis, — 1  lieutenant-commander;  1  lieutenant;  1  gunner. 

Norfolk. — 1  commander ;  1  lieutenant ;  2  gunners. 

Pensacola. — 1  gunner. 

Mare  Island. — 1  commander;  1  gnnner. 

Bureau  and  inspection  duty  at  founderies,  ^c — 2  commanders ;  2  lieutenant-command- 
ers ;  2  lieutenants. 

Recapitulation. — Captains,!;  commanders, 9 ;  lieutenant-commanders,  11;  lieutenants, 
11 ;  gunners,  16;  mates,  4. 


United  States  Naval  Academy, 

Annapolis,  Md.,  March  29, 1878. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  telegram  of  to-day,  direct- 
ing me  to  send  you,  by  to-morrow,  a  statement  of  the  number  of  officers  necessary  for 
the  administration  of  the  Naval  Aqademy,  and  in  obedience  thereto,  I  beg  to  submit 
the  following  statement : 

For  superintendent, — A  rear-admiral ;  or,  if  none  be  available,  a  commodore. 

For  commandant  of  cadets. — One  captain,  or  commander ;  with  a  lieutenant-commander, 
or  lieutenant  as  his  assistant,  in  charge  of  mess-hall  and  cadets'  quarters. 
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One  commander  in  charge  of  grounds^  wharves,  material,  &.O.,  &c. 

For  the  Department  of  Seamanship.  Xaval  TacHcs^  if'c. — One  commander  and  four  liea- 
teDaDi8,  or  Ueutenan^commauder8,  who  are  abo  drill  and  watch  officers. 

For  the  Department  of  Ordnance  and  Gunnery, — One  commander  and  four  lieatenanta, 
or  lieutenant-commanders,  who  are  also  drill  and  watch  officers. 

For  the  Department  of  NavigatioHf  Surveying  and  Antronomy, — One  commander  and 
three  lieutenants,  or  lien  tenant-commanders. 

For  the  Department  of  Physics  and  Chemistry, — One  commander  and  three  masters, 
lieatenants,  or  lieutenant-commanders. 

For  the  Department  of  Mathematics. — One  professor  of  mathematics,  and  nine  masters, 
lieutenants,  or  lieutenant  commanders. 

For  the  Department  of  Mechanics  and  Applied  Mathematics. — One  profe^isor  of  mathe- 
matics and  three  lientenf^nts. 

For  the  Department  of  English  Studies,  Law^  History^  and  Compoaiiion. — One  professor 
of  mathematics  and  seven  masters  and  lieutenants. 

For  the  Department  of  Steam-Engineering. — One  chief  engineer  and  seven  assistant  and 
passed  assistant  engineers. 

F&r  the  Department  of  Dratdng. — Two  masters  or  lieutenants. 

For  the  Department  of  Modem  Languages. — Five  masters  and  lieutenants. 

For  the  Medical  D^arttnent. — One  medical  inspector  and  two  passed  assistant  sur- 
geons. 

For  the  Pay  Department. — One  paymaster  as  commissary,  one  paymaster  as  treasurer, 
in  charge  of  accounts  of  officers  and  cadets,  and  one  paymaster  as  cadet-storekeeper, 
and  in  charge  of  the  accounts  of  seamen  on  the  ships. 

One  chaidain. 

This  number  of  officers  may  seem  large,  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
younger  officers,  coming  to  the  academy  as  assistant  instructors  after  long  cruises  at 
sea,  themselves  become  students,  and  their  period  of  service  here  becomes  to  them  a 
post-graduate  course. 

It  IS  also  to  be  remembered,  that  the  greater  the  number  of  instructors,  the  smaller 
become  the  sections,  and  consequently  the  more  careful  the  instruction  give  a  to  each 
cadet. 


Summary  of  officers  required  for  diicipline  and  instruction  at  Saval  Academy. 

1  rear-admiral. 

6  commanders. 

41  masters,  lieutenants,  or  lieutenant-commandcis. 
1  chief  engineer. 

7  assistant  and  passed  assistant  engineers. 

1  medical  inspector. 

2  passed  assistant  surgeons. 

3  paymasters. 
1  chaplain. 

3  professors  of  mathematics. 

There  are  also  at  this  station,  the  monitor  Nantucket,  the  gunnery-ship  Santee,  the 
Dale,  and  the  steamer  Phlox,  to  which  are  attached  1  commander,  7  mates,  1  boat- 
swain, and  1  gunner. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  vour  obedient  servant, 

C.  R.  P.  RODOERS, 
Bear-Admiraly  Superintendent. 
Hou.  R.  W.  Thompson, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  TVaahingfon. 
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Navy  DEPARTMfeNT, 

Mardi  30,  1878. 

Sir  :.  Af^reeably  to  the  promise  made  by  me  to  your  committee,  I  now  have  the  honor 
to  make  the  following  communication  : 

The  net  carrent  expensee  of  the  Navy  Department  during  the  present  fiscal  year, 
from  July  1. 1877,  to  March  1,  1878,  exclusive  of  the  amount  appropriated  for  the  de- 
ficiency of  tne  last  fiscal  year,  have  been  as  follows : 

July,  1877 $1,»77,184  85 

August,  1877 1,009,062  47 

September.  1877 1,326,902  6C 

October.  1877 1,277,312  65 

November,  1877 1,418,504  43 

December,  1877 992,832  35 

January,  1878 •. 821,439  62 

February,  1878 876,364  94 

Total 9,299,608  97 

The  amount  available  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1878,  was  $13,551,759.94 • 
The  estimated  deficiency  for  "  pay  of  the  Navy  '^  is  $765,592.12,  which  should  be  added 
in  order  to  show,  if  the  appropriation  therefor  shall  be  made,  the  total  means  of  the 
department  for  the  entire  fiscal  year,  as  follows : 

Amount  available  from  appropriations $13, 551, 759  94 

Deficiency  for  "  pay  of  the  Navy  " 765,^92  12 

Total 14,317,352  06 

Of  this  sum  there  has  already  been  expended,  up  to  March  1, 1878,  as  stated  above,. 
$9,299,603.97,  which  leaves  a  balance  unexpended  of  $5,017,748.09,  including  the  esti- 
mated deficiency  for  ''  pay  of  the  Navy."  But  this  does  not  show  the  precise  amonnt, 
for  the  reason  that  there  are  unexpended  balances  now  in  the  hands  of  the  different 
paymasters,  applicable  to  present  and  future  expenditures.  This  is  estimated,  in  round 
numbers,  at  $100,000,  which,  added  to  the  foregoing  balance,  makes  the  total  sum,  in- 
cluding the  deficiency  for  "pay  of  the  Navy,"  $5,117,748.09. 

It  is  oelieved  by  me,  if  the  deficiency  in  "pay  of  the  Navy"  is  made  up  by  an  ap- 
propriation, and  an  additional  deficiency  of  ^81,627 .28,  for  toe  civil  establishment  at 
the  several  navy-yards,  that  the  above  balance  will  be  amply  sufficient  to  cover  all 
the  future  expenditures  of  the  fiscal  year,  and  that  there  will  be  no  deficiency  what- 
ever. The  probability  is  there  will  be,  at  the  end  of  the  year,  an  unexpended  balance 
in  several  of  the  bureaus,  which,  if  such  a  contingency  should  occur,  will  be  covered 
into  the  Treasury. 

In  order,  however,  that  the  committee  may  better  understand  the  character  of  the 
above  expenditure  of  $9,299,603.97,  the  following  analysis  of  it  is  presented  : 

The  expenditures  on  account  of  "pay  of  the  Navy,"  from  July  1,  1877,  to  March  1, 
1878,  have  been  as  follows  : 

July,  1877 $1,179,125  78 

August,  1877 * 6;W,741  74 

September,  1877 890,089  82 

October,  1877 721,922  44 

November,  1877 820,723  91 

December,  1877 445,264  66 

January,  1878 204,959  76 

February,  1878 447,702  ,36 

5, 349, 530  47 

By  deducting  the  sum  thus  expended  for  "  pay  of  the  Navy  "  from  the  total  expendi- 
ture, the  balance  expended  for  other  purposes  will  be  reached,  thus : 

Total  expenditure  for  eight  months $9,299,603  97 

Total  expenditure  for  "  pay  of  the  Navy  " 5,349,.^)30  47 

Amount  expended  for  other  purposes 3,950,073  .^jO 

Of  this  sum  the  following  have  been  the  expenditures  of  the  Several  bureaus  : 

Yardd  and  docks. 

For  repairs  and  preservation  of  yards  and  docks |ilQ8,867  48 

For  general  maintenance 285,491  00 

For  contingencies 12,699  46 

For  Naval  Asylum 26,421  16 

433,479  10 
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The  whole  snm  ftppropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  for  this  bureau  was  as  follows : 

For  repairs  and  preservatiou  of  yards  and  docks |150, 000  00 

For  general  maintenance 440,  OoO  00 

For  continj^encies 20,000  00 

For  Naval  Asylum 5'i,973  00 

662,973  00 

It  will,  therefore,  be  seen  that  the  amount  under  the  control  of  this  bureau  for  the 
remainder  of  the  fiscal  year  is  |229,493.90,  thus  : 

Amount  appropriated $662,973  00 

Amount  expeuded 43:),  479  10 

Balance  on  hand 229,493  90 

Equipment  and  recruiting. 

Equipment  of  vessels - $391,507  36 

Contingencies 23,455  09 

414,962  45 

The  whole  sum  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  for  this  bureau  was  as  follows : 

Equipment  of  vessels $870,000  00 

Contingent , 65,000  00 

935,000  00 

It  will,  therefore,  be  seen  that  the  amount  under  the  control  of  this  bureau  for  the 
remainder  of  the  fiscal  year  is  $520,037.55,  thus: 

Amount  appropriated $9.35,000  00 

Amount  expended 414,962  45 

Balance  on  hand 520, 0:)7  55 

Ordnance  and  torpedo  service. 

Labor  at  the  several  navy-yards $81,602  00 

Materials  purchased * 66,025  22 

147. 627  22 

The  whole  sum  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  for  this  bureau  was  as  follows : 

Ordnance $188,000  GO 

Torpedo 38,500  00 

226, 500  00 

It  will,  therefore,  be  seen  that  the  amount  under  the  control  of  this  bureau  for  the 
remainder  of  the  fiscal  year  is  thus : 

Amount  appropriated $226,500  00 

Amount  expended 147,627  22 

Balance  on  hand 78,872  78 

Medicine  and  surgery. 

To  medicines,  medical  stores,  instruments,  Slo $23,070  75 

For  repairs  and  improvement  of  hospitals,  &c 7, 462  18 

For  contingencies 9,374  14 

39,907  07 

The  whole  snm  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  for  this  bureau  was  as  follows : 

For  necessaries,  &c $30,000  00 

For  repair  of  hospitals,  &c 20,000  00 

For  contingencies 15,000  00 

65,000  00 

It  will,  therefore,  be  seen  that  the  amount  under  the  control  of  this  bureau  for  the 
remainder  of  the  fiscal  year  is  $25,092.93,  thus  : 

Amount  appropriated ^ $65,000  00 

Amount  expended 39,907  07 

Balance  on  band 25.092  93 
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CoKiinicfion  and  Bepair. 


For  materials  at  the  several  navj'-yards « $244, 3*22  65 

For  labor  at  the  several  navy-jards 863,314  Od 

1,127,636  65 

The  whole  som  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  for  this  bureau  was  $1,750,000. 
It  will,  therefore,  be  seen  that  the  aroonnt  under  the  control  of  this  bureau  for  the 
remainder  of  the  year  is  $622^363.35,  thus : 

Amount  appropriated $1,7.50,000  00 

Amount  expended 1, 127,636  65 

Balance  on  hand 622,263  35 

It  is  due  to  this  bureau  to  remark  that  between  July  1,  1877,  and  March  1,  1878,  it 
has  made  necessary  repairs  to  eighty-eight  vessels,  lar^e  and  small, at  an  aggregate 
cost  of  $512,985.80.  A  list  of  these  is  attached  hereto,  with  the  cost  of  each.  Besides 
this  it  has  done  a  large  amount  of  miscellaneous  work  at  the  several  navy-yards,  in- 
cluding sawing  timber,  manufacturing  sheet  and  bolt  copper,  copper  and  brass  work, 
and  sheet-lead,  at  the  Washington  navy-yard. 

Steam- Engineering. 

For  materials,  freight,  &c §148,793  75 

For  labor 337,417  59 

For  adjustment  of  appropriations 15,063  29 

501,274  63 

The  whole  sum  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  for  this  bureau  was  $942,000. 
It  will,  therefore,  be  seen  that  the  amount  under  the  control  of  this  bureau  for  the 
remainder  of  the  year  is  $440,725.37,  thus : 

Amount  appropriated $942,000  00 

Amount  expended 501,274  63 

Balance  on  hand 440, 72£  37 

This  bureau  has  made  extensive  repairs  to  the  machinery,  boilers,  &c,  of  twenty- 
seven  vessels  at  the  several  navy-yards.  It  has  also  cast  several  new  propellers  at  the 
Washington  navy-yard. 

Navigation. 

For  navigation $71,038  99 

For  contingencies 980  72 

For  hydrographic  work 26,023  15 

For  Naval  Observatory 13,043  13 

For  Nautical  Almanac 10,313  10 

For  transit  of  Venus 2,838  00 

For  transit  of  Mercury 77  80 

For  theory  of  moon's  motion 945  00 

125. 259  89 

The  whole  sum  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  for  this  bureau  was  $209,300. 
It  will,  therefore,  be  seen .  that  the  amount  under  the  control  of  this  bureau  for  the 
remainder  of  the  fiscal  year  is  $84,040.11,  thus : 

Amount  appropriated $209,300  00 

Amount  expended j ^ 125,259  89 

I  

Balance  on  hand 84,040  11 

Provinons  and  Clothing. 

For  provisions $400,124  97 

Forclothing 488  55 

For  contingencies 18, 404  18 

419,017  70 
The  whole  sum  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  for  this  bureau  was  $990,000. 
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It  will,  tberefore,  be  seen  that  the  amonnt  nnder  the  coutrol  of  this  bureau  for  the 
remainder  of  the  year  is  ^70,982.30,  thus : 

AmoQDt  appropriated Sl>90.000  00 

Amount  expended 419,017  70 

Balanceon  hand 570,982  30 

It  is  proper  to  remark  that  the  reason  why  so  large  a  balance  appears  available  for 
this  bureau  is  that  a  large  portion  of  the  amount  appropriated  for  it  is  sp<3nt  abroad, 
and  consequently  full  reports  have  not  been  received. 

The  following  is  a  recapitulation  of  these  several  expenditures : 

Yards  and  Docks $433,479  10 

Equipment  and  Recruiting 414,962  45 

Ordnance 147,627  22 

Medicine  and  Surgery 39,907  07 

Construction  aod  Repair 1,127,636  65 

St-eam  Engineering ^....  501,274  63 

Navigation 125,259  89 

Provisions  and  Clothing 419,017  70 

Total 3,209,164  71 

By  deducting  the  sum  expended  by  the  bureaus  from  the  aggregate  expended  for  all 
other  purposes,  exclusive  ot  ''  Pay  of  the  Navy,''  it  will  be  seen  that  the  amount  thus 
expended  for  the  ex]>enseB  of  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  for  contingent 
expenses,  civil  establishments  at  the  several  navy-yards,  Marine  Corps,  Naval  Asylum, 
&c.,  is  $673,963.08,  thus : 

Amount  expended  exclusive  of  "  Pay  of  the  Navy  " $3, 950, 073  50 

Amount  expended  by  bureaus 3,209, 164  71 


» 


Amount  expended  for  other  purposes 740,908  79 

The  amonnt  on  hand  for  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal  year  is  $4, 252, 155.97.  which  it  is 
hoped  will  be  increased  by  the  appropriation  of  the  deficiency  for  **  Pay  of  the  Navy," 
thus : 

Amount  available  for  the  fiscal  year $13,551,759  94 

Amount  ex]»ended  up  to  March  1,1878 9,299,603  97 

4,252,155  97 
Add  estimated  deficiency  for  **  Pay  of  the  Navy  " 765, 592  12 

Total  available  for  remainder  of  year 5,017,748  09 

The  balances  on  hand  in  the  several  bureaus  available  during  the  remainder  of  the 
year  is $2,571,608.29,  as  follows: 

Yards  and  Docks $229,493  90 

Equipment  and  Recruiting 520,037  55 

Ordnance 78,872  78 

Medicine  and  Surgery 25,092  93 

Construction  and  Repair 622,303  35 

Steam  Engineering 440, 725  37 

Navijration 84,040  11 

Provisions  and  Clothing 570,982  30 

2,571,608  29 

This  sum,  deducted  from  the  whole  amount  available  for  the  year,  will  show  that, 
if  the  appropriation  for  deficiency  in  ''  pay  of  the  Navy ''  is  made,  there  will  remain 
for  the  expenses  of  "  pay  of  the  Navy,''  and  all  other  current  expenses,  except  the 
civil  establishments,  during  the  year,  $2,546,139.80,  as  follows*: 

Available  total  means $5, 117,748  09 

Available  means  in  bureaus 2,571,608  29 

Balsnce  for  "  pay  of  the  Navy."  and  other  purposes 2, 546, 139  80 

Add  estimated  amonnt  for  civil  establishments 81,627  28 

Total 2,627,767  08 

The  amount  necessary  fo^  the  "pay  of  the  Navy"  for  the  remainder  of  the  year 
cannot  now  bo- ascertained  wvtU  precise  accuracy,  but  may  be  approximately  estiraat-ed 
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at  $550,000  per  month,  or  $2,200,000  lor  the  remainder  of  the  year.  This  will  leave  for 
all  other  put  poaes,  excloBive  of  '^  pay  of  the  Navy,*'  and  the  expenditures  of  the  bu- 
reaus, $427,767.08  for  the  next  foar  months. 

It  is  hoped  that  this  exp)anatioB  is  sufficiently  minute  and  accurate  to  enable  the 
committee  to  understand  folly  the  expenditures  of  the  department  and  its  present 
condition. 

As  the  tiscal  year  has  not  closed,  and  there  ean,  consequently,  be  no  comparison  be- 
tween it  and  the  last  fiscal  year,  it  is  deemed  necessary,  in  order  to  comply  with  the 
wishes  of  the  committee,  to  compare  the  expenditures  of  the  year  from  March  13,  1876, 
to  March  13, 1877,  at  which  time  the  department  was  placed  under  my  charge,  with 
those  of  the  year  from  March  13,  1877,  to  March  13,  1878. 

The  foUowini;  table  will  show  the  expenditures  from  March  13,  1876,  to  March  13, 
1877: 

March  13,  to  March  31,  1876 $.'09,533  82 

April,1876 648,899  69 

May,187r, 223,961  43 

Juue,lH76 447,481  87 

July,  1876 2,434,788  34 

August,  1876 1,641,255  71 

September,  1876 2,279,385  77 

October,  1-76 1,363,72:^  43 

November,  1876 1,391,763  31 

December,  1876 1,198,214  33 

January,  1877 ^...  788,897  19 

February.  1877 769,445  31 

March  1  to  March  13, 1877 467,851  44 

Total 14,165,201  64 

The  following  table  will  show  the  expenditures  from  March  13, 1877,  to  March  13, 

1878: 

March  13  to  March  31, 1877 $666,940  65 

April,  1877 ^ 3-20.582  93 

May,  1877 346,745  36 

June,  1H77 404.519  50 

July,  1877 1,577,184  85 

Augnst,  1$77 1,009,062  47 

September,  1877 1,326,902  66 

October,  1877 1,277,312  65 

November,  1877 1,556,879  24 

December,  1877 1,895,945  79 

January,  1878 1,276,903  43 

February,  1878 1,022,024  74 

March  1  to  March  13,1878 6:«',566  85 

Total 13,318,571  12 

The  difference  between  these  two  aggregate  sums  is  $846,630.52.  But  inasmuch  as 
there  was  a  deficiency  in  "  pay  of  the  Navy  *'  existing  during  the  first  of  the  aforesaid 
years  and  brought  forward  to  the  second,  this  amount  does  not  represent  the  true  dif- 
ference. This  can  only  be  done  by  charging  the  deficiency  to  the  year  to  which  it  prop- 
erly belongs;  that  is,  by  adding  it  to  the  first  and  subtracting  it  from  the  second,  qa 
follows : 

From  March  13,  1876,  to  March  13,  1877 $14,165,201  64 

Add  amount  paid  on  account  of  last  deficiency  appropriation.^ 1,681,918  17 

Total 15,847,119  81 

From  March  13,  1877,  to  March  13,1878 13,318,57112 

Subtract  amount  paid  on  account  of  last  deficiency  appropriation 1, 681, 918  17 

Total 11,636,652  95 

These  two  aggregate  sums  show  what  is  properly  chargeable  to  each  of  the  aforesaid 
years,  and  is  as  follows : 

From  March  13,  1876,  to  March  13.  1877 $15,847,119  81 

From  March  13,  1877,  to  March  18,  1878 11,636,652  95 

Difference t 4,210,466  86 
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Ifc  is  proper  to  say,  boweveb,  that  the  work  of  the  bureaus  in  the  several  navy-yards 
was  suspended  from  March  13^  1877,  to  July  1,  1877,  while  during  the  correspondiug 
months  of  the  previous  year  it  was  in  progress.  The  amonnt  of  this  expenditnre 
should  be  deducted  from  toe  whole  amount  expended  during  the  year  from  March  13, 
187T,  to  March  13, 1878,  in  order  to  show  a  proper  comparison  between  the  two  years. 

The  work  done  and  materials  furnished  during  the  three  months  of  April,  May,  and 
June,  1877,  in  the  several  navy-yards,  under  the  cognizance  of  the  Bureaus  of  Con- 
struction and  Repair  and  Steam-Engineering  was  as  follows : 

Construction  and  Repair |13.'>,  574 'CO 

Stcam-Engiueering 97,837  00 

Total 2:^3,411  60 

This  should  be  deducted  from  the  above  amonnt  of  expenditure  for  the  first  of  the 
aforesaid  ycfars,  iu  order  to  reach  the  true  basis  of  comparison,  thus  : 

Amount  as  above *. $15,847, 119  81 

Deduct 233,411  60 

Total  for  first  year 15,613,708  21 

Total  for  secoud  year 11,636,652  95 

Difference 3,977,005  26 

But,  while  the  expenditnre  for  the  second  year  is  thus  shown  to  be  $11,636,652.95,  it 
is  also  proper  to  consider  that  no  work  was  done  at  any  of  the  yards  during  the  months 
of  April,  May,  and  June,  1877.  What  the  expenditnre  on  that  account  would  have 
been  if  the  yards  had  been  in  operation,  repairing  vessels,  boilers,  engines,  &.c.,  can 
not  now  be  accurately  estimated.  It  would  depend,  of  course,  in  some  measure  npon 
the  amount  of  repairs  done,  and  these  are  necessarily  varied  by  the  condition  of  the 
vessels.  Assuming  the  same  amount  as  expended  the  previous  year,  or  $233,411.60, 
then  the  ex^ienditure  for  the  year  should  be  put  down  as  $11,870,0(34.55,  thus: 

Amount  as  above $11,636,652  95 

Estimated  work  for  3  months 233,411  60 

11,870,064  55 

And  this  would  reduce  the  above  difference  to  $3,743,643.66,  the  aggregate  expendi- 
ture, however,  being  left  subject  to  variation  for  any  given  year  by  the  amonnt  of 
work  done  and  the  number  of  vessels  built  or  repaired. 
All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Nary. 
Hon.  Ben.t.  A.  Willis, 

Chairman  of  Committee  on  ExpenUtures  in  Xavy  Department 
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AniounUi  expended  for  labor  on  re^seh  repairing,  and  mi$cellaneou8  worlc,  at  the  several  navy- 

yards  from  July  1,  1877,  to  March  1, 1878. 


Ajax 

Alaska « , 

Antietam 

BoDicia 

BarlingtoD 

Comanche , 

CanaDdaigna 

Canonicas 

Catekill 

Cohasset 

Connecticat 

Constellation 

Constitution 

Dictator 

Emerald 

Enterprise 

Essex , 

Fortune , 

Franklin 

Frolic , 

Galena 

Glance 

Guard 

Hartford 

Hnron , 

Independence 

Iowa 

Iroquois 

Jason 

Juniata 

Kansas 

Kearsarge 

Lackawanna 

Lancaster 

Lehigh 

Leyden , 

Mahopac 

Manhattan , 

Mayflower 

Minnesota 

Mohican 

Monongahela 

Montauk 

Monterey 

Nahant 


82, 154  15 

93. 709  79 

2,  '.^H  19 

21,418  45 

893  57 

2,867  07 

2,624  59 

14  00 

2.104  15 

930  26 

32  00 

155  96 

23,388  14 

1, 194  27 

1,860  21 

10, 5*e4  21 

440  86 

943  20 

395  63 

52  87 

25,334  56 

1,681  07 

9, 516  22 

13,934  92 

9H5  52 

232  70 

1,361  00 

671  45 

2, 058  01 

8  28 

6  00 

66  60 

5, 809  97 

45  52 

1,952  46 

7,271  07 

7,217  44 

7, 124  64 

12  00 

1,223  91 

2, 038  40 

11,318  65 

1,065  65 

418  22 

3, 073  72 


Narragansett . 

Niagara  

Nipsic 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Ossipee 

Passaic 

Peusacola. ... 
Pennsylvania 

Phlox 

Pilgrim 

Piota 

Plymouth 

Portfire 

Portsmouth . . 
Powhatan  ... 

Puritan 

Quinnehaug  . 

Rose 

Richmond  ... 

Rocket 

Relief 

Rescue 

Speedwell  ... 

Sabine , 

Supply  ...... 

Saratoga.... . 

Swatara 

Sorrel 

Saint  Louis  .. 

Saugus  

Snowdrop  ... 
Sands- Jean  .. 
Standish.... . 
Ticonderoga 
Tallapoosa... 

Triana 

Tuscarora  ... 

Wabash 

Wachusett . . . 
Wyandotte  . . 

Wyoming 

Yantic 

Total... 


• 

183  44 

931  00 

30, 375  44 

925  00 

86  00 

2,056  42 

1,343  18 

2, 553  23 

20  00 

85  74 

513  08 

405  00 

599  35 

644  11 

11,877  04 

11,198  04 

35  76 

16,802  96 

871  85 

29,  (i98  20 

1,461  03 

66  88 

110  47 

2, 075  58 

m  00 

5, 874  35 

1,245  34 

2,451  6:J 

393  54 

:wi  88 

723  54 

251  66 

55  80 

5  50 

34,368  65 

3, 033  97 

1,506  34 

33,009  91 

39  56 

36, 216  41 

1,521  61 

5, 395  56 

156  20 

512.985  80 

Office  of  Neafie  *fe  Levy,  Iron-Ship  Builders, 

Fenn  Works,  Philadelphia,  March  30,  1878. 

Dear  Sir:  As  par  your  r'^quest  to  our  Mr.  Leyy  we  inclose  you  herewith  a  copy  of 
oar  bills  for  work  dune  on  Uuited  States  ahj  >p  Qiii.iuebaa<;.  Pleu.se  ackuowledge  the 
receipt  of  same. 

Yours,  truly, 

NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 
Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Washington,  D.  C. 


United  States  steamer  QuiAnebaug,  Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering  to  Neafie  4"  Levy,  Dr, 

Amount  of  contract  for  hull $35,000  00 

Amount  of  contract  for  putting  in  machinery 30,000  00 

Amount  of  extra  bill,  August,  1876 22,  .534  89 

Amount  of  extra  bill,  March,  1878 ' 6, 157  12 

Total 93,692  01 

Cr.    By  cash  received  ou  account  of  coutiact  for  bull,  Xoy.  14, 1876 20,000  00 

Balance  due 73.692  Ql 


■■*;»T*'i 
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Amounts  expended  for  labor  on  vessels  repairing^  and  miscellaneous  workf  at  the  several  navy- 
yards  from  July  1,  1877,  to  March  1,  1878. 


Ajax 

Alaska 

Antietam 

BeDioia 

Bnrlington  .. 
Comanche  ... 
Canandaigaa 
Caoonicus  ... 

Catskill 

Cohasset 

CoDDectioat  . 
CoD8t«nation 
CoDBtitation  . 

Dictator  

Emerald 

Enterprise ... 

Essex 

Fortune 

Franklin  .... 

Frolic 

Galena 

Glance 

Guard 

Hartford 

Huron 

Independence 

Iowa 

Iroqnois 

Jason  

Juniata 

Kansas 

Kearsarge..   . 

Lackawanna 

Lancaster.... 

Lehigh 

Ley den  

Mahopac 

Manhattan  .. 
Mayflower  ... 
Miiiursota  ... 

Mohican 

Moiioii;^ahula 

Moutauk 

Monterey 

Nabant 


«2, 

93, 

2, 
2, 

2, 


2:J, 
1. 
1. 

10, 


25, 

1. 

9. 

13, 


1, 
2, 

5, 

1, 

7, 
7, 
7, 

1. 
2, 

11, 
1, 

3, 


154  15 
709  79 
368  19 
418  45 
893  57 
867  07 
624  59 

14  00 
104  15 
930  26 

32  00 

155  96 
388  14 
194  27 
860  21 
524  21 
440  86 
943  20 
395  63 

52  87 
334  56 
681  07 
516  22 
934  92 
985  52 
2:J2  70 
361  00 
671  45 
058  01 
8  28 
6  00 

66  60 
809  97 

45  52 
952  46 
271  07 
217  44 
124  64 

12  00 
223  91 
Om  40 
318  65 
U()5  65 
418  22 
073  72 


Narragansett 

Niagara    

Nipsic 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Ossipee 

Passaic 

Pensacola.  ... 
Pennsylvania 

Phlox 

Pilgrim 

Pinta.    

Plymouth 

Portfire 

Portsmouth. . 
Powhatan  ... 

Puritan 

Quinnebaug  . 

Rose 

Richmond  .. . 

Rocket 

Relief 

R»*seue 

Speedwell  ... 

Sabine 

Supply 

Saratoga    

Swatara ...   . 

Sorrel 

Saint  Louis.. 

Sangns  

Snowdrop  ... 
Sands- Jean  .. 

Standish 

Ticonderoga  . 

Tallapoosa 

Triana 

Tuscarora  ... 

Wabash 

Wachusett.. . 
Wyandotte  . ., 
Wyoming..:. 
Yauiic 


Total 


m  44 

931  00 

30. 375  44 

925  00 

86  00 

2, 056  42 

1.343  18 

2, 553  23 

20  00 

a'»  74 

513  08 

405  00 

599  :i5 

644  11 

11,877  04 

11, 198  04 

35  76 

16, 802  96 

871  85 

29, 698  20 

1,461  03 

66  88 

110  47 

2, 075  58 

36  00 

5, 674  35 

1,245  M 

2,451  63 

393  54 

381  88 

723  54 

251  66 

55  80 

5  50 

34, 368  65 

3, 033  97 

1.506  34 

33, 009  91 

39  56 

36. 216  41 

1,521  61 

5, 395  56 

150  20 

512,985  80 

Offick  of  Nkafie  &  Levy,  Iron-Ship  Buildehs, 

Fenn  fVorks,  Philadelphia,  March  M),  1878. 

Dkar  Sir:  As  per  your  request  to  our  Mr.  Levy  we  inclose  you  herewith  a  copy  of 
our  bills  for  work  done  on  United  States  sloop  Quinnebaug.  Please  acknowledge  the 
receipt  of  same. 

Tours,  truly, 

NEAFIE  &  LEVY. 

Hon.  B.  A.  Willis, 

Washington^  D,  C, 


United  States  steamer  Quinnebaug j  Bureau  of  Steam- Engineering  to  Neafie  4'  l^evy,  Dr, 

Amount  of  contract  for  hull $:^5, 000  00 

Amount  of  contract  for  putting  in  machinery 30.000  00 

Amount  of  extra  bill,  August,  1876 22,534  89 

Amonnt  of  extra  bill,  March,  1878 '. 6,157  12 

Total 93,692  01 

Cr.     By  cash  received  on  account  of  contract  for  hull,  Nov.  14,  1876 20, 000  00 

Palancedue 73,692  01 

21  AN 
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Aptevdix  1. 

Navy  Dspartmbnt,  Bubsau  op  Cokstbdotioii  and  Bspaib, 

Fehruarjf  27, 1877. 

Sir  :  By  direction  of  the  department,  your  offer  of  the  16th  instant,  to  fornisb  and 
deliyer  at  the  yard  of  John  Roach,  Chester,  Pa.,  for  the  United  States  steamers  Pnritan 
and  Miantonomoh,  two  (2)  of  Manton's  steam-steerers,  of  the  latest  improved  pattern, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  plans  on  file  in  the  bureau,  the  same  to  be  completed  in 
every  respect  and  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  dei>artment,  is  hereby  accepted.  For 
each  of  these,  when  delivered,  iuHpected  and  received,  the  bureau  will  pay  or  cause  to 
he  paid  to  you  the  sum  of  seven  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  (17,500),  it  being,  how- 
ever, prereqnisite  on  your  part  before  such  payment  is  made  to  fully  satisfy  the  de- 
partment that  no  claim  for  infringement  of  patent  can  be  sustained  against  it. 

Please  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  this  letter,  and  signify  your  willingneaa  to  fhmish 
and  deliver  the  steerers  referred  to,  subject  to  the  above  requirements. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  HAN8C0M, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
JOA.  P.  Maxton,  Esq., 

Promdenee^  R,  L 
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Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

ifoySl,  1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  you  to  bureau's  letter  of  the  27th  of  February,  ultimo,  relating  to  the 
purchase  from  yon  of  two  of  ''Man  ton's  steam-steerers,''  please  inform  the  bureau  if  you 
are  now  prepared  to  fully  satisfy  the  department  that  no  claim  for  infringement  of 
patent  cam  bo  sustained  against  it. 
Respectfully,  &o., 

J.  W.  EA8BY, 
Chief  of  Bureaur, 
Mr.  Joe.  P.  M\xtox, 

Pravidetice,  R,  /. 
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Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  Navy  Department, 

June  19,  1877. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  5th  instant,  relative  to  patent  steam-steerers,  has  been  re- 
ceived. Inclosed  herewith  please  find  copy  of  a  letter,  under  date  of  8th  instant, 
addressed  to  the  bureau  by  F.  E.  Sickles. 

Prior  to  any  further  action  of  the  bureau  in  connection  with  these  steerers,  yoa  will 
furnish  the  bureau  with  satisfactory  evidence  <hat  no  claim  for  infringement  of  patent 
can  be  sustained,  as  required  in  letter  of  27th  February,  ultimo. 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

J.  W.  EA8BY, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 

Mr.  Jos.  P.  M ANTON, 

Providence,  E,  /. 


Providence,  June  8, 1877. 

Sir  :  On  April  10, 1876,  an  order  was  given  by  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair 
to  the  Providence  Steam-Engine  Company,  who  are  licensed  by  me  "  to  build  and  erect  in 
such  Navy  vessel  as  the  department  may  designate,  one  Sickles's  patent  steam-eteering 
machine,"^  with  a  verbal  agreement  that  if  the  machine  worked  satisfactorily,  orders 
for  other  machines  would  be  given.  This  machine  was  built  and  erected  on  board 
the  United  States  iron-clad  Rioanoke,  and  was  tested  by  a  board  appointed  for  that 
purpose,  and  a  copy  of  whose  report  I  herewith  inclose ;  this  machine  was  then  ac- 
cepted and  paid  for.  Snbseqnently  to  this  an  order  was  given  for  a  second  machine, 
which  was  built,  and  erected  on  board  the  United  States  steamer  Trenton.  I  now 
learn  tliat  on  the  27th  day  of  February,  1877,  an  order  was  given  to  Joseph  P.  Manton 
for  two  steam-steering  machines,  with  the.  condition  that  he  shall  **  full^'  satisfy  the 
department  that  no  claim  for  infringement  of  patent  can  be  snstained  against  it.*^  I 
have  to  inform  the  department  that  the  steam -steering  machines  proposed  to  be  built 
by  Mr.  Manton  are  very  plain  infringements  of  my  patent,  a  copy  of  which  I  inclose 
herewith.  I  am  also  informed  that  Mr.  Manton  has  never  made  any  machine  of  this 
kind,  has  no  patent,  nor  any  shop  in  which  to  build  machines.    If  any  question  of  in- 
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friuffemeQt  ariaes  before  yon,  I  shall  be  glad  to  be  heard  oq  that  sabject,  and  will  go 
to  Washington  if  yon  desire  me  to  do  so.    My  address  is  to  care  of  the  Providence 
Steam -Engine  Company,  Preridence,  R.  I, 
Very  respeotfuliy,  yours, 

F.  £.  SICKLES. 
Consfemetoc-in-Chief  John  W.  Easby,  U.  S.  K., 

Chief  of  Bmrttui  qf  C<m$truction  and  Repair y  71  aehingiony  D.  C. 

Providence,  «7im«22,  1877. 

Sir  :  Your  favor  inclosing  a  communication  fh>m  F.  E.  Sickles,  in  relation  to  steam- 
steerers,  is  at  hand.    I  shall  be  able  in  a  ^ort  time  to  satisfy  the  department  that  the 
charji^e  of  infringement  is  as  unfounded  as  the  other  statements  he  makes.    My  patent 
has  been  ordered  to  issue  witbuot  even  a  reference  to  that  of  Mr.  Sickles,  ana  I  own 
a  controlling  interest  in  a  first-class  machine-works,  that  even  in  these  times  is  full  of 
orders.    I  suppose  it  is  a  fact  well  known  by  the  department  that  Mr.  Sickles  is  con- 
trolled by  the  Frovidence  Steam-Engine  Company,  whose  connection  with  cleaning  out 
the  Charlestown  Navy,  and  whose  boiler  contracts  obtained  March  2,  1877,  for  five 
"  sloops-of-war  "  (some  of  which  have  no  existence),  at  prices  more  than  douole  these 
of  first-class  concerns,  which  stand  ready  to  take  them,  and  would  not  coBiuiAnd  the 
oonfidence  of  the  department  in  any  statements  that  might  be  made  by  them. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

JOS.  P.  MANTON. 
Commander  J.  W.  Easby, 

Chirf  of  Bureau  of  ConBtruction  and  Repair. 

liamf  Department,  fVaaiUngtoHf  D.  C. 
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Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

July  28,  1877. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  26th  instant,  relative  to  the  steam-steerers  for  the 
Puritan  and  Miantonomob,  you  are  informed  that  you  have  not  yet  furninhed  this 
bureau  with  satisfactory  evidence  that  no  claim  for  infringement  of  patent  will  be 
snstained  asainst  the  department  by  adopting  these  steerers,  as  required  in  bureau's 
letter  of  19th  ultimo. 

Respectfully,  &c., 

J.  W.  EASBY, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
Mr.  Jos.  P.  Manton, 

Providencey  R,  I. 


Providence,  July  26, 1877. 

Sir  :  The  steam-steerers  for  which  I  received  an  order  February  27th,  for  the  moni- 
tors Pnritan  and  Miantonomob,  are  completed.    I  should  be  glad  if  yon  would  order 
the  constructor  in  charge  of  those  ships  to  inspect  them. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yonra, 

JOS.  P.  MANTON. 
Commander  J.  W.  Easby, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repairy 

Uavy  Department,  Waahingtony  D.  C. 
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Navy  Department,  Bureau  op  Construction  and  Repair, 

Octobtr  16, 1877. 

Sir  :  The  case  as  between  yon  and  Mr.  F.  E.  Sickles,  in  the  matter  of  infringement 
of  patent  for  steam -steering  machine,  has  been  submitted  by  the  honorable  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  for  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents. 

Yon  are  thus  notified  of  the  action  of  the  department  in  order  that  you  may  take 
such  action  in  the  premises  as  yon  may  deem  proper. 
Respectfully,  «&c., 

J.  W.  EASBY, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
Mr.  Jos.  P.  Manton, 

ProHdencey  R.  I, 

N.  B.— A  letter  to  the  same  efiect  was  written  Mr.  Sickles  the  same  day. 
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Navy  Department,  Burrau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

December  13,  1877. 

Sir  :  Naval  Constructor  Femald  will  visit  your  works  on  Taesday  next  to  examine 
your  steam-stoerers  with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  your  plan  is  an  infringement  of 
the  patent  of  F.  £.  Sickles. 

The  machines  cannot  be  inspected  for  reception  nntil  they  are  delivered  by  you  at  the 
place  named  in  the  original  order  of  February  *27,  1877. 
Respectfully, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy ^ for  Consti^ction  and  Repair. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Manton, 

Providenoey  R.  I. 


Cheater,  Pa.,  December  24,  1877. 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  the  bureau's  order  of  the  13th  instant,  and  also  that  of  the 
department  of  the  14th  instant,  I  have  carefully  examined  the  steam -steerers  built  by 
Joseph  P.  Manton,  at  Providence,  R.  I.,  and  tind  that  they  are  built  according  to  the 
plan  forwarded  to  me,  and  substantially  as  described  in  the  report  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Patents.    Referring  to  the  first  claim  of  Mr.  Sickles,  the  Commissioner,  on  the  4th 

Eage  of  bis  report,  says,  **  Engines  which  simply  move  the  rudder,  but  do  not  directly 
old  it,  either  wholly  or  partially,  would,  not  in  my  judgment,  infringe  this  claim."  The 
engines  of  Mr.  Manton's  apparatus  do  not  bold  the  rudder.  All  the  motion  of  the  rud- 
der caused  by  the  action  of  the  water  is  taken  up  by  the  warm  gears  and  expended 
upon  the  rubber  sprin^p,  and  no  portion  of  it  can  possibly  be  transmitted  to  the  en- 
gines. No  strain  applied  to  the  rudder  would  be  sufficient  to  revolve  the  warm  gears 
and  the  shafts  which  carry  them,  even  if  they  were  not  connected  to  the  engines. 

Mr.  Manton's  st«erer  is  not  a  combination  of  a  steam-steering  engine  and  a  hand- 
steering  apparatus ;  neither  has  it  a  brake  to  assist  in  holding  the  rndder. 

I  am  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  Mr.  Manton's  steam-stterers,  built  for  the  Mian- 
tonomoh  and  Puritan,  do  not  infringe  upon  the  patent  of  Mr.  F.  £.  Sickles. 

All  the  papers,  together  with  plan  forwarded  to  me  with  the  bureau's  order,  are  here- 
with returned. 

Very  respectfully,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

F.  L.  FERNALD, 
Naval  CouBtructory  U,  S.  N» 
Chief  Constructor  J.  W.  Easby,  U.  S.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair ^  Washington,  D.  C, 
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Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

December  31,  1877. 

Sir:  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  subject-matter  of  infringement  of  patent  for 
steam-steerers  between  you  and  Mr.  Sickles  has  been  again  referred  to  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Patents. 

Very  respectfully, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Nary,  for  Construction  atid  Repair, 
Mr.  Joe.  P.  Manton, 

Providence,  JR.  /. 

N.  B. — Mr.  Sickles  was  written  the  same  day  a  letter  to  the  same  effect. 
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Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

March  5,  1878. 

Sir  :  In  the  letter  of  bureau  to  you  of  the  27th  February,  1877,  the  following  language, 
occurs:  *'  By  direction  of  the  department,  your  offer  of  the  16th  instant  to  furnish  and 
deliver  at  the  yard  of  John  Roach,  Chester,  Pa.,  for  the  United  States  steamships  Puri- 
tan and  Miantonomoh,  two  (2)  of  Manton's  steam-steerers,  of  the  latest  improved  pattern 
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and  in  accordance  with  the  plans  on  file  in  the  bnreaa."    The  plans  referred  to  cannot 
now  be  found.    If  you  have  them,  will  you  please  return  them,  and  oblige. 
Very  respectful  ly, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  for  Construction  and  Eepair, 
Mr.  Jos.  P.  Manton, 

American  Steam- Windlass  Company,  Providence,  B,  I, 
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H.  A.  Seymour, 
American  and  Foreign  Patents, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  13, 1878. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  request,  I  submit  herewith  the  affldant  of  D.  S.  Bab- 
cock,  president  of  the  Providence  and  Stonington  Steamship  Company,  setting  forth 
that  said  company  have  paid  F.  £.  Sickles  $250  royalty  on  each  of  the  Sickles  patented 
steam-steerers  used  on  the  steamers  of  said  company. 

While  I  deny  that  the  steam-steerer  constructed  by  J.  P.  Manton,  for  the  Navy  De- 
partment, ill  anywise  infringes  the  Sickles  patent,  yet,  as  an  evidence  of  good  faith  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Manton,  he  consents  and  hereby  agrees  that  the  Navy  Department 
shall  retain  for  a  reasonable  time  $500,  which  is  the  amount  of  royalty  cnarge<l  others 
by  Mr.  Sickles  for  the  use  of  two  of  his  steam-steerers,  and  thus  secure  the  department 
against  any  passible  loss.  I  respectfully  request  that  you  will  order  the  inspection  of 
the  steerers  constructed  by  me,  which  have  been  shipped  to  Chester,  Pa.,  ana  are  com- 
plete in  every  respect  tor  immediate  use. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

J.  P.  MANTON, 
By  H.  A.  SEYMOUR, 

His  Attorney, 
Hon.  R.  W.  Thompson, 

Secretary  of  the  Nary, 


New  York,  March  12, 1878. 

I,  D.  S.  Babcock,  of  the  city  and  State  of  New  York,  on  oath  depose  and  say,  I  am 
the  president  of  the  Providence  and  Stonington  Steamship  Company.  Said  steamship 
company  has  in  use  on  the  steamer  Massachusetts  one  of  F.  £.  Sickles's  patent  steam- 
steerers,  and  on  their  steamer  Rhode  Island  a  steam-steerer  which  said  Sickles  claimed 
was  an  infringement  upon  his  patent. 

For  the  royalty  for  the  use  of  the  steerer  on  the  steamer  Massachusetts,  and  for 
Sickles's  claim  of  royalty  for  infringement  in  the  use  of  the  steerer  on  the  steamer  Rhode 
Island,  said  company  paid  said  Sickles  the  sums  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  (250)  dollars 
each,  or  a  total  sum  of  five  hundred  (500)  dollars  in  lien  of  all  claims. 

[seal.]  D.  S.  babcock. 

Sworn  to  before  me  in  the  city  of  New  York  this  12th  day  of  March.  1878. 

JOHN  PHILLIPS,  No.  43, 
Notary  Public,  City  and  County  of  New  York, 
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Chester,  Pa.,  March  16. 1878. 

•  Sir  :  In  compliance  with  vonr  orders  of  the  15th  instant,  I  have  carefully  examined 
the  steam-steerers  furnished  by  Mr.  J.  P.  Manton,  and  find  that  they  are  complete  in  all 
their  parts,  from  the  throttle- valve  to  the  rudder-head. 

The  bed-plate  to  one  of  the  engines  and  driving-shaft  has  been  cracked  by  handling, 
but  in  my  opinion  it  does  not  materially  injure  it. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

F.  L.  FERNALD, 
Naval  Constructor,  V.  8,  N. 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

Washington,  D,  C, 
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ff 

Navy  DsPARTMSin',  Bureau  op  Cohstruction  Aifi>  Rkpaib, 

March  21, 1878. 

Sir  :  In  your  report  of  the  16th  incrtant  on  the  steamHiteerers  fomUhed  by  Mr.  J.  P. 
Manton,  yon  state  that  the  bed-plate  to  one  of  the  engines  and  driving  shafte  has  been 
cracked. 

Yon  will  inform  Mr.  Manton  that  a  new  plate  will  be  required,  and  when  it  is  re- 
ceived yon  will  make  another  inspection  of  these  steerers  and  forward  yoor  report  to 
this  bnrean. 

Very  respectfhUy, 

E.  W.  THOMPSON, 
SecnAary  of  the  Navyy  /or  ConBtrwition  and  Eepair. 

Naval  Constmctor  F.  L.  Fbrnald,  U.  S.  N., 

•  Che$t0r,  Pa. 
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Navt  Department,  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 

ApHl  13,  1878. 

Sir  :  I  also  find  oo  file  in  this  barean  two  reports  by  the  honorable  Commiseioner  ol 
Patents  on  the  Sickles  and  Manton's  steerers ;  a  lengthy  affidavit  made  by  F.  E.  Sick- 
les showing  wherein  Manton's  patent  infringes  upon  his :  a  letter  from  Mesurs.  Dick- 
erson  &,  Beanman,  attorneys  for  Mr.  Sickles,  indorning  the  tatter's  affidavit,  and  also 
plans  and  drawings  filed  by  Mr.  Manton  and  Mr.  Sickles  of  their  respective  machines. 
Copies  of  all  these  papers  can  be  made  if  desired. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfnlly,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

BENJ.  WHITE,  Clerk. 
Chief  Constmctor  J.  W.  Easby,  U.  S.  N. 

P.  S. — Also  an  argument  by  Mr.  Seymonr  for  Manton's  patent. 


[Unofficial.] 
Appendix  13. 

Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  .30,  1678. 

Dear  Sir:  On  page  255  '^ Secretary's  Report,  1877,"  is  a  statement  showing  the 
indebtedness  of,  and  the  amounts  due,  the  Bnrean  of  Provisions  and  Clothing,  by 
which  you  will  see  that  *•  Pay  of  the  Navy''  owes  "  Clothing^'  the  sum  of  $339,200.23. 
Wben  the  amount  of  deficiency  of  "  pay  for  the  balance  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jnne 
30,  1877,"  was  asked  for,  that  amuuut  was  purposely  left  out,  aud  a  separate  bill  (H. 
R.  67)  ofFere<l  by  Hon.  S.  S.  Cox. 

Conld  the  bureau  receive  its  dues  from  *^pay,''  all  clothing  bills  could  be  settled 
and  leave  a  balance  on  hand  of  $50,000.  In  making  the  large  purchases,  therefore, 
from  Mr.  Bigelow  and  the  Mission  Mills,  the  bureau  did  not  actually  run  very  deeply 
in  debt. 

I  thought  it  best  to  write  you  this  explanation  unofficially,  so  that  you  might  fully 
understand  that  the  embarrassment  of  the  bureau  arises  from  the  inadequacy  of  appro- 
priation for  "  pay  of  Navy." 
Very  truly  yours, 

GEO.  F.  CUTTER, 
Paymaater-GeneraVa  Aeeietant, 

Hon.  B.  A.  Willis. 
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Indebtedness  on  account  of  same 8 

Promise  of  Secretary  Robeson  to  give  the  contractors  boiler  work 10, 11, 174 

Testimony  of  W.  P.  Hunt  (president  and  treasurer  South  Boston  Iron  Com- 
pany)   8 

Why  the  contracts  of  March  7, 1 877,  were  suspended 71 

Boilers  of  Constitution,  Mayflower,  and  Triana. — John  H.  Dialogue,  contractor: 

Testimony  of  John  H.  Dialogue  as  to  work  on  Constitution  and  boilers  of 

Triataa  and  Mayflower,  balance  due,  &c 81,82,88,89 

Refusal  of  Dialogue's  application  to  bid  for  machinery  in  March  3  contracts. ..  85 

Detailed  statement  of  account  with  department 89 

Testimony  of  Edward  Hartt  (naval  constructor),  who  approved  bills  of  Dia- 
logue for  extra  work  on  Constitution 90, 91, 92 

Testimony  of  Philip  Hichbom  (naval  constructor)  as  to  extra  work  by  Dia- 
logue on  Constitution 93,94 

Alleged  defective  work  by  Dialogue  on  boilers  of  Triana  and  Mayflower..  .95-108, 124, 

133 

Reports  on  same 96, 101 

Testimony  in  rebuttal  of  that  of  Dialogue  (William  H.  Shock,  Chief  of  Steam- 
Engineering)  95,100 

Boilers  for  the  WachuseU,  Shenandoah,  Triana,  and  Hartford: 

Indebtedness  of  Bureau  of  Steam-Engineering  for  same 8 

Contracts  for  same,  the  iron  used,  &c 11 

Memorandum  of  approved  bills  for  same 13 

The  Steamer  Burlington : 

Hired  and  subsequently  purchased  by  government 89 

Claim  of  Dialogue  for  same 89, 90 

Testimony  of  Ex-Secretary  Robeson  on  the  subject 178 

The  Harlan  and  Hollingsworth  Company. — Contractors  for  the  Amphitrite: 

Testimony  of  J.  T.  Oause  (vice-president)  as  to  account  with  department;  as 
to  Amphitrite  contract ;  comparative  cost  of  government  work  in  and  out  of 
navy-yards ;  propriety  of  March  3  contracts  ;  commission  to  examine  work 

on  Amphitrite;  prices  and  quality  of  iron,  &c 64  to  70 

Memorandum  of  work  on  Amphitrite  under  third  contract 157 

Correction  of  error  in  statement  of  bureau  (Appendix  144) 158 
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South  Boston  Iron  Company : 

Testimony  of  W.  P.  Hunt  (president  and  treasnrer)  as  to  indebtedness  of  de- 
partment for  boilers  of  Toscarora,  Snowdrop,  Narragfansett  and  Dictator ; 
boilers  of  Wacbnsett,  Shenandoah,  Triana,  and  Hartford  ;  indebtedness  of 
Ordnance  Bureau ;  memorandnm  of  approved  bills  in  payment  for  boilers 

delivered 8  to  13 

Conversations  of  Hunt  with  W.  J.  Mnrtag;1i  and  others 9, 10 

A  necommendation  of  firm  by  Chief  of  Borean  of  Ordnance 58 

Money  lost  by  firm  in  the  Wiard  experiments 60 

Whv  the  boiler  contracts  of  Biarch  7,  1877,  were  suspended 71 

Said  ooBtraet  made  beeaufe  of  Secretary  Sobeeon's  promise  to  rive  the  firm 
work 10,174,180 

Providenu  StomiH' Engine  Company : 

Testimony  of  H.  W.  Gardner  fpresident  and  treasurer)  as  to  account  with 

department :  old  material  made  use  of,  d^c 40, 41 

How  the  firm  procured  contracts ;  the  notes  for  pay  held  by  naval  officers  dis- 
counted for  them  through  firm 43 

Communications  on  same  subject 60 

Charles  H.  Raymond,  of  New  York,  not  interested  in  contracts 43 

List  of  approved  bills  from  Steaift-En|i^ine"ring 61, 62 

Why  the  contract  with  firm  for  Omaha  and  Richmond  was  not  suspended ....  110 

As  to  the  prices  for  boilers  by  the  February  contracts 117 

Timber  coniracU  or  ordert : 

Relating  to  an  exhibit  showing  claim  of  A.  W.  B.  Hatch  &.  Co.,  of  Baltimore, 
and  referring  to  a  letter  to  (>eorge  A.  Bassett,  which  letter  is  not  produced. .       49, 50 

Concerning  advertisement  and  price  oi  timber  contracts 50, 51 

legal  requirement  for  advertising  for  timber,  dec 155, 156 

oraer  of  T.  C.  Basshor  &,  Co.,  for  knees 50, 51 

J.  W.  Buker 51 

S.  P.  Brown ^ 51.52 

Why  the  timber  orders  or  contracts  were  suspended,  and  as  to  modification  of 

order,  <fec 71,72,  78,79 

Date  of  suspension,  March  16,  1877 73 

Recommendation  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  of  ratification  of  contracts, 

purchase  of  the  timber,  and  how  the  same  may  be  utilized,  &c 76,  111,  112,  155 

Suggestions  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  to  mode  of  purchase  of  timber, 
erection  of  timber  sheds  at  Norfolk  and  League  Island,  and  an  annual  specific 

appropriation  for  timber 76,  77,  79,  116,  155 

As  to  the  prices  to  be  paid  on  the  contracts 77 

Difference  between  cancellation  of  White's  and  suspension  ot  the  other  con- 
tracts    112 

WUUam  White^g  timber  contract  or  order : 

Testimony  of  Secretary  of  Navy  as  to  his  cancellation  of  contract,  and  White's 

admission  that  it  was  fraudulent 72 

As  to  connection  of  ex-Representative  Piatt  with  same 73 

White's  contract  canceled,  and  the  others  suspended 112 

Testimony  of  William  White  denying  admission  of  fraud,  or  that  contract  was 

canceled,  and  exonerating  Mr.  Piatt,  with  the  papers  of  the  claim 125-133 

No  record  of  an  order  of  cancellation  on  file  (Easby) 148 

Explaimtion  by  Secretary  of  Navy  as  to  disagreemeut  between  White  and  him- 
self   1.54 

Testimony  of  Pay  Inspector  Williams  that  the  purchase  was  made  by  order 
of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  which  selected  place  of  delivery ;  and 
explanntoiy  of  the  purchase  ;  names  of  the  other  bidders :  the  usual  mode  of 

purchase 134-137 

Statement  of  White's  account l.*>8 

Kx-Secretary  Robeson  does  not  know  White,  Ac 175 

Communications  containing  claims  of  parties  named: 

South  Boston  Iron  Company 13 

Cramp  &.  Sons 37-40 

Providence  Steam-Engine  Company 61 

Wood,  Dialogue  &Co 89 

David  Babcock  &  Co 92 

George  W.  QuinUrd 92 

Phineas  Burgess 140 


INDEX  OF  TESTDIOfiTY.  329 

Cemmmncaiians  eontaimng  elainu  of  parUei  named — Continaed. 

Manhattan  Oil  Company 140 

A.  M.  Ingerepll 138 

James  M7  Motley 141 

C.  H.  Baymond 148 

G.H.  Creed 148 

Nathaniel  McKay   152 

William  White iS8,168 

C.  H.  Delamafter  dt  Co , «..•*•  159 

A.  P.  Brown ^^, 159 

8.  P.Brown. 159 

John  Hoach , 159 

WhereabmUs  of  papers  surreptitiously  removed  from  guard-book  qf  Bureau  of  Cou»iru€iio% 

and  Repair. 

As  to  proposal  by  Harlan  &,  Hollingfsworth,  in  1874,  for  Amphitrite  (£aBby).15,22,23 

Removal  of  the  papers  (Ooldsboroi^^) 24 

**  **     (C.  Fisher,  messengrer) 88,29,30 

Retnm  of  some  of  the  missing  papers  by  official  stenogprapher  to  committees, 

with  a  letter  explanatory  of  their  detention.  [  See  Appenoix,  p.  239] 92 

iron. 

Quality  and  value  of  that  used  in  the  boiler  contracts  by  South  Boston  Iron 

Company 9 

Capacities  of  resistance  of  different  kinds  of  iron  armor .• 74 

What  is  a  reasonable  price  for  boiler  and  other  iron — 

J.  H.  Dialogue 86 

Nathaniel  McKay 150 

W.  P.  Hunt 9 

J.  T.  Gause 69 

Unsuccessful  effort  of  Moorhead  to  bid  for  furnishing  iron  for  monitors 117-124 

Moorhead's  complaint  of  unfiftir  treatment  of  his  bid  and  as  to  collusion  in  bidding 

between  him  and  Ne&fie  &  Levy 119 

Testimony  of  E.  L.  Levy  (Neafie  ol  Levy)  on  same  subject 141 

No  mills  for  turret- iron  in  this  country  (McKay) 152 

The  retired-list. 

Necessity  for  revising  same  (Adn^ral  Howell) 56 

Necessity  for  revising  same  (Commodore  Jeffers.) 57 

Explanations  of  parts  of  list,  and  particularly  as  to  Wesley  W.  Bassett 124 

Memorandum  of  dates  and  remarks  on  same 141 

Old  material. 

No  old  material  recently  furnished  by  the  government  to   contractors  with 

Steam-Engineering  Bureau 3 

Old  material  from  department  to  be  applied  by  Providence  Steam-Engine  Com' 

pany  in  contracts  for  boiler-work 41-44 

Old  material  directed  by  Congress  to  be  used  in  the  monitor  contracts 170 

Testimony  of  Messrs.  Garfield  and  Hancock,  of  Forty-third  Congress,  in  refer- 
ence to  use  of  old  material  referred  to  by  Ex-Secretary  Robeson 170 

Why  old  iron  was  supplied  in  monitor  contracts 178 

League  Island : 

Testimony  of  Edward  Hart  (naval  constructor)  as  to  its  adaptability  for  a 

navy-yard  and  expense  of  same 91 

Testimony  of  Phillip  Hickbom  (naval  constructor)  on  same  subject 92 

Testimony  of  Ex-Secretary  Robeson .* 179 

Necessity  for  timber-sheds  there  and  at  Norfolk  (Secretary  Thompson) 76-77 

Discrepancies  in  the  testimony  as  to  time  when  rebuilding  of  monitors  was  begun : 

Mr.  Easby  states  it  as  "the  fall  of  1874,  one  year  afler  Cuban  excitement"..  47 

Ex- Secretary  Robeson,  "in  187:^,  during  Yirginius  excitement" 165,176 

Mr.  Shock,  *  *  during  Cuban  excitement" 2 

The  3d  of  March,  1877,  contract  with  Burgess  not  advertised  (Easby) 22 

The  lid  of  March,  1877,  contract  with  Burgess  was  advertised  (Secretary 

Thompson) 167,168 

Relative  to  alleged  cancellation  of  White's  timber  contract  (Secretary  Thomp- 
son)  72,73,112 

Testimony  of  White 125 

No  order  of  cancellation  in  Bureau  (Easby) 148 
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Page. 
Moneys  due  to  laborers  in  navj-j/arHs : 

No  indebtedDOM  due  to  laborers  bj  Steam- Engineer! d^  Bureau 3 

Explanation  of  exhibits  from  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  showing  mon- 
eys due 31,34 

Concerning  Brooklyn  yard 47 

Enlistment  in  1873  of  1,500  additional  men 166,177 

Jlfuee//«fliy: 

Communication  from  chairman  Appropriations  Committee  as  to  clerical  force 

of  department 40 

Authority  to  enter  upon  repairing  of  vessels  without  advertisement 76, 166 

Onerous  labors  of  Seicretary  of  Navy 79,80 

Policy  of  dispensing  with  navy-yards 68,91 

Deficit  in  appropriation  for  clerical  force .-•  115 

Communication  from  C.  H.  Raymond,  disclaiming  indebtedness  to  bim  in  Secre- 
tary's report ---  148 

Communication  of  like  import  from  G.  H.  Creed 148 

What  constitutes  an  approved  bill ■  156 

The  Ingersoll  l\fe4>oats: 

Order  for  ten  life-boats,  but  nothing  to  show  the  price 137 

Bills  for  same 153 

Memorandum  of  papers  of  same 157 

Testimony  of  O.  K.  IngersoU 161 

Ex-Secretary  Robeson  does  not  know  IngersoU 179 

Nathaniel  McKay : 

As  to  indebtedness  due  him  oh  steamer  Phlox ..•  148 

Statement  of  same 15'^ 

Explanation  of  indebtedness  due  him  for  work  in  removing  Philadelphia  navy- 
yard 148,152 

Eighteen  or  twenty  cents  per  pound,  a  g^ood  price  for  boilers  at  time  of  con- 
tract   151 

General  Grant : 

A  free  passage  in  his  visit  abroad 77, 78 

Contingent  fund  of  Navy : 

Total  expenditures  for  last  fiscal  year,  and  objects  of  fund 114 

Marine  Corps : 

Appropriations  expended  by  quartermaster,  and  how  accounts  are  kept 1 14, 1 15 

For  rrference : 

Note  as  to  testimony  of  Messrs.  Garfield  and  Hancock  of  Forty-third  Congress.  170 

The  great  ship-building  establishments : 

Those  of  Roach,  Cramp,  and  Harlan  &,  Hollingsworth  Company 35, 85, 168, 169 

Vessels  rtferred  to  as  now  in  course  of  construction : 

New  York,  at  New  York  yard 35 

Mohican,  at  Mare  Island  yard 35 

Monitor  Florida,  and  steamship  Florida 35 

As  to  money  available  for  such  work 35 

The  Nipsie : 

Embarrassment  in  completing  her,  because  of  requirement  for  advertising  for 
material •. 157 

The  WiardmaUer: 

Explanation  of  W.  P.  Hunt 11 

Cost  of  experiments 59 

Atlantic  Iron  IVorks : 

Have  done  work  for  department 10 

Jsaiah  Hanseom^  ex-ehief  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair : 

Now  living  in  Washington,  and  on  retired-list 36 

Secretary  Thompson  objected  to  his  mode  of  making  timber-contracts 73 

William  J.  Murtagh : 

His  relations  with  W.  P.  Hunt,  of  South  Boston  Iron  Works 9. 1 0 

H.  W.  Gardner,  of  Providence  Steam-Engiue  Company  ;  does  not  know  him.  44 

Testimony  of  ex-Secretary  Robeson 179 
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Page. 
Puseff  and  Jones: 

Never  applied  to  department  for  work 169 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair : 

Testimony  of  acting  chief  (Ea«by) 4,  15,  30,  47.  5:^,  123,  137,  148.  157 

The  indiscriminate  borrowiujf  of  money  by  the  bureaus 6, 7 

The  March  3d  contracts  suspended,  and  no  work  done 5 

Opinion  of  chief  as  to  general  expenditures  that  should  be  made 35 

Money  at  present  available,  and  how  applied 35 

Many  of  the  timber* contracts  p^iven  out  by  Hanscom  on  his  own  motion   80 

KelatinfiT  to  increase  of  money -balance  on  hand  between  December  12,  1874, 

and  April  3.  1875 137 

Relating  to  Ingersoll  life-boats : 137,138 

Relating  to  defect  in  bid  of  Neafie  Sl  Levy  for  putting  on  the  monitor  iron 148 

No  order  canceling  White's  timber-contract  on  file  in  bureau 148 

Relating  lo  indebtedness  of  bureau,  claimed  by  N.  McKay 148 

Bureau  of  Steam- Engineering : 

Discrepancy  in  totals  between  Secretary's  report  and  showing  of  bureau 2 

Bureau  not  indebted  to  laborers  last  year 3 

The  practice  as  to  advertisements  in  making  contracts 3 

Amount  of  indebtedness  to  South  Boston  Iron  Company 8 

Statement  of  approved  bills  from  bureau,  held  by  Providence  Steam-Engine 

Company 61,62 

Relating  to  Dialogue's  application  to  bid  on  machinery  for  the  monitors .. 85, 86, 95,  lOi 

Bills  against  bureau  by  Manhattan  Oil  Co.  and  James  M.  Motley 140, 141 

Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing  : 

Totals  of  bills  against  bureau  for  last  fiscal  year 24 

Relating  to  clothing  fund  and  stock  on  hand 25,26 

Proper  disposition  of  surplus  stock   116. 117 

Exhibits  of  operations  of  bureau  presented  and  explained 25 

Moneys  available  for  present  indebtedness 26 

Relating  to  open  purchase 27, 28 

Combinations  in  olds  upon  advertisements 28 

Appropriations  for  provisions  and  contingent  inadequate,  and  as  to  clerical 

force  and  system  of  purchase 46 

Bureau  of  Equipment  and  Recruiting : 

Testimony  of  chief  of  bureau.  Commodore  Shufeldt 53, 62, 80 

No  indebtedness 53 

Remarks  upon  exhibit,  showing  financial  condition 53, 54 

Difference  in  cost  of  coal  for  certain  years 54, 55 

Statement  in  detail  of  number  of  enlisted  men  in  United  States  Navy,  with 

manner  of  employment  of  ships  on  special  service 62,63 

Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks : 

Testimony  of  chief  of  bureau,  Admiral  Howell 55 

t      A  surplus  of  money  in  bureau  last  year 55 

System  of  purchase 55,56 

Moneys  for  preparing  League  Island  yard  expended  by  Secretary  of  the  Navy . .  55 

Necessity  for  a  revision  of  retired  list 56 

Exhibits  presented 64 

Bureau  of  Ordnance : 

Relating  to  indebtedness  to  South  BostoB  Iron  Co ^...  8 

Testimony  ot  chief  of  bureau.  Commodore  Jeffers 57 

No  deficiency  in  bureau 57 

Necessity  for  revision  of  retired  list 1 57 

Relating  to  mode  of  purchase,  powder,  &c 58,59 

Explanation  of  mode  of  business,  &.c 63 

No  reduction  of  clerical  force  of  navy -yards  allowable 64 

Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  : 

Testimony  of  chief  of  bureau 109 

Desired  increase  of  clerical  force 109 

Exhibit  of  expenditures  and  receipts  ordered  into  appendix 124 

Bureau  of  Navigation : 

Testimony  of  chief  of  bureau 109 

Relating   to  exhibits  ordered  into  the  appendix  and  to  special  supplies  of 

apparatus 133, 134 
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Feriaining  to  eomlracti  amd  expenditures  of  department. 

Report  (Febroary  14,  1877)  of  board  to  examine  into  work  on  Araphitrite, 
Puritan,  Terror,  and  Monadnock .* 21 

Order  (March  2, 1877)  of  Seeretarjr  Robeson  for  HarBh  3,  eontracts,  with  in- 
dorsement by  Attorney-General  Taft  23 

Moneys  paid  and  due  under  contraets  prior  to  March  3,  1677,  for  Ampbitrite. 
MiaotoDomob,  Terror,  Monadnock,  and  Puritan 169, 161 

Order  (March  17,  1877)  of  Secretary  Thompson  suspendinflr  all  contracts  since 
March],  1877 179 

Order  (April  25,  1877, )  suspending  timber  contracts 180 

Moneys  aue  on  monitors  under  contracts  prior  to  March  3, 1877,  and  represented 
by  approved  bills 180 

Examination  (June  I,  1877),  of  Puritan  by  a  board ;  instructions  to  and  report 
from  same 186 

Report  (August  21,  1877,)  from  same 165, 167 

Statementby  Bureau  of  Steam  Ed (^ineerine' of  contracts  for  machinery,  boilers, 
&.C,  (from  statement  made  January  28,  1878),  showing  balances  in  Treasury 
when  contracts  were  made,  and  condition  of  the  work  on  January  28,  1878.  242,245 

List  of  contracts  (original  and  suHpended)  made  by  Bureau  of  Steam  Engin- 
eering for  boilers,  engines,  &c.,  for  monitors 244 

Report  from  Bureau  Construction  and  Repwr  of  dates,  total  amounts  of,  and 
expenditure  upon  Ampbitrite,  Monadnock,  Terror,  and  Puritan 246 

Statement  of  indebtedness  of  department  up  to  present  6»cal  year 301 ,  307 

EstimaU)  of  number  of  officers  required  by  department  and  shore  stations  of  Navy, 
compiled  by  the  different  bureaus  of  department  and  at  Naval  Academy....  307,313 

Communication  from  Secretary  of  Navy  as  to  the  actual  current  and  estimated  313, 319 
expenditures  of  department 

Amounts  expended  for  labor  on  vessels,  repairing,  and  miscellaneous  work  at 
navy.yard  from  July  1,  1877,  to  March  1,  1878 319 

Ptrtaining  to  bureaus  of  department  general!  : 

Correction  (December  9,  1868),  of  blank  form  of  letter  to  be  addressed  to 
Fourth  Auditor  of  Treasury  in  adjusting  accounts  between  the  bureaus 180 

Accounts  between  the  bureaus  for  labor  and  material  famished  from  July, 

1872,  to  date 181 

Accounts  between  the  Bureaus  of  Ordnance  and  Construction  and  Repair  to 
February  5,  1878 181 

Balances  due  jfrom  and  to  Bureau  Provisions  and  Clothing  to  and  from  other 

•         bureaus 243 

Estimate  of  number  of  officers  required  by  department  on  shore-stations  of 
Navy,  as  compiled  by  the  different  bureaus  of  department»  and  at  the  Naval 
Academy  307-313 

Suspended  timber  contracts  or  orders : 

William  B.  Hatch  &  Co., approved  bills 110,  111,  112 

Correspondence  relating  to  same 167, 166, 169 

Thomas  C.  Basshor  &.  Co.,  approved  bills 80-83, 145 

Correspondence  relating  to  same 169 

^Statement  of  timber  furnished 170 

J.  W.  Buker,  approved  bill 87 

His  proposal,  its  acceptance,  and  the  suspension  of  deliveries 170, 171 

S.  P.  Brown,  approved  bills 84, 146 

His  proposal,  its  acceptance,  the  partial  deliveries,  and  their  suspension 171, 172 

William  White,  approved  bill 159 

Papers  relating  to  same 173,174,277-287,294-300 

J.  Bigler  &  Co.,  approved  bills 147 

Papers  relating  to  same 174-178 

F.  H.  Smith  &  Co.,  approved  bills 156. 157 

Papers  relating  to  same 178, 179 

Order  of  April  25,  1877  to  stop  incomplete  deliveries 180 

List  of  the  suspended  contracts  or  orders 186 
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JOHN  ROACH  AND  SON. 

The  Miantonomoh : 

Proposal  by  firm  to  put  Miantonomoh  in  frame  for  $135,000,  not  on  file  in  de- 
partment and  not  produced 43 

Contract  (September  26,  1874)  for  putting  Miantonomoh  in  frame,  for  $]35,000  43 

Proposal  of  firm  (February  5,  1875)  for  plate-iron  to  plate  .hull  of  Miantono^ 
mob — one  pound  of  new  for  three  of  old  material.  (Same  was  removed  from 

guard-book  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair) 240 

Acceptance  of  siime,  (April  1 3,  J 875) 240 

Proposal  by  firm  (January  16,    1875)  for  machinery  of  Miantonomoh,    for 

$:540.000  8 

Acceptance  of  same,  April  2,  1875 9 

Proposal  by  department  to  firm  (April  3,  Jti75)  to  finish  iron  hull-work,  d^c,  of 

Miantonomoh  tor  $155.000 44 

Acceptance  of  same  by  firm  (April  6,  IH75) 44 

Proposal  by  firm  (September  25,  1876)  to  finish  Miantonomoh  ready  for  seafor 

$360,000 44 

Acceptance  of  same  by  bureau  (September  29, 1876)  and  contract  for  $348,500  45 

The  Puritan : 

Proposals  by  firm   (December  3,   1874)  for  putting  Puritan   in  frame,   for 

$155,000 48 

Acceptance  of  same  by  department  (December  12,  1874) ..*  49 

Specification  for  same  (April  7,  1875) 49 

Acceptance  of  specification  by  firm  (April  10,  1875) —  49 

Proposal  of  depnrtment  (April  7,  1875)  to  firm  to  finish  hull  and  deck  armor- 
plating  for  Puritan,  for  $207,000  50 

Acceptance  of  same —  50 

Proposal  of  department  to  firm  ( September  5, 1876)  for  boilers  for  Puritan, 

for  $-^03,700 17 

Acceptance  of  same 18 

Proposals  by  firm  (February  27,  1877)  for  engines  of  Puritan,  at  $450,000  ...  24 

Acceptance  of  same  by  department  (March  3,  1877) 25 

Proposal  of  firm  (February  27,  1877)  for  additional  work  on  Puritan 36 

Proposal  of  firm  of   February,  24,  1877,  referred  to  in  letter  of  bureau  (not 

produced) 37 

Letter  of  bureau  containing  specifications  for  the  additional  work  on  Puritan, 

for$4IO,000  (March  3,  1877) 37 

Proposal  of  firm  (March  3,  1877)  for  additional  work  on  Puritan,  and  for 

turrets  and  appurtenances,  for  $997,642 37 

Letter  of  bureau  (March  3,  1877)  accepting  proposals  for  additional  work, 

for  $483,934,  and  for  turrets  and  appurteuaces,  tor  $51 3,708 33-36 

Acceptance   by  firm  of  contract  in   letter  of  bureau  of  March   3,    1877,    for 

$997,642,  in  gross :« 

Additional  contracts  : 

Proposal  by  firm  (November  15,  1876)  for  boilers  for  Brooklyn  and  Franklin, 

at  32^  cents  per  pound lA 

Acceptance  of  same  at  30  cents ff 

Proposal  by  firm  (January  25,  1877)  for  boilers  for  Wabash 21 

Acceptance  of  same 21 

Proposal  of  firm  (February  27,  1877)  relative  to  Roanoke 36 

Acceptance  of  same,  March  3,  1677 35 

The  Harlan  and  hoUingsworth  Company: 

Order  (January  6,  1874)  to  commandant  Philadelphia  yard  to  turn  over  iron 
intended  for  Nebraska,  to  C.  £.  Pennock  &.  Co.,  to  be  delivered  and  used  for 

Amphitrite 239 

Order  (February  14, 1874)  to  commandant  Philadelphia  yard  to  deliver  to  Sey- 

fert,  McManus  &,  Co.,  a  portion  of  the  iron  ordered  January  6,  1874,  to  be 

delivered  to  Pennock  &,  Co.,  and  directing  an  exchange  of  old  for  new  iron  239 

First  contract  (September  24,  1874)  for  rebuilding  of  Amphitrite  for  $135,000, 

the  same  bein^  an  acceptance  by  department  of  a  proposition  from  firm  which 

was  removed  from  guard -book  and  not  produced  Wore  committee 29, 21 1 

Proposal  (January  15,  1875)  by  firm  for  six  boilers  for  Amphitrite  for  $110,000  14 

Acceptance  of  same  May  12,  1H75 14 

Proposal  by  firm  (ipril  2,  1875)  for  finishing  iron-hull  work  and  deck-armor 

plating  of  the  monitors  for  $200,000 29 
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The  Harlan  and  HoUingsworth  Company— Continaed. 

Proposal  from  department  (April  5,  1875)  for  work  on  iron  hall  and  deck 

armor,  platingr  of  Amphitrite  for  $155, 000 30,211 

Acceptance  of  same  by  firm  April  7,  1875 30 

Statement  by  department  (April  8,  1875)  of  understanding  as  to  same 212 

Statement  by  department  (April  13,  1875)  as  to  utilizing  materials  of  hall 

of  Amphitrite 30 

Acceptance  of  same  April  14,  1875 31 

Proposal  by  firm  (March  2,  1877)  to  complete  the  construction  work  on  Am- 
phitrite for  ^363,500 -33 

Contract  for  same  (March  3,  1877)  for  $348, 000 31,212 

Acceptance  of  same  by  firm  March  14,  1877 33 

Proposal  by  firm  (March  3,  1677)  for  machinery  for  Amphitrite  for  |230,000. ..  26 

Acceptance  of  same  March  3,  1677 27,213 

Statement  by  firm  of  their  transactions  with  department  with  memorandum  of 

contracts,  unsettled  accounts,  &c 209  to  213  inc. 

Pkineas  Burgeta. 

Proposal  (November  II,  1874)  from  him  for  putting  on  frame  of  Monadnock  at 

Mare  Island,  California 1 51 

Advertisement  by  department  (July  12,  1875)  for  proposals  for  putting  on 

frame  of  Monadnock 50 

Opening  and  statement  (August  30,  1875)  of  bids  for  the  same 51-52 

Contract  (September  18,  1675)  with  Burgess  for  putting  Monadnock  in  frame  53 

Certificates  and  bond  accompanying  same 54  to  57 

PropoBal  by  him  ( February  24,  1 877)  for  removal  of  old  material 43 

Proposal  by  him  (March  3,  1877)  for  Monadnock  for  $300,000 23 

Acceptance  of  sam6  (March  3,  1877)  for  $265,000 24 

Contract  of  March  3,  1877,  with  specifications,  for  completion  of  Monadnock 

for  sea-service  for  $410,000 ; 37 

Acceptance  of  same  by  Burgess,  March  7,1877 43 

Statement  by  Burgess  in  relation  to  his  contract  for  rebtdlding  Monadnock ....  2 13 

IVUliam  Cramp  ^  Sons  : 

Contract  (October  2,  1874)  to  put  the  Terror  in  frame,  &c.,  for  $135,000 46 

Acceptance  of  same  by  firm  is  missing  from  the  files  of  bureau  and  has  not 

been  produced 47 

Proposal  by  firm  (July  16,  1875)  for  motive-power  of  Terror 8 

Acceptance  by  department  of  same  as  to  boilers,  April  14,  1875 8 

Contract  (April  5,  1875)  for  finishing  the  iron-bull  work  and  deck  armor-plat- 
ing of  Terror  for  $155,000 47 

Acceptance  of  same  by  firm,  April  7,  1675 48 

Proposal  by  department  (April  13,  1872)  to  utilize  the  old  material  of  Terror  46 

Acceptance  of  same,  April  15,1875 48 

Proposal  of  firm  (March  2,  1877)  for  machinery  for  Terror,  for  $230,000 25 

Acceptance  of  same,  March  3,  1877 26 

Proposal  by  firm  (March  2,  1677)  for  March  3d  contract  for  Terror,  at  $365,000  42 

The  March  3,  1677,  contract,  for  $346,000 40 

Thomas  F,  Rowland : 

Proposal  by  him  (September  24,  1874)  relating  to  putting  Monadnock  in  frame 

not  on  file  in  bureau 46 

Acceptance  (conditionally)  by  department  (October  19,  1674)  of  proposal  to 

erect  frame  of  Monadnock  and  ship  same  for  $1 35,000 46 

Proposal  by  him  (January  16,  1675)  to  furnish  motive-power  of  Monadnock..  13 

Acceptance  of  same  (April  13,  1675)  as  to  boilers 13 

Proposal  by  him  (Januaiy  26,  1675)  to  furnish  the  plate-iron  for  hull  of  Mo- 
nadnock, the  original  of  same  having  been  removed  from  files  of  department  240 
Acceptance  of  same  by  bureau,  April  13,  1675,  the  original  of  same  having 
been  removed  from  files  of  department 240 

Providence  Steam  Engine  Co,: 

Proposal  of  firm  to  build  boilers  for  the  Lancaster 16 

Acceptance  of  same 16 

Proposal  of  firm  for  new  boilers  of  Yantic  and  Saco 16 

Acceptance  of  same 19 

Proposal  of  firm  for  boilers  of  Kearsarge 19 

Acceptance  of  same 20 

Proposal  of  firm  for  boilers  of  Omaha  and  Richmond 20 

Acceptance  of  same 21 

Proposal  and  coiTespondence  for  building  steam  windlass  and  steam  steering 
machine  for  the  1  renton  ;  purchase  of  same,  &c 183-186 

22  AN 
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C.  E.  Pennoek  4-  Co. : 

Proposal  of  firm  (August  30,  1873)  to  furnish  iron  for  a  sloop  of  war  at  Bos- 
ton yard 239 

Order  (January  6,  1674)  to  commandant  Philadelphia  jard  to  turn  orer  to 
firm  certain  iron  to  be  delivered  for  the  Amphitrite '. 239 

Order  (February  14,  1874)  to  commandant  Philadelphia  yard  to  deliver  to 
Seyfert,  McBfanns  &,  Co.  part  of  the  old  iron  ordered  to  rennock  &  Co.. . 

Proposal  of  firm  (July  7,  1874)  to  exchange  new  for  old  iron 240 

South  Bottom  Iran  Companff: 

Proposal  of  firm  for  boilers  for  Shenandoah,  Wachusett,  and  Triana 15 

Acceptance  of  same 15 

Proposal  of  firm  for  boilers  of  Hartford 20 

Acceptance  of  same « 20 

Proposal  of  firm  for  boilers  of  Narragansett,  Tuscarora,  and  Snowdrop 27 

Acceptance  of  same.... .- 28 

Proposal  of  firm  for  boilers  of  Dictator •  2d 

Acceptance  of  same ^ «• 28 

tfeajie  ^  Levy : 

Proposal  of  firm  to  place  machinery  in  Qninnebaug,  connect  it  up,  d^c 9 

Acceptance  of  same 10 

Report  of  board  of  examination  upon  bill  of  firm  for  extras  in  said  work .  10 

Proposal  of  firm  to  furnish  armor-plating,  &c.,  for  Miantonomoh,  Terror, 

and  Amphitrite 43 

Proposal  for  putting  in  armor-plating  for  each  vessel  on  Atlantic  coast 42 

Bill  on  account  of  Qninnebaug 319 

American  8h^  M^ndiass  Co, — Joseph  P,  Manion  : 

Offer  to  dispose  of  steam  windlass  for  Puritan 181 

Acceptance  and  purchase  of  same 182 

Papers  relating  to  claim 320 

(luintard  Iron  Works— O.  W,  Q^uintard : 

Proposal  by  firm  (August  30,  1875)  fot  boilers  for  Alaska  and  Benicia 15 

Acceptance  of  same 15 

Bill  for  same 241 

C.  H,  DelamaUr  4"  Co,: 

Report  of  chief  engineer  New  York  yard  apevi  necesaily  for  boilers  for  Col- 
orado .^.^...^^k* 16 

Bids  for  same « s 16 

Acceptance  of  bid  of  firm ..^....a....^^. ..^ 17 

8e%feri^  McManua  4"  Co. : 

Order  relating  toexchange  of  iron ^*  ......  .^ 239 

O.  M.  IngersoUt 

Papers  relating  to  Ingersoll  life-boats 287-2d^ 

Moorhead  4"  Co, : 

Proposal  of  firm  (March  2, 1877)  to  furnish  the  iron  for  the  monitors 300 

Wood  8f  t)ialogue*8  unaettUd  account  on  the  Burlington ;  alleged  defective  boiler  and 

work  on  Maffflower  and  Trinna : 

For  various  papers  in  the  testimony  on  this  subject  see  index  of  testimony  under 
head  of  ** Hepaira  of  boHers  of  Constitutiont  Mayflower ^  a/ui  Triana  ;*' 

Communications  relating  to  defective  workmanship 254 ,  266 

David  Babcock  8f  Co,: 

Bill  for  stores  and  supplies 241 

Pay  of  laborers  in  naty'^ards : 

Exhibits  showing  moneys  due  from  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  for  the 
following  months : 

Employ^  in  Portsmouth  (N.  H.)  yard  from  16th  to  28th  of  February,  1877. ..  57 

Those  who  were  paid  in  same  period 59 

Same  yard,  for  March,  1877 59 

Same  yard,  for  April,  1877... .^ 60 

New  York  yard,  tor  February,  ltf77 61-70 
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Page. 
Pay  of  laborers  in  navy-yards — Contina^d. 

New  York  yard,  for  March*  1677 70-75 

League  Island  yard,  for  March,  J877 75 

New  London  yard,  for  March,  1877 -. 76 

New  York  yard,  for  May  and  Jane,  1675.... 76 

Portsmonth  yard,  April*  1877  .  .* ..... ....  ..w^ 77 

AUep^ed  claims  by  men  not  on  pay-rolls,  bat  asserted  to  have  been  employed 
by  naval  constructor  Pook,  at  New  York  yard  (paper  not  complete.    See 

testimony,  p.  123)  .*. 252 

Abstraction  of  original  papers  from  guard-book  of  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair : 

Letter  of  H.  G.  Hayes,  official  stenosprapher  to  committees  of  Hoase  explana- 
tory of  his  possession  of  certain  papers 239 

The  papers  a  portion  of  those  abstracted 239,240 

Contingent  fund  qf  Navy :  * 

Statement  of  same  in  detail  for  last  fiscal  year 247 

The  retired  list : 


The  list  in  full,  with  rank  and  pay  of  each  member 

Miscellany  : 

Statement  of  expenditures  under  appropriation  **  equipment  of  vessels,**  from 

July  J,  1874,  to  January  1.  1878 

Statement  of  purchases  under  appropriation,  '*  equipment  of  vessels*' 

Bureau  of  Consirueiion  and  Repair : 

Indebtedness  for  pay  of  laborers 

Indebtedness  in  detail,  based  on  appfdted  bills,  &.c.,  tip  to  March  3, 1877 

Approved  bills  prior  to  March  3,  J  877,  viz : 

To  toAom  due: 

Anthony,  E.  and  H.  T.,  &  Co .•.....-.. ^..... 

Basshor,  ThomcMO.,  &  Co.i....^ ..;.. .....;  .;>.;^;.-.-.-.. 

Brown,  S.  P .i.... 

Burgess, Phineas : 

Baker,  J.  W... **.-......... 

Cramp,  W.,&  Sons ^ 

Chase, CM ... . . 

Creed.  G.H.. - ....i.i ... ...... .i. ;.... 

Griffiths, J.  W 

Harlan  &  Hollingsworth  Company  ...^..  .;....^  ,i.i, 

Hatch,  William  B.,&  Co 

Hatch  Loud  &  Co 

Jewett,  Elisha  H 

Knowlton,  I.  L 

Lindsay,  A.  H ^ 

^     Manton,  Joseph  P 

^     McKay,  Donald 

McKav,  Nathaniel 

McCullough,  A.  A 

New  Jersey  Navigation  Company ; 

Place,  George 

Phelps  Manufacturing  Company 

Rowland,  T.F 

Raymond,  C.H 

.  Roach,  John 

Savage,  Joseph  L 

Santos,  M.  A.  and  C.  A 

Steele,  W.  Fleet 

Stevens, S.  A., &  Co 

Trickey ,  John . . .  • 

Latham  Brothers 

Taylor,  Elliott  &  Walters 

Vauderbilt,  H.  S 

White,  E.  V.  &  Co 

Wood,  Dialogue  &Co 

Walton  Brothers 


255 
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183 


57 

78 


80 
80 
84 
84 
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88 
88 
89 
107 
107 
110 
112 
118 
119 
120 
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Statement  of  indebtedDess  to  Julj  1,  1877,  based  on  approved  bills  and  adjadi- 

cated  claims 144 

To  ushom  due : 

Bassher,  Thomas  C.&  Co 145 

Bridgewater  Iron  Co 145 

Brown,  S.P 146 

Bigler,J.&Co 147 

Creed,  George  H 149 

Goff,  Georffe  P 154 

Gardner,  Henry  W.  (Providence  8.  E.  Co.) 154 

Rowland,  T.  F 156 

Rider  &  Cotton 155 

Roach,  John 156 

Smith.  F.H.&Co 156 

Trickey,  John 158 

Torrey,  William  A.  &  Co 158 

White,  William 159 

Moneys  paid  and  due  under  contracts  prior  to  March  3,  1877,  an  account  of  Amphi- 

trite,  Mian tonom oh,  Terror,  Monadnock,  and  Puritan 160,161 

Transfers  of  appropriations  on  order  of  bureau  from  April  16, 187*2,  to  May  16, 1877.  162 

Claims  not  represented  by  bills,  but  known  to  bureau 165 

Accounts  between  the  Bureaus  of  Ordnance  and  Construction  and  Repair  to  Feb- 
ruary 5, 1878 181 

Report  from  bureau  upon  the  Amphitrite,  Monadnock,  Terror,  and  Puritan 246 

Money  balances  on  hand  on  September  24,  26,  October  2, 19,  December  2, 12,  1874  ; 
April  3,  5,  7,  September  18,  October  2,  1875;  September  29,  1876;  March  3, 
1877 ;  also  the  outstanding^  obligations  on  the  dates  specified.  (For  explanation 
of  increase  of  balance  iirom  December  12, 1874,  to  April  3,  1875,  see  testimony, 

p.  137.) 251 

Bureau  of  Steam  Engineering : 

Tabulated  statement  of  indebtedness  to  July  1,  1877,  showing  totals  of  ap- 
proved bills,  claims  on  bills  not  approved,  of  balances  under  outstanding 
and  suspended  contracts I 

Statement  of  contracts  for  machinery,  boilers,  d&c  (from  statement  made  Jan- 
uanr  19, 1878),  showing  balances  in  Treasury  when  contracts  were  made, 
with  condition  of  work,  on  January  28,  1878 242,245 

List  of  contracts  of  bureau  for  boilers,  engines,  &c.,  for  monitors 244 

Communications  from  bureau  relative  to  alleged  defective  workmanship  by 
Wood.  Dialogued  Co 254, 26^ 

Views  of  chief  of  bureau  as  to  more  economical  working  of  mechanical  depart- 
ments of  the  navy-yards 267 

Bureau  of  Provisions  and  CUftking: 

Outstanding  bills  aeainst  bureau,  June  30,  1877 188 

Value  of  clothing  delivered  at  different  inspections  for  which  bills  were  pre- 
sented to  bureau  and  the  amounts  agreed  to  be  paid 189 

Statement  of  how  money  was  expended  in  requisiiions  on  the  bureau  for  the  _^ 

last  fiscal  year IdV 

Amouut  due  '*pav**  from  ''provisions" ;  appropriation  for  last  fiscal  year....  101 

Statement  of  indebtedness  of  bureau  for  the  last  fiscal  year 191 

Amounts  paid  exclusively  for  clothing  during  the  last  fiscal  year..' 192 

Statement  of  clerical  force  of  bureau,  with  tneir  rates  of  pay,  February  11, 

1878 243 

Balances  due  from  and  to  bureau  to  and  from  other  bureaus 243 

Mare  Island  navy-yard : 

Bids  for  provisions  and  clothing  for  yard,  from  July  1,  1S75,  tc  February, 

1878 193 

Requisitions  for  same,  &c.,  for  same  period 194 

Provisions  and  clothing  delivered  at  yard,  under  open  purchase,  for  same 

period  195 

Provisions,  clothing,  small  stores,  and  contingent,  purchased  at  all  stations  by 

order  and  open  purchase,  for  same  period 196 

Explanation  of  transfer  of  1300,000  and  other  amounts 196 

Quantity  of  clothing  on  hand  November  24  and  average  yearly  issue  for  last 

three  years 196 

Balance  on  band  February  1,  1878 197 

Stores  received  under  contract  and  advertisement  from  July  1, 1875,  to  Jan- 
uary 1,  1878 197 
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Bureau  of  Ordnance : 

Statements  relating  to  transactions  daring  the  last  fiscal  year  and  up  to  Jan- 
nary  1)  1678,  indicating  character  of  transactions  of  bureau;  showing  how 
purchases  were  made,  and  a  statement  of  balances  up  to  January  1,  1878, 

and  as  to  appropriations  beingadequa^  for  coming  year 198-205 

Materials  on  nana  January  1,  1878,  and  value  of  same 205 

No  reduction  in  clerical  force  at  navy-yards  can  be  made 205 

Bureau  of  Yarde  and  Doeke : 

Relating  to  proceeds  of  sale  of  Philadelphia  navy-yard ;    letter  by  Chief 

Howell  relative  thereto 205 

Papers  accompanying  same 207 

The  expenditures  out  of  proceeds 208 

Contract  for  taking  down  buildings  at,  and  removing  material  from,  old  Phila- 
delphia yard 238 

Suggestions  as  to  methods  of  reducing  expense 222 

Suggestions  as  to  modes  of  purchase 222 

Suggestions  as  to  overhauling  retired  list 223 

Contracts  for  the  last  fiscal  year  for  the  various  navy-yards A.....  223 

List  of  appropriations  to  bureau  for  the  last  fiscal  year 227 

Contracts  under  advertisement  for  last  fiscal  year 229 

Detailed  report  of  expenditures,  &c.y  of  the  yards  and  stations  during  first  half 

of  present  fiscal  year 232 

Detailed  report  of  expenditures  under  '* repairs  and  preservation"  for  same 

period 233 

Total  expenditures  of  yards,  stations,  and  Naval  Asylum  for  the  same  period.  234 
Expenditures  under  **  general  maintenance  *'  at  the  yards  and  stations  for  the 

lastfiscalyeor 235 

Expenditures  under  '*  repairs  and  preservation  "  at  the  yards  and  stations  for 

the  last  fiscal  year .' 237 

Bureau  of  Medicine  amd  Surgery  : 

Statement  of  all  expenditures  and  receipts  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  also  up  to 
date,  including  transfers  of  funds  in  department,  whether  to  or  from  the  nos- 
pitaJ  fund  or  otherwise 252 

^aireati  of  Equipment  and  Beeruiting  : 

Materials  on  hand  at  the  yards  and  stations  under  cognizance  of  the  Bureau, 

January  1,  1878 214 

Additioniu  stores  of  bureau  at  home  and  foreign  stations 221 

Bureau  of  Navigation  : 

Papers  explanatory  of  method  of  doing  business  therein 268 

23  AN 


45th  Congeess,  \    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     «  Report 
2d  Session.       J  \  No.  788. 


FOG  BELL  ON  SOUTH  FARALLON  ISLAND,  CALIFORNIA. 


May  10, 1878.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Kenna,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Commerce,  submitted  tbe  followiog 

KEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2145.] 

The  Committee  on  Commtrce,  to  wbora  was  referred  tbe  bill  (U.  R. 
2145)  to  appropriate  money  for  tbe  establisbment  of  a  fogbell  and 
steam-wbistle  on  Soutb  Farallon  Island,  California,  respectfully  repoi^ 
back  tbe  same  witb  tbe  recommendation  tbat  it  be  passed.  Letters  (Vom 
tbe  department  relative  to  tbe  subject-matter  ot  said  bill  are  bereby 
made  part  of  tbis  report  and  asked  to  accompany  tbe  same. 


Treasury  Dkpartmext,  April  «,  1878. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  the  8th  nlttmo, 
inclosing,  for  the  views  of  this  department,  biU  H.  R.  2145,  appropriating  $25,000  for 
establishing  a  fog-bell  and  steam-whistle  on  South  Farallon  Island,  California. 

In  reply,  I  have  respectfully  to  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  the  4th  instant 
from  Maj.  Peter  C.  Hains,  U.  S.  A.,  Engineer  Secretary  of  the  Light-House  Board,  ia 
which  it  is  stated  that  the  matter  has  been  carefully  considered  by  the  board,  and  the 
conclusion  reached  that  a  fog-signal  at  the  locality  named  would  be  a  useful  aid  to 
navigation. 
The  bill  transmitted  by  you  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfnUy, 

JOHN  SHERMAN, 

Secretary, 
Hon.  John  £.  Kbnna, 

Chairman  Subcommittee  Committee  on  Commerce ^  House  of  Representativee, 


Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  the  Light-House  Boari>, 

Waehingtonf  April  4,  1678. 

Sir  :  I  have  tbe  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  March  11,  trans- 
mitting, for  the  views  of  the  Light-House  Board,  bill  H.  R.  2145,  to  appropriate  money 
for  the  establishment  of  a  fog-bell  and  steam-whistle  on  South  Farallon  Island,  Cali- 
fornia, referred  to  the  department  for  suggestion  by  the  Committee  on  Commerce  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. . 

In  reply,  I  beg  leave  to  say  that  this  matter  has  been  carefully  considered,  and  that 
the  Lignt-House  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  a  fog-signal  at  the  locality  named  would 
be  a  useful  aid  to  navigation. 
The  biU  H.  R.  2145,  referred  by  yon  to  this  office,  is  herewith  respectfully  returned. 
Very  respectfolly, 

PETER  C.  HAINS. 

Engineer  Steretary, 
The  Hon.  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


45th  Congress,  i     HOUSE  OF  EEPRE8ENTAT1VES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  789. 


CALVIN  HALSTEAD. 


May  10, 1878.  —Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  EiDDLE,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  tbe 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4792.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  re/erred  tlie  petition  of 
Joseph  A.  Irvine,  as  guardian  of  Calvin  Halstead's  minor  childj  Calvin^ 
iconld  report  as  folloics: 

Joseph  W.  Goss  enlisted  in  Company  M,  Fifth  Regiment  Tennesi^ee 
Cavalry,  and  Calvin  Halstead  enlisted  in  Company  G,  Fourth  Tennessee 
Cavalry.  They  agreed  to  exchange  places,  and  did  so,  with  the  consent 
of  their  officers,  but  were  never  transferred  as  required  by  law,  and 
therefore  each  assumed  the  name  of  the  other  in  their  respective  com- 
panies and  regiments.  Joseph  W.  Goss  was  wounded  as  Calvin  Hal- 
stead  ;  was  mustered  out  under  that  alias,  and  draws  a  pension  upon  a 
surgeon's  certificate  of  disability.  Calvin  Halstead  was  accidentally 
shot  by  a  drunken  soldier,  while  holding  his  horse  in  a  blacksmith -shop 
to  be  shod,  and  died  in  hospital  as  the  result  of  the  wound.  He  was  in 
nowise  in  fault,  but  the  shooting  was  the  careless  act  of  a  drunken 
soldier,  who  was  brandishing  his  pistol  about  in  mere  wantonness  and 
inebriety. 

The  said  Halstead  died  as  the  said  Goss,  personating  him  in  the  regi- 
ment, as  no  lawful  transfer  had  been  made.  His  widow  has  remarried, 
and  Calvin  Halstead,  a  minor,  born  January  22, 1865,  is  the  only  child 
of  the  said  Calvin  Halstead,  deceased. 

Your  committee  think  that  the  failure  of  Calvin  Halstead  to  be  trans- 
ferred lawfully  to  the  regiment,  as  a  member  of  which  he  lost  his  life, 
should  not  deprive  his  minor  child  of  a  pension ;  and  therefore  report  to 
the  House  the  accompanying  bill,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


1 


46th  CoNaREss,  >    HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Seasum.      i  \  No.  790. 


NATHAN  UDELL. 


May  10, 1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  he 

printed. 


Mr.  EiDDLE,  from  the  Oommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  sabmitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  hiU  H.  R.  698.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  tchom  teas  teferred  the  bill  {H,  B. 
698)  grantinq  a  pension  to  Nathan  Udell j  late  surgeon  Seventeenth  loica 
Volunteers,  report  as  follows : 

Nathan  Udell  was  sargeon  of  the  Seventeenth  Iowa  Yolanteers,  and 
claims  a  pension  on  accoant  of  hernia,  cansed  by  a  fall  from  his  horse 
while  riding  from  camp  to  Corinth,  Miss.,  about  July,  1862,  to  obtain 
medical  supplies. 

It  is  proven  by  Dr.  Eells  and  others  that  Dr.  Udell  was  a  sound  man 
when  he  entered  the  Army ;  and  it  is  in  evidence  that  he  has  been 
afflicted  with  hernia  ever  since,  and  Dr.  B.  Stephension,  jr.,  testifies  that 
he  suffers  from  it  now. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  Dr.  Udell's  present  disability 
originated  in  the  service  and  while  he  was  in  the  line  of  duty,  and  there- 
fore report  back  the  bill  to  the  House  favorably,  and  recommend  its 
passage. 

O 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  791. 


JAMES  MAHEW. 


May  10,  1876. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  tbe  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  AValsh,  from  llie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

KEPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  4703.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  uhom  was  referred  the  hill  {H,  B, 
2977)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Maheic,  lats  a  private  in  the  Ticenty- 
third  Battery  of  Indiana  Volunteers^  report  : 

That  the  soldier  was  enrolled  on  the  11th  of  September,  1862,  in  tbe 
Twenty-third  Battery,  Regiment  of  Indiana  Light  Artillery  Volunteers, 
and  mustered  in  on  the  8th  of  November,  1862,  and  that  about  the  10th 
of  November,  1863,  in  camp  at  Brabson's  Mill,  East  Tennessee,  while  in 
the  line  of  duty,  watering  his  team  of  horses,  they  became  frightened 
and  unmanageable,  and  he  was  thrown  from  the  one  he  was  riding, 
alighting  with  liis  back  across  a  rope  which  was  tightly  stretched  for 
hitching  horses  to,  and,  rebounding  from  the  rope,  he  fell  to  the  ground, 
by  which  his  back  and  side  were  injured ;  and  about  the  20th  of  March, 
1864,  he  became  unfit  for  duty  from  these  injuries,  and  was  sent  to  the 
hospital  at  Knoxville,  and  subsequently  to  various  other  hospitals,  until 
he  was  finally  discharged  for  disability  on  the  13th  of  December,  1864. 

He  was  a  sound,  able-bodied  man  when  he  entered  the  service,  and 
has  good  character  and  habits.  It  is  proved  by  medical  and  other  tes- 
timony that  he  has  been  disabled  from  performing  manual  labor  since 
he  left  the  service,  and  that  the  disability  results  from  the  injuries  re- 
ceived as  above.  The  committee  think  he  ought  to  bo  pensioned,  and 
report  a  substitute  for  the  bill  and  recommend  its  passage. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  792. 


PETER  YARNALL. 


May  10, 1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  bo 

printed. 


Mr.  Walsh,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompaDy  biU  H.  R.  4794.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 

Peter  Yarnallj  asking  for  a  pension^  report : 

That  the  claimant  was  enrolled  on  the  14th  day  of  August,  1862,  in 
Company  D,  Twelfth  Regiment  West  Virginia  Volunteers,  to  serve  for 
three  years  or  during  the  war,  and  was  mustered  in  on  the  25th  day  of 
August,  1862;  that  he  was  a  sound  and  healthy  man  when  he  entered 
the  service,  but  in  the  spring  of  1863  he  was  attacked  with  a  severe 
afifection  of  the  lungs  and  heart  from  cold  and  exposure,  which  also  af- 
fected his  hearing;  that  after  General  Milroy's  battle  at  Winchester,  in 
June,  1863,  he  was  left  sick  at  Loudon,  Franklin  County,  Pennsylvania, 
and  when  he  rejoined  the  regiment  he  was  still  suffering  from  his  affec- 
tion of  the  lungs  and  heart,  and  was  never  able  to  perform  any  active 
duty  thereafter,  and  that  from  this  continued  disability  he  was  detailed, 
by  virtue  of  Special  Order  No.  15,  Cumberland,  Md.,  January  25, 1864, 
as  clerk  at  hesulquarters,  Department  of  West  Virginia. 

These  facts  are  proved  by  his  officers  and  comrades.  The  examining 
surgeon  reports  (August,  1870)  him  one-half  incapacitated  for  perform- 
ing manual  labor,  and  that  the  disability  of  hearing  was  permanent  and 
the  lungs  sufficiently  affected  to  prevent  him  doing  a  full  day's  work. 
It  is  proved  by  two  respectable  and  competent  physicians,  on  30th  day 
of  April,  1878,  who  carefully  examined  him,  that  he  is  now  suffering  from 
chronic  bronchitis,  asthma,  inflammation  of  the  lungs,  and  hypertrophy 
of  the  heart,  causing  great  shortness  of  breath,  and,  in  their  opinion, 
he  was  incapacitated  from  obtaining  his  subsistence  by  manual  labor, 
and  that  his  condition  resulted  from  injuries  received  in  the  service. 
Accompanying  his  papers  is  a  petition  signed  by  numbers  of  the  most 
respectable  citizens  of  his  town,  who  know  his  character  and  condition, 
asking  that  a  pension  may  be  granted  to  him. 

The  committee  are  satisfied  that  he  is  entitled  to  a  pension,  and  re- 
port herewith  a  bill  granting  him  a  pension,  and  recommend  that  the 
bill  pass. 


45th  Congress,  {     HOUSE  OF  REPEESENTATIVES.    (  Eepoet 
2d  Session.       i  }  No.  793. 


CAEOLINE  M.  EGBERT. 


May  10,  1878. — Committed  to  tbe  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Walsh,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  sabmitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  547.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {8.  547) 
granting  a  pension  to  Caroline  M*  Egbert^  report : 

That  from  a  carefnl  examination  of  the  facts  in  the  case  they  find  the 
substantial  facts  as  stated  in  the  Senate  report  (No.  154)  accompanying 
said  bill,  and  therefore  adopt  the  same  as  their  report  and  recommend 
that  the  bill  do  pass. 


45th  Congeess,  )    HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  794. 


DENNIS  McGINNIS. 


May  10,  1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hou^e  aud  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Mackey,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  tbe 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1994.] 

The  Committee  an  Invalid  Pensions^  to  tthom  was  re/erred  the  hill  {H.  B. 
1994)  entitled  **A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Dennis  McOinniSj^  having 
considered  the  same^  respectfully  submit  the  following  report: 

That  tbe  said  Dennis  McGinnis  was  a  private  in  Company  D,  One 
handred  and  seventieth  New  York  Volunteers ;  enlisted  September  2, 
1862,  to  serve  three  years  in  the  war  for  tbe  Union,  and  was  honorably 
discharged  July  15, 1865,  after  the  close  of  the  war;  that  he  filed  an  ap- 
plication for  pension  October  30,  1874,  for  disability,  which  he  alleges 
arose  as  follows : 

That  while  in  the  Rervice  aforesaid,  and  in  the  line  of  his  duty,  near  Patiick  Station, 
Ya.,  in  December,  1864,  or  January,  1865,  while  building  a  corduroy  road,  he  was  thrown 
from  a  wagon  on  to  a  stump  by  the  sudden  starting  of  a  team,  and  his  right  hip  was 
badly  injured  by  the  fall,  by  reason  of  which  he  was  laid  up  for  several  days,  and  was 
treated  in  his  tent  by  Surgeon  Olmsted,  of  said  regiment ;  that  his  hip  has  troubled  him 
ever  since,  and  is  much  wasted  in  size,  aud  at  times  very  painful,  and  he  is  greatly  dis- 
abled by  it;  and  the  same  fall  injured  his  back. 

At  the  time  of  this  injury  he  was  detailed  and  acting  as  teamster,  and 
none  of  his  own  officers  were  present ;  that  tbe  surgeon  who  treated  him 
for  the  injury  is  dead  ;  that  he  has  advertised  and  tried  at  considerable 
expense  to  find  the  ofBcer  who  bad  charge  of  the  detail,  but  cannot ; 
that  he  was  not  sent  to  hospital,  and  no  record  of  his  injury  or  treatment 
can  be  found ;  that  his  family  physician,  who  knew  him  intimately  be- 
fore and  at  the  time  of  bis  enlistment,  as  well  as  since  his  discharge, 
states  that  be  (McGinnis)  was  healthy  and  sound  at  the  time  of  his 
enlistment  and  has  been  in  broken  health  ever  since  his  discbarge ;  that 
before  his  enlistment  be  considered  your  petitioner  ^<  as  healthy  and 
sound  a  man  as  be  ever  knew,"  and  that  from  his  '^  personal  knowledge 
of  the  man  be  believes  he  contracted  the  diseases  and  disability  from 
which  be  is  now  suffering  while  in  tbe  service  as  aforesaid ;"  that  another 
family  physician  of  applicant  who  has  known  him  and  treated  him  pro- 
fessionally ever  since  his  discharge,  states  that  he  first  treated  him  on 
his  return  from  the  service  ^^  for  an  injury  to  the  back  and  hips,  wbich 
finally  resulted  in  sciatica  of  a  severe  character,  and  a  general  derange- 
ment of  the  system,  and  lately  (May  31,  1877)  has  affected  the  heart ; 
that  said  McGinnis  bas  frequently  been  laid  up  for  weeks,  confined  to 
his  bouse ;  that  he  bas  been  and  is  unable  to  labor,  and  that  his  disa- 
bility increases  rather  than  diminishes,  and  that  from  his  personal  knowl- 


2  DENNIS   M'GINNIS. 

edge  of  the  man  he  has  every  reason  to  believe  that  he  contracted  the 
diseases  from  which  he  is  suffering  while  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  or  that  they  resalted  from  injuries  received  in  said  service." 

That  a  petition  signed  by  an  ex-member  of  Congress  who  resided  in 
the  same  county  with  the  applicant,  by  the  president  and  additional 
law-judges  of  the  district,  and  by  most  of  the  public  and  professional 
men  of  the  county,  was  produced  before  your  committee,  together  with 
a  large  number  of  affidavits  of  the  neighbors  of  the  applicant,  which 
satisfy  your  committee  that  this  claim  is  worthy  of  most  respectful  con- 
sideration notwithstanding  the  fact  that  a  letter  was  presented  to  your 
committee  which  alleges  that  the  application  for  pension  in  this  case  is 
fraudulent ;  and  from  all  the  evidence  in  the  case  your  committee  believe 
the  applicant  entitled  to  a  pension  for  disability  which  originated  as 
alleged  by  him,  and  therefore  report  the  bill  with  recommendation  that 
it  be  passed. 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  KEPEE8ENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  (No.  795. 


SAEAH  HOUSTON. 


May  10,  1678. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Mackey,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  ^tcas  referred  petition  of 
Sarah  Houston^  toidato  of  Robert  Houston^  late  lieutenant  oj  Company  6, 
Sixty 'third  Pennsylvania  Volunteers^  repoH:  ^-  >, 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  says,  ^^  That  she  is  unable  to  procure 
any  evidence  showing  positively  that  the  said  Eobert  Houston  had  a 
convulsion  at  the  time  he  fell  into  the  Allegheny  Biver  and  was 
drowned,  but  respectfully  submits  thatjit  is  fair  to  presume  that  such 
was  the  case,  as  he  was  always  a  very^fond  and  affectionate  husband 
and  a  strictly  temperate  man." 

The  application  of  petitioner  was  rejected  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Pensions  for  the  reason  that  no  evidence  was  furnished  that  the  death 
of  the  soldier  was  the  result  of  any  disability  received  while  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  no  evidence  has  been  furnished  the 
committee  that  such  was  the  fact. 

They  therefore  recommend  that  the  petition 'of  claimant  be  returned 
to  the  House  with  an  adverse  report. 


45th  Conobbss,  >    HOUSE  OP  EEPBESENTATIVES.     §  Bbport 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  796. 


JOHN  B.  GILLESPIE. 


May  10|  1878.~Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Magkey,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

EEPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions ^  to  tchom  teas  referred  the  petition  oj 
John  B.  OillespiSy  for  a  pension^  having  had  tlie  same  under  considera- 
tion^ report : 

That  no  evidence  except  the  petition  of  the  claimant  having  been  pre- 
sented to  the  committee  in  favor  of  his  claim,  they  report  back  the  same 
to  the  Hoase  adversely. 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  797. 


OSCAR  B.  NOTT. 


May  10,  1878.— Com tuitted  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Joyce,  froQi  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  aooompany  hill  H.  R.  892.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  PensionSj  to  which  was  re/erred  the  bill  {H,  JK. 
892)  granting  a  pension  to  Oscar  B,  NoU,  have  considered  the  same,  and 
report : 

That  the  said  No  tt  enlisted  into  tbe  United  States  military  service  in 
Company  K,  One  hundred  and  sixty-first  Ohio  Volunteers,  May  2, 1864, 
for  one  hundred  days,  and  was  honorably  discharged  from  said  service 
on  the  2d  day  of  September,  1864,  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

That  on  the  day  of  his  discharge,  as  he  was  going  from  Columbus  to 
McConnellsville,  his  home,  he  was  thrown  from  the  top  of  a  car  and  his 
wrist  badly  injured. 

The  evidence  shows  that  he  was  on  the  top  of  the  car  with  his  com- 
pany, where  they  were  ordered  to  ride  by  the  ofScer  in  command. 

The  evidence  is  full  as  to  the  fact  of  the  injury  and  that  he  has  never 
recovered.  Officers  and  physicians  swear  to  it.  On  the  6th  of  June, 
1876,  Examining-Surgeon  Daniel  Busk  swears  that  there  had  been  a 
partial  dislocation  of  the  wrist,  and  a  fracture  of  the  head  of  the  met- 
acarpal bone ;  that  the  muscles  of  the  arm  and  wrist  are  relaxed  and 
flabby  ;  that  they  are  weak,  and  at  times  very  painful. 

On  full  examination,  therefore,  he  says  that  Nott  is  two-thirds  in- 
capacitated for  earning  a  living. 

The  Pension  Bureau  rejected  the  claim  on  the  ground  that  the  injury 
occurred  after  claimant  was  mustered  out. 

After  a  full  and  careful  examination  of  all  the  evidence,  the  committee 
find  the  fact  that  although  Nott  had  been  mustered  out,  yet  he  was 
still  with  his  command  and  under  the  care  and  orders  of  his  superior 
officers  when  injured  and  therefore,  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill 
when  amended  by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  "  infantry "  in  the 
seventh  line* 


I 


45th  Congebss,  \    HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.     i  Report 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  798. 


ANN  CORNELIA  LANMAN. 


May  10,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Joyce,  from  tbe  Committee  on  iDvalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  4795.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petition  of 
Ann  Cornelia  Lanman^  widow  of  the  late  Rear- Admiral  Joseph  Lanman^ 
United  States  Navy^  praying  for  a  pension^  and  the  hill  of  the  Rouse 
No.  3053,  have  considered  the  same^  and  report : 

That  Joseph  Lanmaii  entered  the  naval  service  of  tbe  United  States 
at  an  early  age,  and  passed  through  all  the  regular  grades  of  rank, 
from  midshipman  to  rear-admiral.  He  served  with  Admiral  Porter  in 
the  attack  upon  Fort  Fisher,  with  great  distinction,  and  did  gallant 
service  thronghont  the  war. 

When  the  war  closed  he  was  placed  in  command  on  the  South  Ameri- 
can coast,  where  he  served  three  years.  When  he  returned  home  he 
was  placed  on  the  retired  list,  in  consequence  of  his  age  and  length  of 
service. 

On  the  20th  of  February,  1874,  he  received  atelegram  from  Secretary 
of  Navy  Robeson  to  report  at  Washington,  D.  C,  as  a  witness.  The 
order  was  received  by  him  at  five  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  he  left 
for  Washington  the  same  evening.  On  that  journey  he  contracted  a 
very  severe  cold,  and  when  he  reached  home  he  was  scarcely  able  to 
walk.  He  immediately  took  to  his  bed,  and  grew  worse  until  the  13th 
of  March,  1874,  when  he  died.  The  physician  who  attended  him  in  his 
last  sickness  swears  that  he  died  of  pneumonia,  contracted  during  his 
journey  to  Washington  as  above  stated. 

The  evidence  shows  that  Rear- Admiral  Lanman  left  a  widow,  the 
present  claimant,  and  two  minor  children,  to  wit,  Alice  Blanche  and 
Rosalie  Decatur,  aged,  respectively,  ten  and  twelve  years. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompany- 
ing substitute  bill. 


45th  Congeess,  \   HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.     4  Report 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  799. 


JOSEPH  BRATTON. 


May  10,  1878. — Coniraitted  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


3rr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  ou  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  479G.J 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  tJte  petition  of 
Joseph  Bratton,  late  private  Company  Ej  Seventh  Ohio  Cavalry^  MJcing 
for  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration^  and  respectfully 
submit  the  following  report : 

Joseph  Bratton  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  E,  Seventh  Regi- 
ment Ohio  Cavalry,  on  September  6,  1862,  at  Ripley,  Ohio,  and  served 
until  October  30,  1865,  when  lie  was  honorably  discharged  at  Saint 
Louis,  Mo. 

On  December  8,  1866,  petitioner  applied  for  pension,  stating  his  dis- 
ability to  have  resulted  from  orchitis  of  both  testicles,  caused  by 
mumps  which  he  contracted  in  the  service  and  while  in  the  line  of  duty 
while  on  the  way  between  Somerset,  Ky.,  and  New  Albany,  Ind.,  at  the 
time  of  the  Morgan  raid  during  the  summer  of  1863. 

He  was  admitted  to  hospital  No.  2,  New  Albany,  Ind.,  July  23,  1863, 
and  transferred  a  few  days  afterward  to  hospital  steamer  R.  O.  Wooil, 
where  he  remained  until  discharged.  When  discharged  he  belonged  to 
the  One  hundred  and  fifty-sixth  Company,  Second  Battalion  Veteran  Re- 
serve Corps. 

The  Surgeon-General  reports  petitioner  admitted  to  Taylor  General 
Hospital  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  February  5,  1864,  suffering  from  chronic 
rheumatism,  and  his  transfer  to  Invalid  Corps  February  23,  1864,  and 
that  the  records  of  New  Albany  and  medical  director's  office  of  Louis- 
ville, Ky.,  furnish  no  further  information. 

James  Mclntire,  late  major  of  regiment,  testifies  tbat  he  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  petitioner,  and  that  the  latter,  during  the  Morgan  raid 
through  Indiana,  took  the  mumps,  which  resulted  in  orchitis  of  both 
testicles. 

F.  Stump,  late  private  Company  E,  Seventh  Ohio  Cavalry,  a  comrade 
of  petitioner,  testifies  to  the  same  effect^  as  does  also  Henry  R.  Craig, 
another  comrade. 

J.  W.  Salisbury  testifies  to  having  been  the  petitioner's  family  physi- 
cian for  fifteen  years,  and  attended  him  before  and  since  service.  Peti- 
tioner is  now  suffering  from  pertrophy  and  induration  of  testicle, 
caused,  as  he  believes,  by  a  cold  caught  while  suffering  from  an  attack 
of  parotitis  while  in  the  Army. 
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Thomas  W.  Gordon,  examiniopr-sargeon  at  Georgetown,  Ohio,  finds 
*^  one-half  disability''  from  orchitis,  probably  improved  by  treatment 

The  case  was  barred  April  1,  1872,  ander  section  6,  act  February 
4, 1864. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  your  committee  re8i)ectfally  recommend  the 
passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


45Tn  Congress,  )     HOUSE  OF  KEPEESENTATIVES.     f  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  800. 


JOSEPH   WARD. 


May  10, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoose  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  3150.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition  of 
Joseph  Wardj  late  a  private  in  Company  C,  Thirteenth  Tennessee  Cav- 
alry ^  asJcing  for  a  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and 
respectfully  submit  tJie  following  report : 

Joseph  Ward  enlisted  as  a  private  in  Company  C,  Thirteenth  Tennes- 
see Cavalry,  on  September  24, 18G3,  and  served  until  September  5, 1865, 
when  he  was  honorably  discharged. 

Owing  to  the  neglect  of  his  attorney,  through  whom  petitioner  filed 
application  for  pension  on  June  7,  1869,  petitioner  did  not  state  when 
or  how  often  he  had  been  sick  or  disabled  for  duty  previous  to  March, 
1865,  at  which  time  an  attack  of  rheumatism,  combined  with  fever, 
totally  disabled  petitioner  from  doing  duty  as  a  soldier,  after  having 
previously  suffered  from  the  same  cause  for  a  considerable  time,  com- 
mencing January,  1864,  at  which  time  his  regiment  was  stationed  at 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

In  a  subsequent  statement  the  petitioner,  giving  these  facts,  testifies 
that  the  disease  was  contracted  while  on  the  march  from  Camp  Nelson, 
Kentucky,  to  Nashville,  Tenn.  The  regimental  surgeon  treated  him  for 
**  sciatica." 

While  ho  was  still  sick  and  incapacitated  for  duty,  petitioner's  regi- 
ment reached  a  point  near  the  State  line  of  North  Carolina  and  petition- 
er's home,  and  he,  with  several  others,  received  permission  to  go  home. 
Before  ho  could  return,  his  regiment  fell  back  to  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  on 
account  of  a  sudden  movement  of  the  enemy,  and  he  remained  sick  at 
his  home  until  Lieutenant  Franklin,  of  his  company,  arrived  there  on  a 
recruiting-tour,  when  petitioner  reported  to  him.  He  could  not  join  the 
regiment,  however,  until  the  latter  passed  through  his  neighborhood  in 
April,  1865,  when  he  was  carried  along  on  a  pack-mule,  while  his  regi- 
ment made  a  raid  to  Asheville,  N.  C. 

November  12,  1869,  examining-surgeon  Marion  Roberts  reports  peti- 
tioner affected  with  *< chronic  rheumatism  in  back  and  lefc  hip."  April 
9, 1873,  Examining-Surgeon  James  K.  Hardwick  finds  *^  atrophy  of  left 
leg  from  sciatica,  and  a  state  of  total  disability." 

General  H.  Franklin,  then  lieutenant  of  petitioner's  company,  corrob- 
orates the  latter's  statements. 
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The  compaay's  rolls  for  January  aod  Febraary,  18C4,  and  Jane  30, 
1S64,  to  April  30, 1865,  are  not  on  file  at  the  War  Departoaent.  The 
roll  for  May  and  June,  1865,  reports  petitioner  "  absent,  left  sick  in 
Mitchell  County,  North  Carolina,  May  18, 1865."  The  mustering-oflScer's 
roll  of  September  5, 1865,  reports  him  "deserted  October  6,  1864;  re- 
turned to  duty  April  28,  1865."  The  charge  of  desertion,  or  absence 
without  leave,  was  removed  by  act  of  Congress  approved  April  10, 
1869. 

Dr.  K.  Hart  testifies  to  petitioner's  sound  condition  previous  to  enter- 
ing the  service. 

The  application  for  pension  was  rejected  May  27, 1873,  on  the  ground 
that  petitioner  failed  to  establish  the  fact  that  the  disability  originated 
while  in  line  of  duty. 

In  view  of  tbe  above  facts,  your  committee  respectfully  recommend 
that  the  bill  under  consideration  be  passed. 


46th  Congkbss,  \  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.       j  Report 
2d  Session.       )  (  No.  801. 


DANIEL  C.  PUTNAM. 


May  10,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Metcalfe,  from  the  Committee  oo  Invalid  PensioDs,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  acoompany  bill  H.  B.  535.] 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  to  tchom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
Daniel  (7.  Putnam^  late  private  in  Company  A^  Twenty-fourth  Regiment 
Missouri  Volunteers^  asking  a  pension^  have  had  the  same  under  consider- 
ationj  and  respectfully  submit  the  following  report: 

Daniel  G.  Putnam  was  enrolled  as  a  private  in  Ooropany  E,  Twenty- 
fourth  Regiment  Missouri  Volunteers,  at  Rolla,  Mo.,  August  19, 1861, 
mustered  in  October  14, 1861,  and  discharged  at  Saint  Louis,  Mo.,  Oc- 
tober 14, 1864,  by  reason  of  expiration  of  term  of  service. 

At  the  battle  of  Pleasant  Hill,  La.,  petitioner  received  a  gunshot 
wound  in  his  left  leg,  being  taken  prisoner  on  the  succeeding  day,  April 
10, 1864.  The  company's  roll  for  March  and  April,  1864,  reports  him 
^'  wounded  at  Pleasant  Hill,  since  April  9, 1864."  Petitioner  remained 
prisoner  from  that  time  until  June  17, 1864,  when  he  was  paroled  at  Red 
River  Landing,  and  sent  to  general  hospital  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  June 
24, 1864,  from  thence  to  hospital  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  about  one 
month  afterward  to  Jefferson  Barracks,  Saint  Louis,  Mo.,  where  he  re- 
mained till  October  12, 1864,  when  he  was  sent  to  Benton  Barracks,  and 
there  discharged. 

On  September  4, 1871,  petitioner  appeared  before  the  clerk  of  the  cir- 
cuit court  of  Greene  County,  Missouri,  and  signed  an  application  for 
invalid  pension.  The  application  was  received  at  the  Pension  Office 
September  18, 1871.  Three  days  after  making  application,  and  eleven 
days  before  the  same  was  received  at  the  Pension  Office,  petitioner's 
lame  foot  was  caught  by  a  threshing-machine  and  injured  to  such  an 
extent  that  amputation  of  the  left  leg  became  necessary,  and  was  per- 
formed September  7, 1871. 

The  soldier's  services,  good  character,  and  injury  are  testified  to  by 
numerous  affidavits  and  copies  from  official  records  on  file. 

The  application  for  pension  was  rejected  because  more  than  five  years 
had  elapsed  since  discbarge,  and  because  a  disability,  occasioned  by  the 
threshing-machine  accident,  existed  prior  to  filing  of  petition,  and  sub- 
sequent to  discharge  from  service. 

The  eommittee  report  favorably,  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the 
accompanying  bill. 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  EEPftBSENTATlVES.     /  Report 
2d  Session.       i  \  No.  802. 


DISMAL  SWAMP  CANAL  COMPANY. 


May  10, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  on  the  state  of  tho 

Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Cabell,  from  the  Committee  on  Railways  and  Canals,  submitted 

the  following 

REPOKT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4797.] 

The  Committee  on  Railways  and  Canals^  to  whom  woa  referred  the  bill  (JJ. 
B.  2130)  to  widen  and  deepen  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal,  and  for  other 
purposes,  have  had  Uie  same  under  consideration,  and  submit  the  following 
report: 

We  propose  here  to  consider  this  question  as  properly  resolvable  into 
three  beads : 

First.  As  one  in  which  the  government  is  pecuniarily,  as  a  large  stock- 
holder, interested. 

Secondly.  As  to  its  influence  on  the  commerce  of  the  seaboard  States 
through  this  route ;  and. 

Thirdly.  As  affording  facilities  in  time  of  war  for  the  protection  more 
especially  of  the  Southern  States  lying  on  the  sounds  and  rivers  of  these 
States. 

Under  the  first  head,  your  committee  find  that  the  government  is  pecuni- 
arily interested  as  the  owner  of  $660,000  in  value  of  the  present  paid-ud 
and  invested  capital  of  the  company,  amounting  to  $1,600,000 ;  that  Con- 
gress, by  the  two  acts  of  1826  and  1829,  for  the  promotion  of  the  inter- 
state commerce  between  the  maritime  States,  and  in  view  of  the  difficul- 
ties of  maintaining,  by  the  outside  or  ocean  route,  a  safe  and  certain 
communication  between  the  government  navy-yards  and  depots  at  Nor- 
fork  and  elsewhere  to  the  North,  as  developed  in  the  war  of  18r2-'15 
with  Great  Britain,  directed  a  subscription  of  $200,000  to  the  stock  of 
this  company,  conditioned  upon  the  approval  by  a  board  of  United  States 
engineers  of  this  line  as  an  eligible  one  in  the  contemplated  connection 
of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  with  the  sounds  of  North  Carolina.  The  sub- 
scription became  absolute  upon  the  approval  of  the  said  board,  and  since 
then  the  United  States  has  held  an  interest  in  said  canal. 

This  interest,  it  appears,  has  been  highly  beneficial  to  the  govern- 
ment in  several  ways,  and  has  been  much  enlarged  by  improvements  to 
the  work,  arising  from  the  application  of  the  revenues  of  the  company 
from  1826  to  1845  to  that  object,  by  which  policy  the  government  inter- 
est, originally  two-fifths  of  a  capital  of  $486,000,  has  been  increased  to 
an  interest  in  the  present  capital  of  $1,600,000,  equal  to  about  $660,000 
agaiust  its  subscription  of  $200,000. 

It  seems  that  new  stock  has  not  been  issued  to  keep  pace  with  the 
enlargement  of  the  capital  from  this  source;  but  this  works  no  injury  to 
the  stockholders,  the  only  effect  being  that  each  share  of  the  stock  rep  r 
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^resents  more  in  tbe  present  increased  value  of  the  works  than  in  the 
original  capital ;  in  other  words,  the  government  now  really  owns  about 
2,600  shares  in  the  increased  against  800  shares  in  the  former  capital. 

Again,  in  1845  the  company,  having  completed  all  the  improvements 
then  deemed  necessary,  began  to  make  dividends  on  its  stock.  These 
dividends  were  annually  continued  from  1845  to  1857,  by  which  time  the 
government  ha<l  received  $136,000,  being  nearly  seven-tenths  of  its  sub- 
scription of  $200,000.  And  in  conclusion,  on  this  head  of  the  pecuniary 
relation  of  the  United  States  to  this  work,  we  would  state  that  the  gov- 
ernment has  also  received  a  certain  but  not  readily-computable  benefit  in 
the  necessary  cheapening  of  naval  timber  and  otber  stores  from  North 
Carolina,  through  a  mucb  shorter  and  safer  route  than  by  sea,  one  illus- 
tration of  which  we  may  here  allude  to,  in  the  case  of  naval  timber,  a 
bulky  article,  which  can  be  cheaply  and  safely  rafted  by  this  route,  instead 
of  heiw^  freighted^  at  heavy  cost  and  danger,  by  sea. 

In  fine,  your  committee  are  necessarily  drawn  to  the  conclusion,  from 
these  facts,  that  a  company  whose  operations  have  been  so  successful 
as  to  produce  these  results  financially  is  not  likely,  with  its  great  advan- 
tages over  any  other  route  and  with  the  improvenents  contemplated,  to 
fail  of  future  success,  if  aid  be  given  at  this  crisis  of  its  fate. 

Secondly.  If  it  was  true  in  1826,  in  the  opinion  of  an  eminent  board 
of  engineers,  that  this  canal  was  eligibly  located  as  a  link  in  the  chain 
of  intercommunication  of  the  seaboard  States,  nothing  has  since  oc- 
curred to  impair  its  continued  fitness  for  that  purpose.  It  is  now,  as 
then,  the  shortest  line  between  the  Chesapeake  and  Southern  waters;  it 
has  still,  at  both  termini,  bold,  deep,  and  accessible  rivers ;  it  in  so  plain 
and  direct  in  its  whole  canal  and  river  route  as  never  to  have  required 
lighting  ;  it  is  protected  from  winds  and  other  natnnil  agencies  which 
obstruct  navigation,  and  is  cut  through  a  soil  so  resistant  of  washing 
and  caving  as  not  to  require  even  partial  dredging  for  long  periods.  Id 
fine,  the  approval  of  the  board  seems,  according  to  the  evidence  before  as, 
to  have  been  fully  vindicated  by  the  result. 

But  there  are  other  evidences  besides  the  official  and  other  authorita- 
tive proofs  to  which  your  committee  can  point  in  support  of  their  opin- 
ions.  We  allude  to  the  popular  pressure  as  exhibited  in  the  joint  reso- 
lutions of  the  States  of  Virginia  and  North  Oaroliua ;  of  the  conventioii 
of  the  entire  tier  of  Albemarle  counties;  the  whole  commercial  popula- 
tion of  two  cities  of  40,000  people;  all  the  large  steam-transportatioi 
companies  engaged  in  this  trade,  and  representing  several  millions  of 
capital,  and  chiefly  owned  in  New  York,  Boston,  Providenee,  and  otbcff 
Northern  cities ;  boards  of  trade,  and  the  proxy  of  the  United  States  in 
this  company.  And  why  is  this  aid  now  sought?  If  the  present  condi- 
tion of  this  canal  had  been  the  result  of  the  want  of  ability  or  honesty 
in  its  administration,  or  ^ny  other  reason  for  which  the  company  was 
justly  responsible;  if  it  had  been  injudiciously  located  or  built,  and  thus 
given  to  another  improvement  opportunity  to  successfully  oppose  it, 
then  the  present  aipplication  would  not  be  entitled  to  oonsiiemtion. 
But  such  is  not  the  case,  for  the  company  can  show  a  record  creditable  to 
its  able  and  successful  management  down  to  the  late  war. 

From  1857  to  the  breaking  out  of  the  late  war  the  dividemis  were 
suspended  in  order  to  make  a  further  improvement,  by  extending  the 
canal  at  its  southern  end ;  and,  in  aid  of  the  company's  revenue,  a  bank 
debt  of  about  $80,000  was  created,  which,  as  on  former  occasions,  could 
have  been  easily  met  from  subsequent  revenues  of  the  company ;  but 
here  the  war  interposed,  the  works  were  seized,  the  revenues  cut  off  for 
^  five  years,  and  the  canal  was  restored  in  a  ruinous  condi  tion  after  the 
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war.    Thus  were  the  snccessfal  operations  of  this  company  for  a  period 
of  forty  years  pat  an  end  to,  and  its  revenaes,  from  which  its  only  debt 

! $80,000  to  the  bank)  and  the  repairs  rendered  necessary  by  the  United 
Utates  occnpation  coald  have  been  met,  were  otherwise  directed^ by  the 
Federal  aathorities. 

From  these  canses  it  happens  that  the  company  now  comes  before 
Congress  as  an  involnutary  petitioner.  Involuntary,  it  would  appear, 
because,  despite  their  disasters,  it  made  an  effort  within  itself  to  sur- 
moant  them,  and,  to  this  end,  obtained  an  act  from  the  Virginia  legis- 
lature to  issue  $200,000  in  bonds,  secured  on  the  works,  which  realized 
only  about  $150,000  in  the  then  low  condition  of  the  money-market ; 
of  this  about  $50,000  had  to  be  applied  to  the  repairs,  when  its  further 
destination  to  that  object  was  defeated  by  the  discharge  of  the  bank 
claims  mentioned.  And  even  then,  when  all  hope  of  extrication  from 
its  difficulties  by  company  effort  had  ^iled,  it  seems  to  have  quietly 
submitted  to  its  apparent  fate,  and  was  about  to  sell  the  works,  at  the- 
instance  of  the  bondholders,  when  the  interposition  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  in  behalf  of  the  United  States  stock,  suggested  the  possi- 
bility that  Congress,  with  better  information  of  its  value  to  commerce 
and  the  defense  of  the  country,  might  afford  the  requisite  aid  on  national,, 
if  not  on  other,  grounds.  Hence  the  present  application }  otherwise  the 
works  will  be  sold  at  great  sacrifice  at  the  present  juncture,  and  witb 
the  sale  will  be  lost  the  United  States  and  private  interests,  except  of 
the  bondholders,  who  may  probably  be  indemnified  from  the  proceeds. 
This  acquiescence  in  the  Secretary's  request  will  cost  the  company  about 
$18,000  in  accumulated  interest. 

The  propositiou  for  aid  from  Congress  seems  to  be  within  its  power 
without  embarrassment  to  other  national  purposes,  and  the  company, 
besidee  the  security  afforded  by  its  hitherto  successful  operations  in  re- 
paying the  government's  former  subscription  (which  we  believe  to  be 
the  only  instance  of  the  kind  in  the  histOTy  of  similar  government  invest- 
ments), is  also  disposed  to  tender  any  available  security  by  second 
mortgage,  to  become  first  mortgage  alternately,  and  in  other  ways  with- 
in its  power. 

If  Congress,  however,  should  otherwise  decide,  then  it  is  but  proper 
that  your  committee  should  state  what,  in  their  oonsideratton  of  the 
sabject,  will  probably  be  the  result  besides  the  loss  of  the  government 
interest.  From  information  before  us,  it  appears  that  the  bonds  are  al- 
most entirely  owned  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  canial  and  in  Baltimore, 
and  if  the  canal  be  purchased,  as  will  be  likely,  by  the  holders  of  the 
bonds,  in  order  to  prevent  their  loss  on  investment,  or  by  other  parties^ 
for  speculative  purposes,  they  will  probably  be  unwilling  or  unable  to 
utilize  the  property  by  proper  improvements,  and  the  canal  will  continue 
to  drag  on  a  feeble  existence  until  discontinued. 

That  this  will  probably  be  its  fate  if  aid  be  refused  seems  likely,  froia 
facts  brought  to  our  notice.  Among  others,  that,  though  this  work  was 
advertised  for  sale  for  three  months  last  year  thfoughout  the  North,  no 
attention  was  aroused  and  no  inquiry  miade  about  it  from  any  quarter. 
The  ditficulty  of  the  times,  ignorance  of  the  work  and  its  capacity,  the 
remoteness  of  those  who  had  the  capital,  and  the  general  indifference 
%o  new  and  distant  enterprises  were  no  doubt  the  reasons  then,  and 
will  be  for  some  years  to  come,  to  operate  and  account  tor  this  apathy. 
In  the  mean  time  the  large  and  increasing  eomnerce  passing  this  point 
from  North  to  South,  and  its  return,  will  be  exposed  to  the  unrestricted 
tolls  imposed  by  the  Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Canal  and  to  the  costly 
delays  incident  to  its  position  and  construction. 
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Id  this  counection  we  will  examine  an  assertion  frequently  made,  that 
the  Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Canal  is  fully  capable  of  supplying  the 
place  of  the  other,  and  our  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  suggestion 
as  properly  within  the  scope  of  our  duty.  We  have  been  unable,  how- 
ever, to  find  any  sanction  whatever  for  this  assertion  ;  on  the  contrary, 
the  mass  of  evidence  concurs  in  representing  this  route  as  beset  with 
difQculties  so  many  and  various  as  to  render  it  incapable,  by  money  or 
skill,  of  being  made  other  than  temporarily  available  for  a  limited  com- 
merce and  not  at  all  for  defense.  Its  sinuous  river-courses,  the  bars  and 
shallows  requiring  frequent  and  expensive  dredging,  its  want  of  uni- 
formity of  depth  of  water,  owing  to  prevalent  winds,  especially  on  Cur- 
rituck Sound,  where  a  gale  from  the  south  will  obliterate  the  work  and 
expense  of  months — these,  and  the  difficulties  of  access  at  both  ends  of 
the  route,  and  the  frequent  suspension  of  navigation  at  night,  owing 
to  these  causes,  all  lead  us  to  the  conclusion  that  it  never  can  sucoess- 
fully  substitute  the  other  canal ;  and,  besides  the  authorities  in  support 
of  this  conclusion,  nearly  a  moiety  of  the  stockholders  of  this  companj, 
to  wit,  the  State  of  North  Carolina  and  its  counties  of  the  Albemarle 
section,  seem  evidently  to  be  of  the  same  opinion,  for,  though  owning 
nearly  one-half  of  the  whole  stock,  they  yet  appear  on  the  record  as  the 
earnest  advocates  of  aid  to  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal,  a  rival  work,  and 
whose  success  must  diminish  the  value  of  their  investment  in  the  other. 

We  will  here  notice  an  allegation  contained  in  a  recent  memorial  of 
the  Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Canal,  to  the  effect  that  the  value  of  the 
interest  of  the  United  States  in  the  other  company  is  much  less  than 
represented,  if  measured  by  the  sale  of  the  Virginia  stock  in  the  same 
company.  We  have  looked  into  this  question,  and  find  that  the  sale 
took  place  soon  after  the  late  war,  when  the  canal  was  not  in  operation, 
being  in  a  ruinous  condition,  and  no  hope  of  extrication  from  its  embar- 
rassments felt  by  any.  Under  these  circumstances,  such  a  sale  cannot 
be  regarded  as  a  test  of  value,  more  especially  as  we  are  assured  by 
good  authority  that  the  same  stock  was  bought  and  sold  soon  after  for 
lour  times  the  amount  given  at  the  sale. 

Before  concluding,  we  refer  to  the  views  of  some  who  think  the  com- 
pany should  contribute  a  proportion  of  the  aid  required.  Ordinarily 
this  would  be  proper,  but  this  application  has  circumstances  connected 
with  it  which  would  seem  to  render  its  case  exceptional.  These  are, 
briefly,  the  seizure  of  its  works,  and  the  loss  for  five  years  of  its  revenues, 
which,  computed  at  their  preceding  average,  would  amount  to  about 
$200,(H)0;  the  damages  to  the  canal,  and  the  continued  subsequent 
losses  of  revenue,  arising  from  inability  to  put  it  in  order  by  reason  of 
the  deprivation  of  its  revenues ;  and  we  may  add  that  while  the  com- 
pany has  sustained  these  losses,  the  United  States,  by  the  facilities 
afforded  by  the  canal  during  the  war  to  the  success  of  the  Federal  arms, 
has  been  commensurately  benefited;  and  as  the  credit  only  of  the  gov- 
ernment has  been  asked  for,  it  would  be  difficult  to  make  partition  of 
that  of  which  the  one  has  all  and  the  other  none. 

In  this  report  your  committee  has  been  entirely  governed  by  evidence 
of  the  most  satisfactory  nature,  embracing  surveys,  maps,  and  estimates 
of  United  States  officers,  of  sworn  testimony  by  parties  eqgaged  as  traders 
and  navigators  on  the  two  canals,  and  in  other  instances  by  persons  of 
character,  whose  testimony  is  the  more  reliable  as  being  in  accord  with 
the  other  testimony.  In  fact,  we  have  not  been  able  to  find  any  authority 
which  impugns  the  large  mass  of  evidence  to  which  we  have  had  access 
on  any  point,  except  that  contained  in  Mr.  Abert's  general  report  of 
1876,  where  he  says  that  a  million  of  dollars  would  be  necessary  for  the 
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proposed  improvement  of  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal ;  but  as  Mr.  Abert 
states,  in  the  same  report^  that  he  had  not  personally  examined  or  esti- 
mated on  the  subject,  we  cannot  give  to  an  opinion  merely  the  weight 
due  to  the  detailed  estimate  and  survey  of  Colonel  Craighill,  United 
States  engineer,  of  April  30, 1872,  made  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of 
Congress,  who,  besides  putting  the  cost  at  $480,000,  which  we  think  may 
be  reduced  by  the  subsequent  fall  in  labor  and  materials,  accompanies 
his  report  with  remarks  highly  favorable  to  the  canal  as  a  commercial 
and  defensive  route.  The  report  also  of  Civil-Engineer  Walton  on  the 
same  subject  agrees  closely  with  Colonel  Craighill's. 

We  will  conclude  with  some  new  matter  aStecting  this  question.  It 
appears  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  lately  received  the  report 
of  a  board  for  the  location  of  a  basin  for  iron-clads.  This  board  has 
recommended  a  site  near  the  navy-yard  at  Norfolk,  to  be  supplied  with 
water  from  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal,  and  your  committee  would  here 
remark  that  this  circumstance  would  perhaps  form  some  additional  in- 
ducement to  maintaining  the  interest  of  the  government  in  this  com- 
pany. 

Finally,  from  the  above  and  other  considerations  which  might  be  men- 
tioned, your  committee  is  led  to  the  conclusion  that  the  pecuniary  inter- 
ests of  the  United  States,  as  well  as  those  of  commerce,  and  the  defense 
of  the  country,  require  some  favorable  response  to  the  petition  of  the 
company. 

The  committee,  therefore,  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompany- 
ing bill,  as  a  substitute  for  the  bill  referred  to  them,  H.  B.  2130. 
H.  Rep.  802 2 
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June  15, 1873. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 

Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hazelton,  from  the  Committee  on  Railways  and  Canals,  submitted 

the  following  as  the 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4797.  J 

That  the  bill  (H.  R,  4797)  which  accompanies  the  report  (No.  802)  of 
the  majority  of  the  Committee  on  Railways  and  Canals  provides  that 
the  guarantee  of  the  United  States  shall  be  given  for  the  payment  of  in- 
terest on  the  second-mortgage  bonds  of  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal  Com- 
pany, the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  such  bonds  to  be  applied  to  the  improve- 
ment of  that  canal. 

The  proposition  to  indorse  the  payment  of  interest  on  the  second- 
mortgage  bonds  of  a  company  whose  property  has  been  advertised  for 
sale  for  default  in  the  payment  of  interest  on  its  first-mortgage  bonds,  is 
on  its  face  so  unwarrantable  that  nothing  but  the  most  urgent  necessi- 
ties of  the  government,  which  no  other  alternative  could  provide  for, 
would  justify  its  consideration. 

We  have  listened  to  all  the  arguments  presented  to  the  committee, 
and  carefully  cqjisidered  the  report  of  the  majority,  and  we  are  con- 
strained to  report  that,  not  only  is  there  no  urgent  necessity,  so  far  as 
the  interests  of  the  government  are  concerned,  which  would  justify  such 
nnusual  legislation,  but  that  there  exists  such  alternative  accommoda- 
tions for  the  needs  of  the  government  as  to  render  any  legislation  what- 
ever in  the  premises  at  present- both  unnecessary  and  unwise. 

Under  acts  of  Congress,  passed  in  1826  and  1829,  the  government 
subscribed  to  $200,000  of  the  stock  of  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal  Company 
to  assist  that  company  in  building  a  canal  to  connect  the  Chesapeake 
Bay  with  the  sounds  of  North  Carolina.  This  subscription  made  the 
United  States  a  two-fifths  owner  of  the  canal ;  two-fifths  more  were 
owned  by  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  the  remaining  one-fifth  by  private 
stockholders.  From  the  time  of  the  ^completion  of  the  canal  until  1857, 
the  company  appears  to  have  been  prosperous  and  to  have  paid  divi- 
dends which  returned  to  the  government  $136,000  on  the  investment  it 
had  made.  During  the  war  the  canal  was,  of  course,  inoperative,  and 
in  1867  the  company  mortgaged  its  whole  property  and  issued  bonds  to 
the  amount  of  $200,000,  of  which  $50,000  was  applied  to  repairs  on  the 
canal  and  the  balance  to  the  payment  of  indebtedness.  The  com- 
pany is  now  in  default  $60,000  interest  on  these  bonds,  and  has  judg- 
ment liens  recorded  against  it  to  the  amount  of  $73,000,  making  their 
total  present  indebtedness  about  $333,000  (see  letter  of  Secretary  of 
Treasury,  Ex.  Doc.  19, 2d  session  45th  Congress,  page  3),  as  stated  in  the 
reportof  the  majority  of  the  committee.  (See  Report  802,page  3.)  Under 
this  condition  of  affairs,  the  bondholders  were  *'  about  to  sell  the  works. 
♦    •    ♦    Hence  the  present  application.'' 

The  question  whether  the  passage  of  the  bill  under  consideration  is 
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proper  or  necessary  for  secanng  a  line  of  inland  navigation  is  a  parely 
business  proposition,  and  should  be  considered  as  such. 

It  will,  of  course,  be  admitted  that  the  government  did  not  subscribe 
$200,000  to  the  stock  of  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal  Company  as  an  in- 
vestment, but  simply  to  insure  the  opening  of  a  line  of  communication 
between  Chesapeake  Bay  and  the  sounds  of  North  Carolina,  which  the 
projectors  had  been  unable  to  complete  without  such  aid.  The  fact  of 
such  a  subscription  having  been  made  is  not  entitled  to  the  slightest 
weight  in  considering  the  propriety  of  now  making  a  further  investnaent 
The  government  is  not  in  the  position  of  a  speculator  who  is  sometimes 
forced  to  ^'  send  good  money  after  bad."  But  as  the  report  of  the  ma- 
jority presents  the  pecuniary  interest  of  the  government  in  this  canal  as 
its  strongest  argument,  it  is  proper,  before  stating  our  own  views,  to  ex- 
amine the  facts.  They  state  that  ^^yonr  committee  find  that  the  gov- 
ernment is  peculiarly  interested  as  the  owner  of  $660,000  in  value  of 
the  present  paid-up  and  invested  capital  of  the  company."  This  appar- 
ently wonderful  increase  of  its  original  subscription  of  $200,000  appears 
to  be  reached  by  the  happy  system  of  bookkeeping  that  puts  down  the 
*'  value  of  the  present  paid-up  and  invested  capital  of  the  company  "  at 
$1,600,000,  for  the  reason  that  the  amount  has  been  expended  on  the 
work ;  but  the  real  extent  of  the  pecuniary  interests  of  the  govern- 
ment appears  from  certain  admissions  in  the  report  of  the  majority. 
They  state  that  unless  aid  is  given  by  the  United  States  "  the  works  will 
be  sold  at  a  great  sacrifice,  •  •  •  and  with  the  sale  will  be  lost  to 
the  United  States,  •  •  •  except  the  bondholders,  who  may  prob- 
ably  be  indemnified  from  the  proceeds."  It  is  very  evident,  therefore, 
that  the  pecuniary  interest  of  the  government  has  not  the  value  of  a 
dollar. 

In  this  connection,  we  would  mention  the  fact  that  the  State  of  Yir- 
ginia,  owning  an  equal  interest  with  the  United  States,  caused  ber  stock 
in  this  canal  to  be  sold  on  the  3d  September,  1867  (priftr  to  the  issue  of 
its  first-mortgage  bonds),  and  the  entire  interest,  after  having  been  ex- 
tensively advertised,  brought  at  public  sale  only  $9,880.  In  other  words, 
the  works  would  not  now  sell  for  the  $200,000  mortgage  existing  on 
them,  and  the  majority  admit  that  they  were  brought  to  this  conclusion 
for  the  reason  ^Hhat  though  this  work  was  advertised  for  sale  for  three 
months  last  year  throughout  the  North,  no  attention  was  aroused  and 
no  inquiry  made  about  it  from  any  quarter."  We  do  not  propose,  how- 
ever, to  dissect  the  report  of  the  majority  for  the  purpose  of  finding  its 
fallacies,  for  we  take  a  broader  view  of  the  subject. 

If  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal  were  the  only  link  between  the  Chesa- 
peake Bay  and  the  sounds  of  Korth  Carolina  for  such  a  line,  then  the 
aid  proposed  by  this  bill  might  demand  serious  consideration  by  Con- 
gress. That  there  is  some  question,  however,  on  this  point  would  ap- 
pear from  the  fact  that,  in  1856,  private  capitalists  began  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Canal  nearly  parallel  to  the 
Dismal  Swamp  Canal  and  within  twenty  miles  of  it.  In  1856,  accord- 
ing to  the  report  of  the  majority,  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal  was  in  a 
prosperous  condition  and  paying  dividends.  Some  cogent  reason  must, 
therefore,  have  existed  to  have  induced  and  justified  private  capitalists 
in  building  a  work  rival  to  that  in  which  the  State  and  general  govern- 
ment were  interested. 

The  difficulties  of  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal  appear  toliave  begun  with 
the  completion  of  this  rival  work,  and  to  have  been  due  to  it  rather  than 
to  the  causes  assigned  in  the  report  of  the  majority.  In  fact,  it  is  so 
admitted  in  the  annual  reports  of  the  president  of  the  Dismal  Swamp 
Canal  Company,  wUkh  a\>v>eav  to  have  been  overlooked  by  the  majority 


DISMAL   SWAMP   CANAL.  3 

(see  Ex.  Doc.  19,  secoDd  session  Forty-fifth  Congress,  pp.  18  and  46). 
He  said,  *^ Prior  to  1860,  and  the  completion  of  the  Albemarle  and 
Chesapeake  Canal,  •  •  •  this  company  realized  yearly  from  thirty 
to  forty  thousand  dollars,  and  had  a  di£ferent  policy  prevailed  at  an 
earlier  day,  •  •  •  which  would  have  widened  and  deepened  the 
Dismal  Swamp  Canal,  the  work  today  would  have  met  all  the  require- 
ments of  trade  and  the  investment  have  proved  a  paying  one.  But  the 
wisdom  of  the  past  prevailed,  and  the  consequence  was  a  rival  work 
was  built,  of  enlarged  dimensions^  which  controlled  the  through  trade, 
and  confined  us  to  the  trade  on  our  hanks,^ 

That  the  Dismal  Swamp  Canal  did  not  fully  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  government  would  be  suggested  by  the  faot  that  Congress,  having 
made  an  appropriation  to  re.open  Eoanoke  Inlet  (estimated  to  cost  five 
millions).  Colonel  Turnbull,  United  States  engineer,  after  $50,000  had 
been  expended  on  the  work,  reported  that  the  work  was  no  longer  neces- 
sary, ^^  inasmuch  as  the  Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Canal  when  com- 
pleted would  obviate  all  necessity  of  a  communication  with  the  sea 
through  Nag's  Head.''    (See  Report  Secretary  of  War,  1857,  p.  247.) 

It  is  stated  by  Hon.  W.  J.  McAlpine,  late  chief  engineer  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  that  the  Albemarle  and  Chesapeake  Canal  has  a  capacity 
of  two  hundred  times  greater  thaii  is  now  used. 

A  great  many  conflicting  statements  have  been  made  to  the  commit- 
tee as  to  the  merits  of  the  two  existing  routes,  and  it  has  even  been  as- 
serted that  it  would  be  impossible  to  supply  water  to  the  Dismal  Swamp 
Canal  if  enlarged.  We  have  not  deemed  it  necessary  to  investigate 
all  these  statements.  We  stated  in  the  beginning  of  this  report  that 
in  our  opinion  nothing  but  the  most  urgent  necessity  could  justify 
the  indorsement  of  second-mortgage  bonds  of  a  bankrupt  corporation » 
That  this  urgent  necessity  does  not  exist  is  apparent  from  the  simple 
fact  that  we  have  a  parallel  route  which  is  available  for  use.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  maj6rity  that  the  government  should  extend  this  aid  at  once, 
in  order  to  prevent  the  canal  from  being  sold,  has  no  weight  with^us : 
for,  if  sold,  the  canal  and  the  route  will  still  exist,  and  it  careful  ana 
proper  surveys  shall  demonstrate  it  to  be  the  best  and  most  available 
route  for  a  part  of  the  great  inland  water-line,  whoever  its  owners  may 
be,  they  will  be  most  glad  to  receive  the  aid  of  the  government  in  its 
developments. 

Our  opinion  is  that  before  any  action  is  taken  on  this  subject  Congress 
should  determine  which  of  the  two  existing  canals  is  the  best,  or  whether 
there  exists  a  better  route  than  either  for  the  purposes  desired ;  and  it 
is  proper  in  this  connection  to  state  that  the  surveys  alluded  to  in  the 
report  of  the  majority  were  not  made  with  the  view  to  any  such  com- 
parison. We  regret  that  the  advocates  of  the  passage  of  this  bill  re- 
jected a  proposition  made  by  us  to  recommend  that  such  a  survey  should 
be  made  before  any  bill  should  be  reported  for  your  action.  This  is  a 
matter  of  great  national  importance,  and  we  believe  that  the  interests^ 
of  the  government  will,  in  the  near  future,  require  the  expenditure  of 
many  millions  of  dollars  to  make  a  complete  line  of  inland  water  com- 
munication ;  and  we  are,  therefore,  constrained  to  present  these  views 
in  opposition  to  the  report  of  the  majority  of  the  committee,  believing 
that  the  passage  of  the  bill  recommended  by  them  would  be  unjusti- 
fiable. 

GEO.  C.  HAZEtTON. 

J.  H.  CAMP. 

JNO.  L  MITCHELL. 

J.  L.  EVANS. 
O 


45th  Congress,  »     HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  803. 


GEORGE  MoDERMOTT. 


May  10, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Strait,  from  tbe  Committee  od  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 

lowiDg 


[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  I860.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  (H,  R, 
1860)  for  the  relief  of  Lieut  Oeorge  McDermott,  Fifth  United  States 
Infantry,  beg  leave  to  report  hack  the  hill  toith  an  amendment,  and  that  it 
do  pass : 

Yoar  committee  find,  from  the  evidence  submitted  and  the  report  of 
Adjutant  General  E.  D.  Townsend,  United  States  Army,  the  following 
facts: 

George  McDermott  enlisted  as  private  in  Company  B,  Fifth  United 
States  Infantry,  November  8, 1850,  and  was  twice  re-enlisted,  the  last 
time  in  November,  1860.  In  January,  1862,  his  company  formed  part  of 
the  command  at  Fort  Craig,  New  Mexico,  under  Col.  E.  R.  8.  Canby, 
who  was  commanding  the  Military  Department  of  New  Mexico,  await- 
ing the  approach  of  tbe  Confederate  column  from  Texas.  Colonel  Canby 
was  in  great  need  of  additional  officers  at  the  time,  and  for  what  is  be- 
lieved to  have  been  for  the  interest  of  the  service,  he  selected  the  claim- 
ant and  other  non-commissioned  officers,  who  had  been  recommended  to 
the  President  for  promotion  in  the  Regular  Army,  and  by  a  general 
order,  dated  January  5, 1862,  appointed  them  acting  second  lieutenants, 
and  ordered  them  to  duty  in  the  several  regiments  of  the  Regular  Army 
which  were  there.  McDermott  was  assigned  to  the  Fifth  Infantry,  and 
took  command  of  Company  I  on  the  same  date  (January  5, 1862).  While 
in  command  of  this  company  be  was  engaged,  February  21, 1862,  in  the 
battle  of  Yalverde,  N.  Mex.,  where  he  received  a  severe  gunshot  wound 
through  the  right  thigh,  and  which  disabled  him  for  several  months. 
Upon  discharge  from  hospital  he  took  command  of  another  company, 
and,  as  the  Adjutant-General  reports,  <*  It  appears  that  he  performed 
the  duties  of  such  office  (acting  second  lieutenant),  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  order,  until  he  received  the  appointment  of  sec- 
ond lieutenant."  It  appears  that  he  received,  receipted  for,  and  became 
responsible  for  arms  and  the  usual  property  pertaining  to  a  company  of 
Infantry,  and  made  regular  returns  to  the  Quartermaster-General  and 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  and  performed  all  the  other  duties  and  requirements 
of  a  regularly  sworn  officer.  During  the  period  he  was  so  acting  he  was 
not  in  receipt  of  pay,  except  as  a  sergeant,  yet  he  was  obliged  neces- 
sarily to  incur  the  expense  of  the  uniform,  outfit,  and  mode  of  living 
as  an  officer,  which  was  far  in  excess  of  the  ability  of  a  sergeant's  pay 
to  support. 


2  QEOBQE   m'dEBMOTT. 

The  claimant,  it  appears  from  the  record,  has  served  contiDaoasly  in 
the  Fifth  Infantry  to  the  present  date,  and  is  now  a  first  lieatenant,  to 
which  rank  he  was  promoted  Jalj  14, 1864,  making  over  twenty-eight 
years  of  service  in  the  regiment.  He  was  appointed  second  lieutenant 
October  1, 1862,  to  rank  from  Jaly  17, 1862,  and  has  been  paid  from  thd 
latter  date  as  a  lieutenant,  to  October  1, 1862.  It  appears  that  all  pay- 
ments from  July  17, 1862,  to  October  1, 1862,  the  date  of  appointment, 
were  unauthorized  by  law,  and  your  committee  therefore  recommend 
that  the  bill  be  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  ^<  seventeenth  day  of 
July,"  in  the  ninth  line,  and  inserting  the  words  "first  day  of  October,"  so 
as  to  legalize  the  payments  made  subsequent  to  July  17, 1862,  and  prior 
to  October  1, 1862,  and  that  the  bill  as  thus  amended  be  passed. 


i 


45th  Congbess,  \   HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       }  \  No.  804. 


MYRON  M.  LOOKWOOD. 


May  11,  1878.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Beebe,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  sabmitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  4796.] 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  War  of  February  1,  1878,  relative  to  the  losses  sustained  by 
Myron  M.  LocJcwoodj  of  Deer  Lodge^  Monty  in  the  recent  Nez  FercS 
war^  respectfully  report : 

The  correspondence  submitted  to  the  Hoase  in  connection  with  the 
letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  this  claim  fally  sets  forth  the 
facts  upon  which  relief  is  asked.  The  Secretary's  letter  and  accom- 
panying communications  are  as  follows : 

War  Department,  February  1, 1878. 

The  Secretary  of  War  has  the  honor  t-o  transmit  to  the  House  of  Bepresentativee 
copy  of  correspondence  concerning  the  losses  sustained  during  the  recent  Nez  Perc6 
war  by  Myron  M.  Lock  wood,  of  Deer  Lodge,  Mont. 

Mr.  Lockwood  and  his  brother  served  as  volunteers  with  Qeneral  Qibbon's  command, 
in  the  pursuit  of  Nez  Perc^;  his  brother  was  killed,  and  he  was  badly  wounded 
through  the  hip  and  groin,  in  the  battle  of  the  Big  Hole,  and  may  be  a  cripple  for  life. 
He  estimates  his  losses  on  account  of  stock,  forage,  house,  &.C.,  at  $1,600. 

General  Qibbon  forwards  the  application,  and  recommends  relief. 

General  Sherman,  who  is  personally  cognizant  of  the  facts,  concurs  with  General 
Gibbon,  and  states:  *'  This  Lockwood  is  unmarried,  but  the  brother  who  was  killed  in 
the  battle  leaves  a  wife  and  children,  who  should  have  a  pension." 

Relief  in  both  of  the  cases  mentioned  is  respectfully  recommended. 
Respectfully  submitted, 

GEO.  W.  McCRARY, 

Secretary  of  War, 

The  Speaker  of  the.  House  of  Representatives, 


Saint  Joseph's  Hospital,  Deer  Lodge,  Mont., 

October  30,  1877. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  a  statement  of  my  losses  incurred  from 
the  Nez  Perc^  war.  I  joined  General  Gibbon's  command  as  a  volunteer,  and  served 
with  him  at  the  battle  of  Big  Hole,  where  I  got  wounded.  My  ranch  and  stock  were 
laid  waste,  during  my  absence,  by  the  Indians,  which  has  left  me  without  a  home,  and 
for  which  I  respectfully  ask  compensation.  I  would  respectfully  refer  to  General  Gib- 
bon and  Mr.  Maginnis  (representative  for  Montana)  for  personal  character.  Hoping 
my  claim  will  meet  with  a  favorable  consideration, 
I  am,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

MYRON  M.  LOCKWOOD,  .j 

Deer  Lodges  Mont,  ] 
The  Hon.  Secretary  of  War, 

Washington^  D.  C, 
(Through  Headquarters  Fort  Shaw,  Montana.) 
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BespeotfuUy  forwarded  to  headqaartere  Department  of  DakoU,  and  the  clft 
mended  to  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  proper  anthority.  Mr.  Loc 
entitled  to  every  consideration.  He  has  suffered  severely  in  property,  as  I  ] 
know.  He  and  his  brother  were  both  volunteers  in  the  pursuit  of  the  Nez  Pei 
brother  was  killed,  and  he  himself  was  verv  severely  wounded,  in  the  battle 
Hole,  and  he  still  lies  in  the  hospital  at  Deer  Lodge,  suffering  from  the  eft< 
wounds. 

JOHN  GIBB 
Ck>lonel  Seventh  Infantry^  Commanding 

[SecQDd  iDdorsement] 

Headquarters  Department  of  Das 
Saint  Paul,  ifiitii.,  Notmnher ! 

Respectfully  forwarded  to  headquarters  Military  Division  of  the  Missouri 

ALfiSED  H.  TEfi 
Brigadier-General,  Cinm 

[Third  indorsement.] 

Headquarters  Military  Division  of  the  Missoi 

Chuxtgo,  November  I 

Respectfully  forwarded  to  the  Adjutant-General  of  the  Army. 

P.  H.  SHERID 
Li£Utenant'General,  Gomi 


Deer  Lodge,  Mont.,  Xovember 

General  :  You  will,  I  am  sure,  forgive  me  in  thus  addressing  yon  in  pen 
much  depends  on  the  result  of  my  request,  makes  the  action  necessary.    I 
General  Sherman,  U.  S.  A.,  when  here,  and  it  is  as  well  by  his  advice  and  i 
vided  condition  of  myself  and  family  that  I  have  made  the  application  herein  r 

I  have  forwarded  to  the  proper  authority,  through  General  Gibbon,  mj  a; 
for  reimbursement  for  losses  sustained  through  the  Nez  Perc6  raid  through 
tory.  Those  losses  have  left  me  entirely  dependent,  being  so  badl^  wouuj 
tight  at  Big  Hole.  I  am  entirely  unable  to  work,  nor  is  it  likely  I  will  be  abi 
for  next  six  months.  My  family  is  large,  and  have  no  present  means  of  snpp 
entirely  dependent  on  the  goodness  of  others. 

I  therefore  respectfully  request  a  favorable  recommendation  on  my  applicatn 
referred  to),  and  would  respectfully  refer  to  General  Gibbon's  indorsemeot 
for  further  particulars. 

I  remain,  ireneral.  verv  resnectfullv.  vour  obedient  servant. 


MYRON   M.   LOCKWOOD.  3 

[Second  indonenient.] 

Headquarters  Military  Division  of  the  Missouri, 

Chicagoj  November  27, 1877. 

Respectfally  forwarded  to  the  Adjutant-Oeneral  of  the  Army. 

P.  H.  SHERIDAN, 
Lieutenant-Generalf  Commandhhg. 

Id  conneotioD  with  this  application  attentioo  is  invited  to  the  inclosed  extract  from 
a  letter  of  the  General  of  the  Army  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  dated  Fort  Missoula, 
Montana,  September  3, 1877. 

Fort  Missouiji,  Montana, 

September  3,  1877. 

[Eztraot] 

Sir:  ••••••• 

On  the  mominf^  of  September  1  we  arrived  at  Deer  Lod^e,  quite  a  pretty  little  town, 
with  a  good  hotel,  stores,  dwellings,  churches,  and  school-house.  The  town-site  is  in 
the  miodle  of  the  valley,  with  abundance  of  the  purest  and  most  beautiful  water.  On 
the  edge  of  the  town,  upon  the  plateau,  is  a  good,  stone,  Catholic  church,  with  a  hos- 
pital behind.  This  is  a  good  two-story  frame  house,  well  arranged,  clean,  and  well 
furnished ;  indeed,  as  j|[Ood  a  hospital  as  can  be  found  anywhere,  in  charge  of  six  Sisters 
of  Charity.  Here  I  visited  all  of  the  wounded  men,  soldiers  and  citizens,  of  Gibbon's 
command,  who  had  been  brought  up  from  his  fight  of  Aueust  9,  a  distance  of  about 
90  miles.  They  are  in  charge  of  a  citizen.  Surgeon  Mitchell,  who  is  esteemed  highly 
qualified  and  devoted,  and  I  trust  in  due  time  he  will  be  i>roperlv  compensated.  All  the 
wounds  were  healing  well,  except  of  two  men  wounded  in  the  loot,  wno  may  have  each 
to  lose  a  leg. 

The  case  of  one  citizen  badly  wounded  through  the  hip  and  groin  (Lockwood)  de- 
serves special  mention,  for  he  was  a  pure  volunteer,  lost  his  brother  in  oattle,  and  had 
his  farm  pillaged  by  the  Indians,  and  his  stock  mostiv,  if  not  all,  used  by  the  pursu- 
ing troops.  (jTenerskl  Gibbon  speaks  in  high  terms  of  his  courage  and  services,  and 
will  do  all  that  is  possible  to  secure  him  pay  for  what  he  has  lost,  and  meantime  will 
pay  his  charges  at  the  hospital  during  convalescence,  which  may  be  slow,  and  make 
Lim  a  cripple  for  life.    This  Lockwood  is  unmarried,  but  the  brother  who  was  killed 

in  the  battle  leaves  a  wife  and  children  who  should  have  a  pension. 

•  •  «  *  •  *  • 

With  great  respect,  yours  truly, 

W.  T.  SHERMAN,  General. 
Hon.  Geo.  W.  McCrary, 

Secretary  of  War^  Washingionj  D,  C. 

[Fourth  indorsement] 

Headquarters  of  the  Army, 

Washingtonf  November  27,  1877. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Honorable  Secretary  of  War. 

Of  course  1  think  Lockwood  ought  to  be  paid  somehow,  but  in  this  form  it  is  Im- 
possible to  make  a  legal  voucher.  The  first  two  items  could  be  accounted  for  as  ''  beef 
and  ^'  forage.^'  The  other  items  will  necessitate  an  act  of  Congress.  I  advise  this 
paper  to  be  sent  back  to  General  Gibbon,  to  see  if  he  cannot  make  vouchers  of  *'  pur- 
chase'' and  vouchers  of  "issue''  or  expenditure  for  the  two  first  items  of  Lockwood's 
bill,  and  to  have  Lockwood  petition  Congress  for  relief  for  the  other  items. 

No  amount  of  kindly  feeling  towards  Lockwood  will  move  the  Treasury  officials, 
and  if  General  Gibbon  wants  to  help  a  most  deserving  man,  he  must  put  his  papers  in 
such  shape  as  to  receive  the  approval  of  the  War  Department,  and  so  as  to  pass  the 
accounting-officers  of  the  Treasury  under  *'  existing  laws,"  trusting  to  the  honorable 
delegate  from  Montana,  Mr.  Maginnis,  to  get  the  balance  by  a  bill  of  relief. 

W.  T.  SHERMAN,  General. 

[Indorsement.] 

Respectfully  returned,  concurring  with  General  Sherman. 

Upon  presentation  of  proper  vouchers,  the  amount  due  Mr.  Lockwood  may  be  allowed. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

H.  T.  CROSBY, 

Chief  Cleric. 
War  Department,  December  5, 1677. 


4  MYRON   M    LOCKWOOD. 

Headquarters  of  the  Army, 

Adjutant-General's  Office, 

Washingtonf  December  8,  1877. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  yoar  indorBement  of  November  6,  1877,  upon  commanication  froio 
Mr.  Myron  M.  Lookwood,  Saint  Joseph's  Hospital,  Deer  Lodge,  Mont.,  who  asks  com- 
pensation for  losses  snstained  by  him  through  the  Nez  Percys  war,  I  have  respectfully 
to  transmit  herewith  for  your  information  copy  of  indorsement,  dated  the  7th  ultimo, 
of  the  General  of  the  Army. 

The  Secretary  of  War  concurs  in  the  views  of  General  Sherman,  and  decides  that 
upon  presentation  of  proper  vouchers  the  amounts  due  Mr.Lockwood  may  be  allowed 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 

Adjutant-General, 
Col.  John  Gibbon, 

Seventh  Infantry,  Commanding  District  of  Montana. 
(Through  headquarters  Division  of  the  Missouri.) 


Headquarters  District  of  Montana, 

Fort  ShaWf  MonU^  December  28,  187T. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the 8th 
instant  regarding  the  claim  of  Mr.  Myron  M.  Lockwood  for  losses  by  hostile  Nez  Perc^,. 
with  a  copy  of  General  Sherman's  indorsement,  and  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  of 
War,  that  on  the  presentation  of  '^  proper  vouchers"  the  amounts  due  Mr.  Lockwood 
may  be  allowed.  I  have  every  disposition  to  assist  Mr.  Lockwood,  who  has  not  only 
suffered  pecuniary  loss  by  Indian  depredations,  but  was  badly  wounded  in  the  battle 
of  Big  Hole,  and  is  now  a  great  snf!orer  from  his  wound.  But  his  claim  belongs  to  a 
large  class  of  similar  ones  for  settling  which  proper  vouchers  cannot  be  furnished. 

Unfortunately,  I  know  nothing  which  would  enable  me  to  certify  to  his  loss  of  stock 
and  forage.  They  were  not  used  by  my  troops,  and,  of  course,  could  not  be  certified 
as  *^  issued."  I  regret  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  put  Mr.  Lockwood's  papers  in  such  a 
shape  as  to  pass  the  scrutiny  of  the  Treasury  Department,  and  see  no  other  way  for 
the  meritorious,  deserving  claimant  to  obtain  indemnity  for  his  losses  except  throug^i 
an  act  of  Congress. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

JOHN  GIBBON, 
Colonel  Seventh  Infantry,  Commanding  District. 

The  Adjutant-General  U.  8.  A., 

Washingt^nf  D.  C 

(Through  headquarters  Dei)artnient  of  Dakota.) 

[First  indorsement] 

Headquarters  Department  of  Dakota, 

Saint  Paul,  Minn.,  January  12,  1878. 
Respectfully  forwarded  to  headquarters  Militarv  Division  of  the  Missouri. 

ALFRED  H.  TERRY, 
Brigadier-General,  Commanding. 

[Second  indorsement  ] 

Headquarters  Military  Division  op  the  Missouri, 

Chicago,  January  16,  1878. 
Respectfully  forwarded  to  the  Adjutant-General  of  the  Army. 

P.  H.  SHERIDAN, 
Lieutenant' General  Commanding.^ 

[Seventh  indorsement] 

Headquarters  of  the  Army, 

IVashington,  January  19,  1878. 
Respectfully  returned  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  inviting  attention  to  reply  of  Colonel 
Gibbon  to  lett«r  from  the  Adjutaut-General  of  the  Hth  ultimo,  based  upon  tlie  instruc- 
tions of  the  Secretary  of  War  of  Dc'ceiuber  5,  1877,  ou  accompanying  paper. 

•  W.  T.  SHERMAN, 

General. 

War  Department, 

Adjutant-General's  Office, 

^^  .  ,  Washington,  January  26,  1878. 

Official  copies. 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 

Atfjutan  V-  G  enerah 


MYKON   M.   LOCKWOOD.  5 

The  facts  detailed  id  the  foregoing  papers,  and  the  earnest  commenda- 
tions of  the  claimant's  conduct  and  merits  by  the  distinguished  officers 
named,  establish  this,  in  the  opinion  of  yonr  committee,  as  a  case  calling 
for  relief  by  the  action  of  Congress.  The  claimant  asks  reimburse- 
ment for  loss  of  stocky  forage,  grain,  house  and  fnmitnre,  &o.,  amount- 
ing in  all  to  $1,100,  and  for  miscellaneous  expenses  he  asks  $500  more. 
This  last  item  we  regard  as  too  vague  and  indefinite  to  justify  its  allow- 
ance. We  respectfully  report  and  recommend  the  passage  of  the  ac- 
companying bill  for  the  relief  of  Myron  M.  Lockwood,  providing  for  the 
payment  to  him,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, of  the  sum  of  $1,100  in  full  satisfaction  of  his  said  claim. 

H.  Rep.  804 2 

O 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.     i  Report 
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THE  VENEZUELAN  AWARDS. 


May  11,  1878. — Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Afifairs  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Hamilton,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  sabmitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4799.] 

Mr.  Hamilton^  by  authority  of  said  committee^  to  whom  teas  re/erred  House 
bill  yo.  1059,  respectfully  submits  the  following  report^  accompanied  by  a 
substitute  for  tlie  bill : 

Six  months  after  the  adjournment  of  the  mixed  commission  under 
the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Vene- 
zuela, the  latter  government  protested  against  the  awards  of  said  com- 
mission, alleging  irregularity  in  the  selection  of  an  umpire  and  fraud  in 
its  proceedings  and  findings.  This  protest  has  been  renewed  from  time 
to  time  and  ^1  payments  made  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela  on  ac- 
count of  these  awards  have  been  made  under  such  protests  and  accom- 
panied by  requests  that  the  sums  paid  should  not  be  distributed  until 
there  should  have  been  a  rehearing  by  a  new  commission,  in  order  to 
determine  what  amounts  Venezuela  justly  owed  citizens  of  the  United 
States. 

This  commisHion  and  the  awards  made  by  it  have  frequently  been 
the  subject  of  Congressional  investigation  and  report.  First,  in  the  41st 
Congress,  Mr.  Wilkinson  made  a  report  sustaining  the  awards,  but  no 
action  was  taken  thereon.    (H.  R.  No.  79,  2d  sess.  41st  Congress.) 

During  the  second  session  of  the  42d  Congress  Mr.  Packard,  from 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  made  a  report,  setting  forth  a  brief 
history  of  the  ease,  and  recommending  the  passage  of  a  bill  providing 
for  a  new  commission  and  a  revision  of  all  the  awards.  (H.  R.  No.  29, 
2d  sess.  42d  Congress.) 

At  the  third  session  of  the  same  Congress  he  made  another  report, 
reciting  the  same  facts,  but,  for  some  unexplained  and  incomprehensible 
reason,  coming  to  an  opposite  conclusion.  He  then  recommended  the 
passage  of  a  bill  alhrming  the  validity  of  the  aw^ards  and  providing  for 
the  enforcement  of  payment.    (H.  R.  No.  — ,  3d  sess.  42d  Congress.) 

This  bill  passed  the  House,  but  the  Senate  struck  out  the  force  clause, 
and  it  finally  passed  the  House  as  amended  by  the  Senate,  and  was 
approved  February  L'5,  1873.    (U.  S.  Rev.  Stat.,  p.  — .) 

In  the  Forty-fourth  Congress  the  subject  again  arose  on  a  memorial 
of  Mr.  Seth  Driggs,  one  of  the  claimants,  alleging  that  he  had  been 
defrauded  by  the  United  States  commissioner,  Mr.  D.  M.  Talmage,  by 
the  United  States  minister  at  Caracas,  Mr.  Stillwell,  and  by  Mr.  Still- 
well's  brother-in-law,  Mr.  Murray. 

An  elaborate  investigation  and   inquiry  followed,  which  developed 
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much  new  evidence  tending  to  show  irregularity  and  fraud  in  the  pro- 
ceedings and  judgments  of  the  commission.  An  elaborate  and  able  re- 
port was  made  by  Mr.  Springer,  and  the  House  unanimously  passed  a 
resolution  directing  the  Secretary  of  State  to  suspend  the  further  dis- 
tribution of  the  sums  paid  by  Venezuela  on  account  of  these  awards. 
(H.  R.  787,  first  session  Forty-fourth  Congress.) 

These  several  reports,  and  especially  the  report  of  Mr.  Springer,  so 
fully  recite  the  history  of  the  case  that  no  repetition  of  the  merely  his- 
toric facts  is  deemed  necessary. 

After  the  report  of  Mr.  Springer  was  made  additional  testimony  was 
taken  by  the  committee  of  the  Forty-fourth  Congress,  which  has  been 
printed  by  order  of  this  House.  (Mis.  Doc.  11,  second  session  Forty- 
fifth  Congress.)  The  President,  in  his  annual  message  of  December  last, 
resubmits  to  Congress  the  whole  subject,  and  asks  legislation  in  relation 
thereto. 

In  answer  to  a  resolution  of  the  House,  he  transmitted  very  important 
documentary  evidence  bearing  upon  the  subject,  which  was  referred  to 
your  committee.  (Ex.  Doc.  30,  second  session  Forty-fifth  Congress.)  Ad- 
ditionaland  important  testimony  was  taken  by  the  committee,  and  it 
accompanies  this  report.  (Mis.  Doc.  30,  second  session  Forty-fifth  Con- 
gress.) 

The  committee  think  it  unnecessary  to  extend  this  report  to  the  length 
that  would  be  required  by  an  exhaustive  analysis  of  the  large  mass  of 
testimony  and  documentary  evidence  bearing  upon  the  case.  There  is 
evidence  tending  to  show  that  there  was  incompetency  on  the  part  of 
the  commission,  that  some  of  the  claims  allowed  were'questionable  in 
character,  and  that  the  proceedings  were  tainted  with  fraud  and  cor- 
ruption. Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  request  of  the 
Government  of  Venezuela  for  a  rehearing  is  entitled  to  favorable  con- 
sideration. 

It  has  not  been  deemed  necessary  to  pass  upon  the  legal  question,  so 
elaborately  and  ably  argued  by  counsel  on  both  sides,  as  to  the  power 
of  Congress  to  set  aside  treaties  or  to  direct  the  President  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  treaty-making  power,  as  it  is  only  proposed  to  repeal  the 
law  of  the  25th  of  April,  1873,  and  empower  the  President  to  take  such 
action  as,  in  his  discretion,  he  may  deem  to  be  required  by  the  facts 
and  circumstances  of  the  case.  The  act  above  cited,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  State,  precludes  any  negotiation 
looking  to  the  correction  of  the  wrong  we  think  has  been  done.  The 
action  of  the  House  in  passing  unanimously  the  resolution  recom- 
mended in  the  report  of  the  committee  made  by  Mr.  Springer,  has  made 
it  improper,  in  the  judgment  of  the  President,  for  him  to  distribute  the 
sums  paid  by  Venezuela,  or  to  consider  the  "questions  presente<l"  by 
recent  disclosures  in  the  case.  The  matter  has  been  submitted  to  Con- 
gress and  the  President  is  awaiting  its  action. 

A  failure  to  act  at  all  will  leave  the  question  where  it  now  rests,  so 
that  the  President,  to  use  his  own  language,  "  cannot  assume  to  pass 
upon  the  questions  presented,  or  to  distribute  the  funds  received'';  to 
reverse  the  action  of  the  House  in  passing  that  resolution,  and  leave 
the  law  of  the  25th  of  February,  1873,  in  force  would  be  to  restrain  the 
President  from  considering  any  "  questions  presented"  by  the  evidences 
of  fraud  already  known,  or  any  that  may  hereafter  be  discovered.  The 
bill  we  propose  will  repeal  the  law  above  cited,  and  the  President  can 
then  take  such  action  as  in  his  judgment  the  circumstances  and  equities 
ot  the  case  demand.    In  every  aspect  of  the  case  early  and  definite 
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action  is  manifestly  required  by  the  interests  of  both  governments  and 
tbe  rights  of  all  concerned. 

Since  the  adjoarnment  of  the  commission  other  claims  have  arisen, 
and  yoar  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  provision  might  be  made,  so 
that  all  international  claims  to  date  might  be  adjudicated  by  tbe  new 
commission,  to  the  end  that  all  pending  qnestions  between  the  two 
governments  may  be  peaceably  and  amicably  settled. 

In  view  of  all  the  foregoing  facts  and  considerations,  yoar  committee 
respectfully  report  a  substitute  for  the  bill  referred^ to  it  and  recommend 
tbat  the  same  be  passed. 


I  '■■ 
i    J 
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THE  VENEZUELA  AWARDS. 


May  29, 1879.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Bbidges,  from  the  Oommittee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  sabmitted  the 

following  report  as  the 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 

Subsequent  to  the  breaking  oat  of  the  revelation,  under  Bolivar,  ter- 
minating io  the  release  of  the  colony  from  the  rule  of  Spain,  and  prior 
to  1866,  citizens  of  the  United  States  residing  in  Venezuela,  and  oar 
merchants  and  manufacturers,  had  suffered  many  hardships  through  the 
exigencies  of  political  strife  in  that  country.  During  this  period  many 
attempts  had  been  made  by  our  government  to  obtain  redress  for  these 
wrongs,  but  they  were  all  unsuccessful.  To  secure  remuneration  for  losses 
sustained  by  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  at  the  hands  of  that^  govern- 
ment. President  Jackson  sent  a  special  agent  to  Venezuela,  but  his 
efforts  failed. 

In  the  year  1865,  the  President  of  the  United  States  obtained,  from 
the  then  Marshal  President  of  Venezuela,  consent  to  an  adjudication  of 
all  claims  of.  United  States  citizens  against  the  Government  of  Ven- 
ezuela, the  adjudication  to  be  made  and  certificates  of  award  to  be 
issued  by  a  joint  commission  under  solemn  treaty  stipulations.  The 
ratification  of  the  treaty  was  delayed  one  year  for  the  reason  that  the 
Congress  of  Venezuela  failed  to  act  upon  the  matter  according  to  the 
executive  promise. 

The  treaty  was  finally  ratified  and  proclaimed  by  both  governments. 
It  provided  that  the  arbitrating  court  should  consist  of  one  commis- 
sioner appointed  byjhe  United  States,  one  commissioner  appointed  by 
Venezuela,  and  an  umpire  to  be  appointed  by  joint  action  of  the  com- 
missioners. It  further  provided  that  in  case  tiie  commissioners  could 
not  agree  in  the  choice  of  an  umpire,  the  ambassador  representing  either 
Switzerland  or  Russia  in  Washington  should  make  the  appointment. 

It  provided  that  the  commission  should  sit  in  Caracas,  the  capital  of 
Venezuela,  and  should  complete  its  labors  in  twelve  months  from  the 
date  of  its  organization. 

It  gave  the  commission  power  to  make  rules  for  the  transaction  of 
its  business,  and  provided  that  each  member  of  the  commission  should 
take  a  solemn  oath  to  decide  each  claim  or  question  presented  for  his 
consideration  in  such  manner  as  he  deemed  most  conformable  to  justice. 

It  declared  that  the  awards  made  by  joint  decision  of  the  two  com- 
missioners, or  by  decision  of  the  umpire,  should  be  final. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  appointed  David  M.  Talmage, 
of  New  York,  its  commissioner,  and  he  sailed  for  Caracas,  arriving 
there  in  time  for  the  organization  of  the  commission  at  the  date  stipulated 
in  the  treaty. 

Venezuela  appointed  Guzman  Blanco  her  commissioner,  but  not  until 
the  lapse  of  the  time  set  tor  the  organization  of  the  commission. 
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The  United  States  commissioner  named  one  Bolandos  for  umpire,  bat 
Blanco  nominated  no  one,  nor  did  he  give  any  reason  for  not  approving 
of  the  selection  of  Bolandns,  except  the  reason  that  his  government  had 
instructed  him  to  agree  to  the  appointment  of  no  one  oatside  of  the  min- 
isters resident  in  Caracas. 

The  United  States  commissioner  took  issue  on  this  point.  He  main- 
tained that  the  treaty  stipulated  that  the  umpire  should  be  appointed 
by  the  commission,  or,  the  commissioners  failing  to  agree,  that  he  should 
be  appointed  by  the  minister  resident  in  Washington  either  from  Swit- 
zerland or  Bussia.  He  maintaiped  that,  under  the  treaty,  neither  his 
own  government  nor  that  of  Venezuela  could  dictate  to  the  commission 
in  this  or  in  any  other  matter. 

Banco  finally  retired.  Francisco  Conde  was  appointed  his  succes- 
sor, and  the  commissioners  notified  each  his  own  government  of  their 
inability  to  agree  upon  the  selection  of  an  umpire. 

Baron  Stoeckl,  Russian  amb^sador  in  Washington,  then  appointed 
an  umpire  in  the  person  of  Juan  N.  Machado,  jr.,  of  Venezuela,  but  the 
appointment  was  delayed  several  months,  for  the  reason  that  Venezuela 
neglected  to  join  our  government  in  a  note  to  the  baron  requesting  his 
action  in  the  matter. 

The  commissioners  agreed  to  draw  up  and  submit  to  the  umpire  a 
certain  number  of  rules  to  govern  the  proceedings  of  the  commission. 
Among  those  proposed  by  the  United  States  commissioner  was  a  rule 
providing  that  neither  commissioner  should  take  papers  away  from  the 
commission  to  examine  them  elsewhere,  and  another  which  limited  con- 
sideration of  any  one  claim  to  five  days.  Conde  protested  against  the 
adoption  of  these  rules.  The  umpire  decided  they  were  proper  and 
necessary,  and  Conde  soon  after  withdrew  from  the  commission. 

I.  G.  Villafano  was  appointed  to  succeed  Conde,  and  with  him  the 
work  of  the  commissioners  was  prosecuted  and  completed. 

The  amonnt  of  claims  presented  to  the  commission  was $4, 823, 273  31 

The  amount  of  claims  allowed  by  the  commissioners  was 459, 188  30 

The  amount  of  claims  allowed  by  the  umpire  was 794,122  00 

The  amonnt  of  claims  rejected  by  the  commissioners  was 2, 990, 297  07 

The  amonnt  of  claims  rejected  by  the  umpire  was ^9,665  94 

Sum  total  of  awards  allowed ^ 1,253,310  30 

Sum  total  of  claims  rejected 3,569,963  01 

The  amonnt  now  unpaid  is  about  the  same  as  that  awarded,  and  the 
time  for  the  last  payment  to  be  made  expires  in  August  of  the  present 
year. 

The  treaty  provided  that,  if  required,  one  person  might  be  heard  before 
the  commission  in  behalf  of  each  claim,  and  the  American  commis- 
sioner asked  his  government  to  appoint  an  attorney  for  such  puri>ose, 
but  he  was  informed  that  Congress  had  made  no  appropriation  for  pay- 
ment of  counsel. 

An  attorney  appeared  before  the  commission  to  speak  in  behalf  of  the 
first  claim  taken  up  for  consideration,  but  the  Venezuelan  commissioner 
objected  to  such  service,  and  a  rule  to  admit  no  attorney  as  counsel  in 
the  commission  was  adopted. 

According  to  the  terms  of  the  treaty  the  first  installments  of  the 
awards  fell  due  in  six  months  from  the  close  of  the  commission.  Semi- 
annual installments  were  to  be  paid,  and  the  whole  to  be  paid  within  ten 
years. 

Between  the  date  when  the  first  payment  was  due  and  the  present  time 
a  great  many  pages  of  history  have  been  written  upon  the  subject,  and 
there  are  bi;it  few  that  offer  any  rational  hope  that  the  relations  between 
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the  American  Bepablic  and  the  Bepablic  of  Venezuela  will  ever  be  im- 
proved. It  has  been  the  practice  of  the  late  retired  Marshal  President 
of  that  republic  to  prefer  charges  of  wrong-doing  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mission whenever  that  government  has  b^n  notified  of  her  default;  and 
it  has  been  the  habit  of  our  government  to  take  up  these  charges,  to 
examine  them,  to  declare  them  frivolous  and  unfounded,  and  then  to 
instruct  our  ministers  there  to  renew  positive  demands  for  the  payment 
of  awards  overdue. 

Vague  charges  were  made  against  the  American  commissioner  and 
the  umpire  at  the  time  the  Venezuelan  Government  was  notified  of  her 
first  default,  and  it  was  claimed  that  the  awards  made  by  the  umpire's 
decision  ought  to  be  reopened.  The  awards  made  by  agreement  of  the 
commissioners  the  Venezuelan  Government  said  should  stand.  These 
charges  have  been  varied  in  form  and  extent  from  time  to  time,  to  meet 
some  new  demand  in  novelty,  until  they  now  shadow  alike  and  equally 
both  commissioners  and  the  umpire. 

In  response  to  repeated  petitions  from  claimants  and  executive  mes- 
sages noticing  Venezuela's  default,  Congress,  in  1873,  re-examined  the 
entire  ground,  and  passed  an  act  in  conformity  with  the  clause  in  the 
Constitution  authorizing  legislation  to  carry  treaties  into  effect,  declaring 
that  the  awards  should  be  considered  valid  and  subsisting  as  against 
Venezuela. 

Thereupon  Venezuela  gave  up  the  struggle  to  resist  payment  directly, 
and  proposed  then  to  redeem  the  certificates  with  bonds  bearing  a  less 
rate  of  interest;  but  our  government  decided  that  this  was  impractica- 
ble and  refused  to  comply  with  her  request. 

Our  ministers  in  that  country  have  aU  testified  repeatedly  that  Vene- 
zuela was  not  acting  in  good  faith  with  our  government.  A  continuous 
line  of  diplomatic  correspondence  has  been  kept  up,  while  claimants, 
destitute  and  almost  without  hope,  have  been  sending  prayer  after 
prayer  to  Congress  and  to  the  President  that  the  awards  made  to  them 
might  be  paid.  It  is  hardly  clear  to  the  undersigned  whether  Vene- 
zuela in  her  ingenious  shifts  to  avoid  fulfillment  of  her  obligations,  or 
our  government  in  its  failure  to  compel  their  fulfillment,  has  been  the 
more  blameworthy. 

The  undersigned  has  given  to  these  questions  as  careful  a  review  as 
was  possible,  considering  the  wide  range  this  inquiry  had  unfortunately 
taken.  That  they  are  still  recognized  as  disturbing  questions  is  because 
the  most  vital  principle  in  the  settlement  of  international  differences 
has  beetf  overlooked.  The  later  matters  brought  out  as  evidence  to  sup- 
port the  theory  of  fraud  have  been  carefully  examined,  but  in  the  opinion 
of  the  undersigned  the  charges  of  fraud  have  not  been  sustained. 

It  has  not  been  thought  that  the  question  whether  Congress  may 
legislate  away  the  vested  rights  which  citizens  claim  to  hold  in  the  cer- 
tificates issued  by  the  Venezuelan  Commission  was  a  question  necessary 
to  consider,  since  Congress  has  already  emphasized,  by  solemn  decree, 
the  guarantee  which  the  treaty  itself  and  the  plighted  faith  of  both 
governments  give  to  holders  of  these  certificates.  But,  nevertheless, 
close  consideration  has  been  given  to  counsel's  argument  under  this 
head,  and  it  has  been  found  that  the  negative  side  of  this  question  is 
so  strongly  protected  by  a  veritable  cordon  of  decisions  from  the  highest 
judicial  tribunals  as  to  be  utterly  impregnable. 

In  remanding  this  subject  to  the  executive  department  of  our  govern- 
ment, where  the  undersigned  might  safely  leave  it,  it  seems  proper  that 
Congress,  under  the  circumstances,  should  make  therewith  a  positive 
declaration. 
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It  has  transpired  that  sinoe  the  publication  of  a  partial  investigation 
made  in  the  Forty-fourth  Congress,  Venezuela  has  referred  in  an  official 
document  to  such  publication  as  furnishing  proof  that  the  charges 
which  she  had  preferred  were  true. 

It  has  also  transpired  that,  in  such  portions  of  our  public  press  as  are 
available,  both  the  United  States  commissioner  and  the  umpire  in  the 
Venezuela  Commission  have  been  ruthlessly  assailed. 

In  view  of  these  unhappy  occurrences  and  the  additional  hardships 
brought  upon  claimants,  it  seems  proper  that  Congress,  while  expressing 
regret  for  the  too  lenient  policy  of  our  government  in  the  past,  should 
X>ointedly  declare  that  national  self-respect  forbids  that  any  further 
delay  by  Venezuela  in  the  fulfillment  of  her  obligations,  taken  under 
^solemn  treaty  in  1866,  should  be  tolerated,  and  that  the  awards  made 
by  the*commission  should  be  held  final  and  conclusive. 

S.  A.  BRIDGES. 


45th  Congress,  \  HOUSE  OF  EEPEBSENTATIVES.     i  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  806. 


RICHARDSON    vs.    RAINEY,    FIRST    CONGRESSIONAL    DIS- 
TRICT OF  SOUTH  CAROLINA. 


May  Id,  1878. — Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Elections  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Ellis,  from  the  Committee  on  Elections,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  first  Congressional  district  of  South  Carolina  is  composed  of 
eight  coQuties — Samter,  Darlington,  Williamsburg,  Georgetown,  Horry, 
Marion,  Marlborough,  and  Chesterfield. 

At  the  general  election  held  in  that  district  on  the  7th  of  November, 
1876,  John  S.  Richardson  and  Joseph  H.  Rainey  were  voted  for  to  rep- 
resent said  district  in  the  Forty-fifth  Congress.  According  to  the 
returns,  as  filed  in  the  office  of  the  secretary  of  state,  the  vote  was  as 
follows : 

Rainey.     Richardson. 

In  Darlington  County 3,514  2,747 

In  Snmter  County 3,849  2,389 

In  Williamsbarg County 2,371  1,662 

In  Georgetown  County 2,684  1,152 

In  Cheeterfield  County 981  1,622 

In  Marlborough  County 1,609  1,941 

In  Marion  County 2,502  3,140 

In  Horry  County 593  1,922 

18, 103  16, 575 

Or  a  majority  for  contestee  of  1,528  in  the  entire  district.  Upon  this 
return  a  certificate  of  election  was  issued  to  ^him,  and  he  was  sworn  in 
and  occupies  the  seat  in  Congress  from  the  first  South  Carolina  district. 

Within  the  legal  time  the  contestant  filed  his  protest  and  notice  of 
contest,  claiming  that  certain  counties  of  said  district  should  be  rejected 
from  the  count  for  intimidation,  violence,  and  military  interference  with 
the  said  election,  and  that  certain  polls  in  said  counties  should  be  re- 
jected for  various  informalities,  which  are  fully  set  forth  in  his  notice  of 
contest. 

Without  burdening  this  report  with  the  notice  of  contest,  which  is 
found  on  pages  l-ll  of  the  report,  the  grounds  upon  which  contestant 
bases  his  contest  are  subtantially  as  follows : 

1st.  That  the  Government  of  the  United  States  without  cause,  other 
than  to  influence  the  result  of  the  election  in  the  interest  of  contestee 
and  the  Republican  party,  sent  troops  to  many  polling-places  in  four 
counties  of  the  first  district,  and  that  the  effect  of  the  presence  of  said 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  was  such  as  to  greatly  influence,  if 
not  to  change,  by  intimidation,  the  result  in  said  counties. 

2d.  That  the  presence  at  the  polls  and  the  attendance  at  political 
meetings  during  the  canvass  of  colored  militia  armed  and  organized, 
and  the  general  arming  of  colored  clubs  and  their  threats  against  colored 


I 


1st.  In  that  the  managers  of  election  appointed  for  the  varioas  preciocts  < 
in  said  connty  did  not  comply  with  a  condition  precedent  to  their  action  aa 
aKerSi  inasmuch  as  no  oath  taken  and  subscribed  by  any  of  them  was  filed  i 
of  secretary  of  state,  as  required  by  law,  there  being  at  the  time  no  clerk 
county  duly  qualified  with  whom  said  oaths  could  be  filed. 

2d.  In  that  Federal  officers  (deputy  marshals  and  others),  intense  Republ 
saas,  made  use  of  the  presence  of  troops  in  said  county  to  intimidate  electon 
at  every  poll  in  said  county  large  numbers  were  overawed — some  kept  froi 
altogether,  and  others  forced  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket  against  their  wi 
^It  3d.  In  that  the  State  militia  and  other  armed  Republicans  collected  large  i 

'^  Bi  Hr  State  and  private  arms  at  and  near  the  points  at  which  polls  were  opened  i 

i  C^  ii  cincts  established  at  Darlington  Court- House,  Society  Hill,  and  Florence.    1 

t|  H  r  tion  of  arms  at  the  poll?,  as  stated  in  this  specification,  was  with  the  koon 

|1  HL  :|i  (in  one  instance  at  least)  upon  the  suggestion  of  deputy  marshals  of  the  Uoi 

^  ■    f-  of  America,  all  Republicans. 

1.  That  at  Manchester  precinct  the  ballots  cast  were  not  conn  ted  accordii 
1.  That  at  Concord  precinct  one  William  J.  Andrews,  who  was  a  candidate 
Republican  ticket,  and  is  returned  as  elected  to  a  seat  in  said  assembly,  wis  i 
as  one  of  the  United  States  supervisors  of  election. 

1.  That  at  Wedgefield  precinct  one  Mansfield  McLaurin,  who  was  appoii 
acted  as  clerk  of  the  board  of  managers,  did  not  take  the  oath  of  office  prese 
law  as  a  condition  precedent  to  be  taken  by  said  clerk,  and  that  a  poll-iiit 


r 


1  ■'■ 


kept  at  said  precinct  according  to  law. 
1.  That  the  poll  at  Johnston"s 


IB  Store  precinct  was  not  opened  at  the  titar  de« 
by  law  nor  for  fifty  minutes  thereafter. 

2.  That  Hampton  Cain,  who  was  appointed  and  acted  as  clerk  of  the  board  c 
agers  at  this  precinct,  did  not  take  the  oath  of  office  prescribed  by  law  as  a  co 
precedent  to  be  taken  by  such  clerk. 

3.  That  a  poll-list  was  not  kept  at  this  poll  according  to  law. 

4.  That  the  ballots  cast  at  this  precinct  were  not  counted  according  to  lair, bi 
the  number  of  tickets  were  counted,  and  no  count  or  tally-list  of  the  ballotec 
any  person  or  persons  voted  tor  was  kept  by  either  manager,  supervisor,  or  d 
the  managers  at  said  Johnston's  Store  precinct. 

5.  That  the  managers  ot  this  precinct  did  not  proceed  immediately  at  the  d 
the  election  to  count  the  ballots  cast,  but  did  there,  contrary  to  law,  adjoarn 
board  for  some  time,  to  wit,  twenty  minutes,  before  proceeding  to  count  said  toi 

1.  That  at  Privateer  precinct  the  managers  did  not  open  the  poll  at  theboui 
by  law  for  opening  the  same  nor  for  one  hour  and  a  half  thereafter. 

2.  That  the  person  who  acted  as  clerk  at  this  precinct  did  not  take  theoatlioj 
prescribed  by  law  for  such  clerk  to  take  and  that  no  poll-list  was  keptaccoid 
law. 

3.  The  managers  of  election  at  said  Privateer  precinct  failed  to  administtf  d 
and  every  person  who  voted  thereat  the  oath  required  as  condition  precedent  t 
to  be  administered  to  each  nerson  offeriuir  to  vote  at  said  election  nor  wasaocl 
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»nrg,  Previdenoe,  Rafting  Creek,  Spring  Hill,  Bishopville,  Lynchburg, 
rille,  Johnston's  Store,  and  Swimming  Pens;  and  that  ballots  deposited 
id  boxes,  to  wit,  those  of  Rafting  Creek,  Statebnrg,  and  Privateer,  were 
d  canvassers  after  opening  said  boxes  as  aforesaid. 
States  troops  were  stationed,  immediately  before  and  during  snch  election, 
of  Sumter,  to  wit,  at  Sumter  Conrt-Honse,  and  did  intimidate,  overawe, 
y  persons  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket  and  for  the  said  Rainey,  and  pre- 
ler  persons  from  voting  for  this  contestant,  who  would  otherwise  have 

I  number  of  jiersons,  to  wif,  eight  hundred  persons,  who  voted  more  than 
though  not  qualified  to  vote,  were  allowed  to  vote  and  did  vote  at  the 
n  said  county  in  said  election. 

ntestant  therefore,  and  for  the  reasons  stated,  asks  and  demands  that  the 
the  said  several  polls  in  said  counKy  of  Sumter  shall  be  rejected  and  en- 

la 

H)rgetowu  County: 

the  commissioners  of  election  for  said  county  met  and  organized  as  a 
;y  canvassers  on  the  8th  day  of  November,  1876,  instead  of  the  Tuesday 
I  said  election,  as  plainly  directed  by  the  fifteenth  section  of  chapter  8  of 
Atutes  of  the  State. 

neither  the  chairman  of  the  bo^rd  of  managers  nor  one  of  them  to  be 
writing  by  the  board,  did  deliver  to  the  commissioners  of  election  the 
oxes  containing  the  ballots,  and  the  written  statement  of  the  result  of 
1  his  precinct;  and  this  is  true  as  to  each  and  every  precinct  in  said 
^ry  to  the  explicit  directions  of  the  third  section  of  the  act  of  1872  (15  vol. 

I). 

the  county  board  of  State  canvassers,  as  such,  did  receive  from  persons 
I  several  precinct-chairmen  of  board  of  managers,  or  one  of  them  desig- 
ng,  the  poll-list,  the  boxes  containing  the  ballots,  and  the  statement  of 
le  election  at  the  several  precincts  in  said  county, 
said  board  refused  to  receive  the  protest  of  the  citizens  of  the  county 
he  same,  with  the  proofs  offered  to  sustain  them,  against  the  illegal  con- 
d  election  at  the  Santee,  Brown's  Ferry,  Brooks  Green,  and  other  election 
id  county. 

t  said  board  actually  refused  to  count  the  votes  of  the  county,  as  pre- 
sixteenth  section  of  chapter  8,  general  statutes,  page  31. 
,  having  refused  to  count  the  votes  of  the  county,  the  said  board  never- 
id  the  sanctity  of  the  seals  of  the  boxes  containing  the  ballots,  and  took 
)8  certain  papers  contained  therein. 

b  the  said  election  was  illegally  conducted  in  almost  every  respect  re- 
laws  of  the  State,  and  the  refusal  of  said  board  to  hear  the  citizen  in 
rights,  based  upon  proofs  of  said  illegality,  is  a  blow  at  the  purity  of 
bafeguard  of  the  elective  franchise,  and  at  liberty  itself,  and  so  utterly 
rith  the  principles  of  a  government  of  the  people  for  the  people,  as  to 
ike  of  every  functionary  of  the  government  whose  duty  it  is  to  pass  upon 

the  poll-liBt,  the  boxes  containing  the  ballots,  and  the  statement  of  the 
ilection  at  the  several  precincts  in  the  said  county,  were  kept  and  trans- 
le  election  by  persons  other  than  the  chairman  of  the  board  of  managers, 
],  designated  in  writing  before  the  said  poll-lists,  boxes,  and  statements 
I  to  the  county  canvassers. 

at  Grier's  precinct  the  board  of  managers  of  election  were  not  properly 
ach  as  the  law  requires;  they  were  not  sworn  as  managers,  nor  was  the 
oard  sworn  according  to  law. 

at  Birdville  precinct  the  board  of  managers  of  election  were  not  properly 
uch  as  the  law  requires ;  they  were  not  sworn  as  managers,  nor  was  the 
oard  sworn  according  to  law. 

at  Santee  precinct  the  board  of  managers  of  election  was  not  properly 
such  as  the  law  requires ;  they  were  not  regularly  sworn  as  managers, 
erk  of  the  board  sworn  according  to  law. 

at  Brown's  Ferry  precinct  the  said  poll  was  managed  and  conducted  by 
ftgers,  one  only  of  whom  was  sworn  to  conduct  and  manage  the  said  elec- 
;  to  law  in  such  case  made  and  provided. 

.  at  Brown's  Ferry  precinct  the  board  of  managers  of  election  was  not 
aized  as  such  as  the  law  required ;  they  were  not  regularly  sworu  ac- 

r 

. 

the  ballot-box  from  the  Brown's  Ferry  poll  was  carried  by  one  of  the 
ilection  to  the  house  of  J.  Hawley  Jones,  who  is  a  candidate  (upon  the 
;ket',  and  a  political  friend  of  said  Rainey)  for  electlou  ;sa  ^oviiit's  <:><^\w\slvv 
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siotier,  aud  remained  there  some  time  before  being  turned  over  to  the  commiasioners 
of  election.  That  said  box  when  turned  over  had  every  indication  of  having  been 
tam]>ered  with. 

1.  In  that  at  Brooks  Green  precinct  the  board  of  managers  of  election  were  not  prop- 
erly organised  as  such  as  the  law  requires ;  they  were  not  regularly  sworn  as  mana- 
gers, nor  was  the  clerk  of  the  board  sworn  according  to  law. 

Because  there  was  at  the  polls  above  mentioned,  to  wit,  at  Santee,  Brown's  Ferry, 
Brooks  Green,  Grier's,  and  Bii^ville,  intimidation  of  the  electors  (both  before  and  dur- 
ing the  election)  who  desired  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket,  by  threatening  and  v  oient 
language  and  conduct,  to  such  an  extent  that  the  electors  were  prevented  from  giving 
free  expression  of  their  choice  of  candidates  in  casting  their  votes,  to  wit,  at  least  six 
hundred  voters.  Because  a  large  number  of  persons,  to  wit,  five  hundred  persons  who 
voted  more  than  once,  or  who,  though  not  qualified  to  vote,  were  allowed  to  vote  and 
did  vote  at  the  various  polls  in  said  county  at  said  election. 

The  contestant,  therefore,  and  for  the  reasons  stated,  asks  and  demands  that  the 
ballots  cast  at  the  said  several  polls  in  the  said  county  of  Georgetown  shall  be  rejected 
aud  entirely  excluded. 

In  Williamsburg  Couuty : 

Ist.  Because  there  was  inaugurated  in  said  county  an  extended  terrorism,  especially 
over  colored  electors,  on  the  part  of  the  colored  citizens  of  said  county,  both  male  and 
female,  all  Republicans  and  the  political  friends  of  the  said  Rainey,  resulting  in  the  in- 
timidation of  great  numbers  ot  colored  electors,  and  in  preventing  the  said  electors 
from  voting  the  Democratic  ticket  and  from  voting  for  this  contestant. 

2d.  Because  the  political  friends  of  the  said  Riuney,  at  various  voting-precincts  iu 
said  county,  on  the  day  of  said  election,  and  on  various  days  preceding  said  election, 
by  threats  and  exhibitions  of  arms  and  force,  intimidated  and  compelled  colored  elect- 
ois  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket  and  for  said  Rainey,  and  intimidated  and  prevented 
other  colored  electors  from  voting  for  this  contestant? 

3d.  Because  a  large  number  of  persons,  to  wit,  three  hundred  persons,  voted  more 
than  once,  or  who,  though  not  qualified  to  vote,  were  allowed  to  vote  and  did  vote  at 
the  vaiious  polls  in  said  county  at  said  election. 

4th.  Because  a  poll  was  opened  at  Levy's  store,  in  said  county,  on  the  day  of  said 
election,  without  legal  autuority  for  opening  or  holding  said  poll,  and  many  ballots, 
to  wit,  five  hundred  and  forty  ballots,  were  received  and  counted  as  coming  from  said 
illegal  poll. 

This  contestant,  therefore,  and  for  the  reasons  stated,  asks  and  demands  that  the 
votes  polled  at  said  Levy's  store,  and  the  said  illegal  votes  in  said  county  of  Williams- 
burg, be  rejected  and  entirely  excluded. 

Yuur  memorialist  claims : 

Ist.  Tbnt  he,  the  said  John  L.  Richardson,  has  received  a  m^jo^ity  of  all  the  legal 
votes  cast  at  the  said  general  election  for  the  office  of  member  of  Congress  from  the 
first  Congressional  district  of  Bouth  Carolina  to  the  Forty-fifth  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  he  is  entitled  to  take  said  seat. 

2d.  That  the  said  Joseph  H.  Rainey  has  not  received  a  majority  of  the  legal  votes 
cast  for  said  office  at  said  election,  and  that  he  is  therefore  not  entitled  to  take  said 
seat  iu  said  Congress. 

3d.  That  the  said  Rainey  has  not  the  prima  facie  right,  by  virtue  of  the  certificate  be 
holds,  to  take  said  seat. 

4th.  That  in  the  event  your  honorable  body  shall  hold  that  this  contestant  is  not 
entitled  to  said  seat,  your  memorialist  claims,  for  the  various  reasons  set  forth  in  hia 
grounds  of  contest,  that  said  seat  shall  be  declared  vacant. 

5tb.  Contestant  further  objects  to  the  regularity  and  legality  of  the 
returns,  aud  claims  that  the  certificate  of  the  coutestee  based  thereon 
is  also  irregular  and  illegal. 

To  these  grounds,  and  the  notiee  of  contest  based  thereon,  the  contestee 
pleads  general  and  special  denial,  and  then  sets  up  counter-charges  of 
intimidation,  threats,  and  violence  at  various  polls  in  various  counties 
in  the  district  upon  the  part  of  contestant  and  his  political  friiends, 
whereby  he  alleges  he  was  deprived  of  many  hundred  votes ;  and  he 
especially  objects  that  the  vote  of  Horry  County  was  not  returned  in 
conformity  with  law.  Some  other  vague  allegations  of  voters  having 
repeated  their  votes  are  also  charged  by  him  as  having  been  done  at 
various  polling  places  to  his  prejudice. 

It  may  be  as  well  right  here  to  dispose  of  the  counter-charges  of  the 
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sitting  member.  Tbe  committee  fail  to  find  them  sustained  by  proof. 
Indeed  they  are  not  insisted  upon  in  the  very  able  and  elaborate  argu- 
ments, oral  and  written,  presented  by  the  distinguished  counsel  for 
contestee. 

The  eight  hundred  pages  of  printed  testimony  fail  to  show  a  single 
instance  of  intimidation  or  attempted  intimidation  upon  the  part  of 
contestee  and  his  political  friends.  The  evidence  shows  close,  compact 
organization  upon  the  part  of  the  Democrats ;  that  they  had  the  usual 
demonstrations ;  that  they  resorted  to  the  machinery  usual  in  political 
campaigns.  True,  some  of  the  clubs  gave  certificates  to  colored  men  of 
their  membership  in  Democratic  clubs,  and  it  was  understood  that  such 
as  bore  these  certificates  should  have  preference  for  employment  and 
for  renting  lands. 

The  following  is  a  sample  of  the  avowal  of  the  Democrats  in  this  con- 
nection, and  is  taken  from  record,  p.  27 : 

ScMTER,  S.  C,  October  25,  1876. 

Tbe  Democratic  executive  committee  recommend  the  adoption  of  tbe  following 
pledge. 

J.  D.  BLANDING, 
Chairman  Democratic  Executive  Committee. 
A.  W.  SuDSR,  Secretary, 

The  State  of  Sonth  Carolina : 

We,  the  nndersigned,  citizens  of  Snroter  County;  hereby  pledge  ourselves  (each  for 
himself)  that  we  will  not  assist  or  extend  any  favor  to  any  person  of  either  race  or 
color  who  shall  vote  for  the  Republican  State  or  county  ticket  at  the  election  on  7th 
November  next ;  and  that  we  will,  in  all  business  transactions,  give  the  preference  to 
such  persons  as  shall  vote  the  Democratic  State  and  county  ticket  at  said  election. 

The  committee  do  not  justify  or  vindicate  this  method  of  influencing 
voters.  It  is  wrong,  and  should  be  condemned.  No  influences  other 
than  appeals  to  reason  and  conscience  and  the  peaceful  attempt  to  en- 
lighten the  mind  and  influence  the  judgment  of  the  voter  should  ever 
be  resorted  to.  The  party  that  threatens  with  loss  of  employment, 
entailing  want,  privation,  and  suffering,  is  just  as  culpable  as  one 
who  resorts  to  bribery  to  accomplish  x>olitical  ends.  These  preference 
pledges  and  threats  are  also  in  direct  conflict  with  section  5509  Revised 
Statutes  United  States.  It  is  a  sad  commentary  upon  the  political  con- 
duct of  our  times  that  such  influences  as  were  sought  to  be  exercised  by 
these  pledges  are  in  frequent,  almost  universal,  practice  in  every  section 
of  the  country. 

In  the  vast  factories  and  fonnderies  and  machine-shops,  even  in  navy- 
yards  and  custom-houses  and  government  departments,  snch  influences 
have  been  openly  practiced  and  tolerated  for  years.  But  neither  two 
wrongs,  or  a  thousand,  can  make  a  right,  and  custom  can  never  give 
legal  sanction  to  practices  so  foreign  to  the  spirit  of  free  suffrage. 

With  regard  to  the  case  at  bar,  the  proof  shows  that  but  few  clubs  in 
the  contested  district  adopted  these  pledges,  and  none  carried  them 
out.  But  had  they  been  universally  adopted  and  carried  out,  it  would 
but  strengthen  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  your  comiflitlee,  and  fur- 
nish additional  reason  for  declaring  the  election  not  a  full  or  free  elec- 
tion, and  therefore  void.  The  committee  conclude  this  point  by  declar- 
ing that  in  their  judgment  the  charges  of  intimidation  contained  in  the 
reply  of  the  sitting  member  are  not  sustained. 

In  considering  the  grounds  upon  which  contestant  bases  his  claim  to 
be  seated,  we  will  take  them  up  in  the  inverse  order  in  which  they  are 
hereinbefore  set  forth. 
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It  will  be  remembered  that  tbe  fifth  grooDd  of  contest,  as  numbered 
in  this  report,  goes  entirely  to  the  certificate  of  the  sitting  member. 

This  objection  might  have  been  properly  urged  upon  a  contest  for  the 
prima  facie  right.  In  such  contests,  the  certificate  is  the  sole  considera- 
tion. But  the  Bou^e  of  Eepreseutatives  passed  upon  the  whole  qaes- 
tion  raised  by  this  objection  last  October,  when,  at  the  extra  session, 
it  voted  to  seat  the  contestee  upon  the  primafacie  right  It  can  form, 
therefore,  no  proper  question  in  this  contest  upon  the  merits,  and  is 
therefore  not  entitkd  to  further  consideration. 

The  fourth  ground  of  contest,  in  tbe  order  of  this  report,  embraces 
numerous  objections  to  the  counting  of  numerous  iK)lis  in  various  coun- 
ties of  the  contested  district. 

The  irregularities  and  informalities  of  this  class  which  the  contestant 
regards  as  fatal  to  the  vote  in  different  counties  and  precincts  of  the  dis- 
trict, are  the  following :  A  failure  of  one  or  more  precinct  officers  to 
take  the  oath  of  office  prescribed  by  law ;  a  failure  of  one  or  more  of 
the  precinct  officers  to  file  the  official  oath  in  the  office  of  the  secretary 
of  state;  a  failure  to  appoint  a  clerk  of  election  according  to  law ;  a 
failure  of  the  precinct  officers  to  organize  as  a  board ;  a  failure  to  keep  a 
poll-list  according  to  law ;  a  failure  to  open  the  polls  at  the  hoar  fixed 
by  law;  a  failure  of  the  clerk  to  take  the  oath  of  office  prescribed  by 
law ;  the  fact  that  a  ballotbox  contained  more  than  one  opening ;  the 
circumstance  that  but  one  United  States  supervisor  attended  the  elec- 
tion ;  an  adjournment  of  the  polls  during  the  day ;  a  failure  to  keep  a 
tally  list;  a  failure  to  count  the  ballots  immediately  after  the  close  of 
the  poll;  a  failure  to  administer  the  oath  prescribed  by  law  to  tbe 
electors;  the  fact  that  the  poll-list,  ballot-boxes,  and  statements  of 
results  were  not  delivered  to  the  county  canvassers  by  the  chairmen  of 
the  precinct  boards ;  the  refusal  of  the  county  canvassers  to  entertain 
and  decide  upon  protests  presented  by  electors;  the  fact  that  tbe  election 
was  conducted  by  two  instead  of  three  precinct  officers;  and  the  fact 
that  the  county  canvassers  opened  the  ballot-boxes  when  they  cauvassed 
the  votes. 

These  objections  are  most  elaborately  set  forth  and  discussed  by  the 
contestant  and  the  counsel  for  contestee.  It  will  be  observed  that  most 
of  the  objections  relate  to  violations  of  the  election  law  that  are  purely 
directory  in  their  character.  Their  violation,  if  no  fraud  be  shown  to 
have  resulted  therefrom,  cannot  vitiate  an  election,  it  is  wholly  differ- 
ent when  mandatory  provisions  of  an  election  law  are  violated.  In  the 
latter  case  the  election  is  void. 

But  the  voter  is  not  to  be  deprived  of  his  right,  and  the  citizens  are 
not  to  lose  the  result  of  an  election  fairly  held  because  of  some  unim- 
portant omission  of  form,  or  of  the  neglect,  carelessness,  or  ignorance  of 
some  election  officer,  or  the  failure  to  carry  out  some  unimportant 
direction  of  the  law.  ( Vide  McCrary's  Law  of  Elections;  Cooley,  Const. 
Limitations;  Botts  v.  Jones,  1  Bartlett,  73 ;  People  i?.  Cook,  4  Selden, 
67;  Taylor  v.  Taylor,  10  Minn.,  107 ;  People  v.  Cook,  14  Barbour,  259; 
Barnes  v,  Admns,  2d  Bartlett,  764 ;  Blair  v.  Barrett,  1  Bartlett,  313 ; 
Cox  V,  Strait,  decided  in  Forty-fourth  Congress,  and  other  authorities.) 

Your  committee  find  that  tbe  irregularities  complained  of,  even  if 
true  in  every  particular,  are  infractions  of  directory  provisions  of  tbe 
law  and  are  unaccompanied  by  proof  of  fraud,  and  ought  not,  therefore, 
to  vitiate  the  election  of  themselves.  But  there  l^iug  in  this  case 
graver  and  more  serious  causes  of  contest  the  committee  do  not  con 
sider  it  necessary  to  further  consider  the  various  irregularities  com- 
plained of  in  the  third  ground. 
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We  come  now  to  consider  the  more  serioas  issaes  presented  by  this 
•case,  which  are  in  the  order  of  this  report  set  forth  as  contestant's 
first,  second,  and  third  grounds  of  contest,  and  may  be  classed  under 
the  general  head  of  intimidation.  Under  the  evidence  in  this  case  it 
may  be  divided  into  three  kinds: 

Ist.  The  intimidation  exercised  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  through  its  military  power,  in  sending  troops  into  the  election 
districts,  stationing  them  at  or  near  the  polls. 

2d.  The  terrorism  produced  by  the  armed  colored  Bepublican  clubs 
and  militia. 

3d.  The  religious  and  social  intimidation  produced  by  the  threats  of 
social  and  religious  ostracism  and  persecution  on  the  part  of  the  colored 
Kepublican  clubs  and  churches,  upon  the  colored  people  who  desired  to 
differ  from  them  politically. 

And  for  the  purposes  of  a  better  understanding  of  the  questions  now 
under  consideration  it  is  necessary  to  inquire  very  briefly  into  the  politi- 
eal  and  civil  condition  of  South  Carolina  and  trace  the  causes  Which  led 
to  the  extraordinary  political  campaign  in  that  State  in  1876. 

Under  the  reconstruction  acts  a  band  of  adventurers,  pandering  to  the 
passions  and  prejudices  of  the  colored  race,  representing,  or  professing 
to  represent,  both  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  the  Repiib- 
lican  party ;  the  one  having  devised  the  id^a  of  the  freedom  of  the  negro, 
and  the  other  having  enforced  the  idea ;  inflaming  the  minds  and  hearts 
of  the  colored  race — a  race  long  in  bondage  and  unused  to  political 
thought  and  action,  and  not  wise  enongh  to  see  that  the  wily  adven- 
turers were  nsing  them  for  tbeir  own  base  ends,  succeeded  in  getting 
possession  of  every  department  of  the  government  of  unhappy  South 
Carolina.  Then  began  the  sickening  scenes  of  that  rigime  6f  theft  and 
robbery,  that  period  of  misrule  and  plunder  which  constitute  in  our 
history  its  saddest  picture. 

Under  the  new  rSgime,  a  mob  of  men  assembled  as  a  legislature,  the 
individuals  composing  which,  with  a  few  exceptions,  were  unable  to 
read  or  write,  corrupt  at  heart,  intent  only  upon  such  legislation  as 
would  afford  them  plunder,  imposing  npon  the  people  writs  of  confis- 
<^ation  under  the  name  of  taxation,  selling  their  legislative  votes  and 
influence  as  coolly  as  the  tradesman  barters  his  wares,  deaf  to  every  in- 
terest of  the  stricken  State,  heedless  of  the  protestations  of  the  tax- 
payers and  property-owners,  callous  and  careless  of  every  voice  and 
interest,  save  the  voice  of  avarice  and  the  interest  of  their  insatiate 
greed. 

Judges,  under  this  rigimey  went  upon  the  bench,  for  the  most  part 
ignorant  and  venal,  who  regarded  their  right  to  decide  in  causes  before 
them  as  so  much  personal  property  to  be  sold  to  the  highest  bidder. 

Governors,  under  this  strange  rSgimey  ascended  the  executive  chair, 
whose  sole  aim  was  to  get  the  largest  share  in  the  wholesale  plundering 
that  was  going  on  all  around  them,  and  who  regarded  their  signatures 
to  any  bill  before  them  and  their  right  to  appoint  officials  as  so  much 
merchantable  assets  that  they  might  dispose  of  totheir  gseatest  personal 
advantage. 

A  militia  was  organized,  composed  of  one  race  exclusively^,  and  gov- 
ernment arms  were  placed  in  their  hands,  and  they  were  taught  as  the 
very  first  duty  of  the  South  Carolina  militiaman,  the  highest  creed  of 
their  code,  hatred  and  distrust  of  the  white  man. 

Representatives  and  Senators  without  ability,  character,  or  honesty 
•came  here  to  fill  the  places  of  the  Calhouns,  the  Rhetts,  the  Hammonds, 
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the  Lowndeses,  who  have  immortalized  the  eloquence  and  genius  and 
statesmanship  of  South  Carolina. 

In  order  that  the  work  of  plunder  and  misrule  might  go  on,  it  was 
necessary  to  keep  the  people  of  the  great  North  ignorant  of  the  real 
condition  of  affairs,  to  make  that  people  believe  that  the  people  of  South 
Carolina  were  still  rebellious,  still  filled  with  revenge,  still  resisting  the 
will  of  the  government  with  regard  to  the  emancipation  and  eufranchise- 
ment  of  the  colored  race ;  for  well  they  knew  that  if  the  real  truth  in 
regard  to  the  condition  of  affairs  in  the  plundered  State  ever  reached 
the  American  people,  there  would  come  such  a  change  of  men  and 
measures  as  would  forever  check  their  career  of  crime  and  end  their  work 
of  spoliation. 

To  foment  strife  between  the  races;  to  array  black  agaiust  whi  e;  to 
invite  the  one  to  outrages  which  the  other  avenged  with  the  strong 
hand ;  to  import,  as  Ex-Governor  Moses  has  recently  confessed,  roughs 
and  rowdies  from  northern  cities  and  array  them  in  the  weird  garb  of 
the  Ku-Klux  Klan,  and  then  cause  them  to  commit  outrages  which  were 
charged  upon  the  white  race ;  to  arrest  white  citizens  upon  charge  of 
these  outrages,  and  convict  them  by  perjured  testimony  before  hostile 
juries  and  judges;  to  make  of  the  State  a  vast  mint,  and  of  the  blood 
and  tears  and  sorrows  of.  both  races  the  bullion  whereof  was  continu- 
ally coined  the  newest  and  most  valuable  political  capital;  such  was 
the  government  and  such  the  ^'  love's  labors  ^  of  the  governors  aod 
rulers  of  South  Carolina. 

And,  saddest  of  all  to  relate,  the  soldier  of  the  United  States  was  at 
intervals  employed  to  guard,  to  protect,  to  guarantee  this  the  most  mon- 
strous crime  in  the  name  of  human  government  that  ever  stained  earth 
or  shocked  high  Heaven. 

The  debt  of  the  State  grew  larger  and  more  onerous,  values  shrunk 
apace,  taxation  increased,  labor  was  demoralized  and  disorganized,  and 
universal  bankruptcy  and  social  and  moral  ruiu  threateued  the  people 
of  the  entire  State. 

Such  was  the  condition  of  affairs  in  1876  when  the  political  campaign 
opened.  The  white  tax-paying  people  of  the  State  knew  that  they  could 
not  carry  the  State  and  bring  back  the  rule  of  honesty  and  law  unless 
a  large  number  of  colored  men  joined  and  cooperated  with  them. 
Hence  they  nominated  their  purest  man  for  governor— one  whose  name 
was  the  guarantee  to  every  man  in  South  Carolina  that  he  would  keep 
to  the  letter  every  pledge  be  made. 

The  campaign  was  to  be  one  of  conciliation  and  kindness  toward  the 
negro,  a  great  effort  to  win  him  over  to  the  side  of  good  government 
and  honest  officials.  The  platform  of  principles  put  forth  by  the  sup- 
l)orters  of  Hampton  were  broad,  catholic,  liberal. 

The  following,  taken  from  report,  pages  26  and  27,  illustrates  the  tem- 
per and  tone  of  the  Hampton  party : 

Besolvedy  That  we  organize  otinelves  into  a  Democratic  clab^  to  be  known  as  "  The 
Sumter  Democratic  Club ;  **  that  in  order  to  do  bo  we  enroll  oar  names,  and  proceed  to 
elect  a  president,  two  vice-presidents,  a  secretary,  and  a  treasurer;  that  the  purjioses 
for  which  we  organize  are : 

1st.  To  put  ourselves  in  accord  and  communication  with  the  national  Democracy. 

2d.  And,  as  of  the  highest  importance  to  us,  to  secure  an  honest,  fair,  and  eoonom- 
ical  administration  in  our  county  and  State  atfairs ;  and  to  effect  this  end  we  pledge 
ourselves  to  abide  by  the  action  of  the  party  as  expressed  in  State  and  county  conven- 
tion. 

3d.  To  maintain  the  equal  civil,  political,  and  religious  rights  of  all  citizens,  with- 
out regard  to  their  color  or  previous  condition. 

4th.  That  in  the  reform  we  seek,  looking  to  the  welfare  and  interest  of  our  entire 
people,  honetty  and  fitness  for  office  shall  be  the  first  consideration. 

5th.  That  with  tms  end  \ii^\«w,  and  upon  this  broad  platform,  we  invite  all  of  oaf 
fellow-citizens  to  nnitQ  wiWx  w%. 
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Also  the  followiDg,  taken  from  report,  pages  33  and  34 : 

Office  Sumter  County  Democratic  Executi^'^  Committee, 

Sumter,  S.  C,  October  30, 1876. 

The  Democratic  execative  committee  of  Samter  Coanty  urges  all  Democrats  to  carry 
oat  the  following  instractions : 

1.  To  avoid  alfmeasaree  of  intimidation,  partionlarly  as  to  firing  of  gans  and  blow- 
ing  of  horns  on  the  night  before  and  darins  the  election.  The  party  is  solemnly  com- 
mitted, by  all  its  protMtations,  to  a  peace^l  election.  Demonstrations  of  a  peaceful 
character,  to  keep  np  onr  own  spirits  and  show  onr  numbers  and  all  moral  forces,  should 
be  brought  to  beiar  to  the  utmost  extent. 

2.  To  exercise  strict  vigilance  over  the  votes  and  the  polls,  and  by  all  means  to  be 
at  the  voting-precinct  in  full  force  before  6  o'clock  Tuesday  morning. 

3.  To  look  out  especially  for  repeaters  and  the  putting  in  of  donble  tickets,  keeping 
a  statement  of  such  cases,  and  report  same  to  these  headquarters. 

4.  To  keep  one  of  our  lists  of  votes  and  of  the  state  of  the  polls,  and  report  same  to 
me  immediately  after  the  box  is  closed.  Let  there  be  no  delay,  as  all  protests  must  be 
made  at  ouoe. 

5.  Send  in  full  reports  from  each  poll  immediately  after  the  rotes  are  counted. 

6.  Each  Democratic  manager  is  requested,  in  person,  to  hand  me,  on  Wednesday 
morning,  a  copy  of  the  official  statement  of  the  count  of  his  poll. 

7.  Look  out  for  all  improper  practices  of  our  opponents,  and  be  prepared  to  prove 
them  if  necessary. 

8.  Let  it  be  publicly  understood  that  the  Democratic  executive  committee  will  indict 
all  persons  who  vote  illegallu. 

JAMES  D.  BLANDING, 
Chairman  Democratic  Executive  Committee. 

Peace,  harmony,  and  conciliation  were  the  watchwords  of  the  cam- 
paign aud  its  spirit  as  from  the  party  of  Hampton  toward  the  colored 
race. 

In  this  spirit  the  Democratic  conventions  in  many  counties  nominated 
tickets  composed  equally  of  white  and  colored  men  ;  colored  clubs  were 
organized ;  colored  men  were  welcomed  in  Democratic  processions  and 
at  Democratic  meetings,  aud  the  candidates  of  the  Democratic  party, 
from  governor  down,  uttered  from  the  stump  the  most  conciliating  lan- 
guage. Governor  Hampton's  campaign  throughout  the  State  was  an 
ovation,  in  which  colored  and  white  men  joined,  and  perfect  peace  and 
tranquillity  reigned  in  the  State.  ( Vide  evidence  of  Hampton,  Conner, 
Wallace,  Hayne,  McMasters,  Moise,  B.,  pp.  242  to  249,  and  many  others.) 

Under  these  influences  the  colored  people  began  to  desert  the  Eepub- 
lican  party  and  to  join  the  Democratic  party  in  large  numbers.  Many 
of  the  better  class  of  colored  men  were  already  ripe  for  such  a  move- 
ment, having  been  disgusted  by  the  lawless  and  infamous  rule  of  the 
Republican  officials,  and  being  weary  also  of  strife  and  contention  with 
their  white  fellow- citizens. 

The  causes,  too,  which  had  led  them  in  the  earlier  days  of  their  en- 
franchisement to  herd  in  mass  with  the  Republican  party  were  becoming 
less  apparent.  The  colored  man  was  coming  to  feel  more  secure  in  the 
perpetuity  of  his  civil  and  political  freedom  and  less  distrustful  of  his 
white  neighbors,  and  he  was  willing  now  to  trust  the  government  of  the 
State  and  the  execution  of  its  laws  to  the  hands  of  white  men. 

The  campaign  by  the  middle  of  October  showed  the  most  tremendous 
exertions  and  the  utmost  enthusiasm  and  confidence  of  success  on  the 
part  of  the  Democrats,  and  weakness,  dismay,  and  demoralization  on  tbe 
part  of  Chamberlain  and  his  Republican  followers. 

Dismayed  at  the  thought  of  defeat,  which  suggested  not  alone  the 
wrenching  of  plunder  from  their  grasp,  but  also  the  possible  punish- 
ment of  many  of  the  plunderers  and  spoliators,  the  Republican  leaders 
resorted  to  the  most  desperate  means  to  stem  and  reverse  the  mighty 
tide  of  popular  feeling  that  was  running  so  strongly  against  them. 
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They  counseled  together  and  resolved  to  pursae  the  policy  of  whole- 
sale intimidation  against  those  colored  people  who  dared  to  oppose  them, 
and  to  procare,  if  possible,  the  bringing  of  troops  into  the  State.  The 
latter  was  necessary  to  their  ends  for  two  reasons :  first,  to  prevent  the 
white  clubs  from  protecting  the  colored  Democrats;  and, secondly,  to 
overawe  and  impress  the  ignorant  minds  of  the  colored  people  with  the 
idea  of  power,  and  that  the  military  arm  of  the  government  was  on  the 
side  of,  and  to  be  used  in  behalf  of,  the  Kepublican  party.  The  process  of 
intimidation  by  Republican  organizations  against  colored  Democrats  was 
to  be  effected,  first,  by  threatening,  intimidating,  and  maltreating  them, 
and  terrorizing  them  by  means  of  armed  colored  organizations,  and 
secondly,  by  bringing  to  bear  upon  them  the  fear  of  social  and  religious 
ostracism. 

It  will  not  be  denied  that  these  modes  of  electioneering  are  against 
the  spirit  of  free  institutions  and  against  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 
In  giving  to  the  citizen  the  right  to  vote  at  all,  the  right  to  vote  as  he 
chooses,  free  and  uutrammeled,  was  necessarily  included.  It  does  not 
require  any  active  constraint  of  the  body  to  make  out  a  case  of  intimi- 
dation. It  need  not  be  that  there  is  at  the  time  of  voting  the  presence 
of  threats,  or  offeree,  or  the  present  fear  of  actual  bodily  hurt.  The 
genius  of  free  institutions  demands  that  the  mind  as  well  as  the  body 
shall  be  free  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise  as  the  voter  may  see  fit. 
The  fear  of  bodily  harm,  the  fear  of  social  ostracism,  the  fear  of  relig- 
ious wrath,  if  brought  to  bear  upon  the  body  of  voters,  or  if  exercised 
to  any  great  extent,  mar  the  purity  and  destroy  the  freedom  of  elections, 
and  if  it  be  so  general  as  to  affect  the  result,  or  if  from  it  the  real  result 
cannot  be  ascertained  from  the  returns,  the  election  is  void.  AicCrary 
declares  (p.  328,  Law  of  Elections) :  '*  The  freedom  of  elections  is  of  the 
utmost  importance.  The  law  justly  regards  all  attempts  to  interfere 
witb  the  electors  in  the  peaceable  and  quiet  exercise  of  their  rights,  or 
to  improperly  influence  men  against  their  judgment  or  desire^  as  a  crime.'" 
Under  this  rule,  roost,  if  not  all,  of  the  States  have  enacted  statutes  pun- 
ishing the  crime  of  bribery  at  elections,  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
punish  as  crimes  any  undue  influence,  by  threats,  violence,  or  intimida- 
tion, u(K)n  the  mind  of  the  voter.  But,  again.  Judge  Gooley,  in  his  work 
on  Gonstitntional  Limitations  (p.  614),  declares,  "  To  keep  every  election 
free  from  all  the  influences  and  surroundings  which  might  bear  improp- 
erly upon  it,  or  might  impel  the  electors  to  cast  their  suffrages  otherwise 
than  as  their  judgments  would  dictate,  has  always  been  a  prominent 
object  in  American  legislation."  Again,  '^  If  the  violence  and  intimida- 
tion has  been  so  extensive  and  general  as  to  render  it  certain  that  there 
has  been  no  fair  and  free  expression  of  popular  will  by  the  great  body 
of  the  electors,  then  the  election  must  be  set  aside,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  in  some  of  the  precincts  and  counties  there  was  a  peaceable  and 
fair  election.'^    (2  McCrary's  Law  of  Elections,  p.  326.) 

The  laws  of  the  States  and  of  the  United  States,  the  spirit  of  popular 
government,  the  laws  and  precedents  of  England  and  English  courts  all 
tend  to  the  principle  that  the  elector  shall  vote  and  vote  according  to 
the  dictates  of  his  judgment,  uutrammeled  and  uninfluenced  by  any  im- 
proper influences.  Not  only  has  intimidation  by  violence  and  threats, 
or  the  presence  of  armed  troops  at  or  near  the  polls,  or  of  armed  men 
other  than  troops,  and  bribery,  the  promise  of  advancement,  the  treating 
of  electors  to  influence  their  votes  been  held  as  causes  that  interfered 
with  the  freedom  and  purity  of  elections,  but  most  of  the  States  have 
laws  which  forbid  courts  to  be  held,  or  process  served  on  election  day, 
or  militia  musters  to  take  place,  accounting  that  these  might  be  used  as 
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means  of  iDtimidatiOD  or  of  improper  influence.  A  great  English  lawyer, 
who  is  standard  aathority  npon  the  common  law,  has  written  that  *4t  is 
essential  to  the  very  existence  of  Parliament  that  elections  shonld  be 
free;  wherefore  all  undue  influences  on  electors  are  illegal."  (I  Black- 
stone,  p.  177.)  And  in  a  recent  case,  which  arose  in  Canada,  Mr.  Justice 
Bitchie  said : 

The  riebts  of  individual  electors  are  the  rights  of  the  public.  •  «  •  The  public 
poUc.T  of  all  free  constitutional  fj^overnments  in  which  the  electoral  principle  is  a  lead- 
ing element  (at  any  rate  in  the  British  constitntion)  is  to  secure  freedom  of  election. 
*  *  *  A  violation  of  this  principle  is  eqnally  at  variance  with  good  government 
and  subversive  of  popular  rights  and  liberties.  (Brassard  et  al,  v.  Langeviu,  Supreme 
Court,  Canada.    Decided  January,  1877.) 

This  case  was  one  of  controverted  election.  It  arose  from  the  county 
of  Charlevoix,  in  which  an  election  for  member  of  the  Canadian  Parlia- 
ment was  held  in  January,  1876.  The  respondent  was  declared  elected. 
His  election  was  contested,  upon  the  ground  that  '<  undue"  spiritual  or 
religious  influence  had  been  exercised  by  the  priests  of  certain  parishes 
in  the  county,  under  the  95th  section  of  the  election  act  of  1874.  The 
section  is  as  follows : 

Sec.  95.  Every  person  who,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  himself  or  by  any  other  person 
on  hid  behalf,  makes  use  of,  or  threatens  to  make  use  of,  any  force,  violence,  or  restraint, 
or  inflicts  or  threatens  the  infliction,  by  himself  or  by  or  through  any  other  person,  of 
any  injury,  damage,  harm,  or  loss,  or  in  any  manner  practices  intimidation  npon  or 
against  any  person,  in  order  to  induce  or  compel  such  person  to  vote  or  to  refrain  from 
voting,  or  on  account  of  such  person  having  voted  or  refrained  from  voting,  at  any 
election,  or  who  by  abduction,  duress,  or  any  fraudulent  device  or  contrivance  impedes, 
prevents,  or  otherwise  interferes  with  the  free  exercise  of  the  franchise  of  any  voter, 
or  thereby  compels,  induces,  or  prevails  upon  any  voter  to  give  or  refrain  from  giving 
his  vote  at  any  election,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  committed  the  offens3  of  undue  in- 
fluence. 

The  proof  was  that  the  respondent  was  supported  by  all  the  priests 
of  the  Eomaii  Catholic  Church,  and  that  from  their  pulpits  one  priest 
had  declared  that  to  vote  against  respondent  and  for  his  opponent  '^  was 
a  grave  sin,  a  matter  of  conscience."  Another  priest  characterized  such 
a  vote  as  a  "mortal  sin."  Another  said  that  with  "that  party  (the 
party  opposed  to  respondent)  in  power,  we  would  wade  in  the  blood  of 
priests;  that  the  horrors  of  the  French  revolution  would  be  re-enacted; 
that  to  prevent  these  misfortunes,  liberalism  must  be  crushed  by  the 
people  and  the  clergy."  Another  declared  to  his  flock  "  that  it  was  a 
sin  to  vote  for  the  liberal  party,  and  that  at  the  hour  of  death  those 
who  voted  for  that  party  would  regret  it."  Another  said,  "  Whoever 
votes  for  Mr.  Tremblay  (the  opponent  of  respondent)  would  be  guilty 
of  a  grave  sin,  and  if  he  died  after  so  voting  he  would  not  be  entitled  to 
the  services  of  a  priest."  There  was  no  proof  that  respondent  had  in- 
cited these  sermons.  But  the  court  had  no  difficulty  in  determining  the 
question  of  agency,  and  said : 

Decisions  in  England,  the  election  law  of  which  is  identical  with  ours,  and  those 
rendered  in  Ontario  and  Quebec,  lay  down  the  principle  that  every  person  who,  in 
good  faith,  takes  part  in  an  election  for  a  candidate  with  his  consent,  becomes  ipso 
facto  an  agent  of  the  candidate.  Upon  that  point  there  can  be  no  doubt;  and  the 
election  of  a  prominent  member  of  Parliament  was  annulled  in  consequence  of  the 
excessive  zeal  of  his  agents. 

"All  these  sermons,"  said  the  court,  ^^^  accompanied  by  threats  and 
declarations  of  cases  of  conscience,  were  of  a  nature  to  produce  in  the 
mind  of  a  large  number  of  electors  of  the  county,  compelled  to  hear 
these  things  during  several  consecutive  Sundays,  a  serious  dread  of 
committing  a  grievous  sin  and  that  of  being  deprived  of  the  sacra- 
ments.   There  is  here  an  exerting  of  undue  influence  of  the  worst  kind, 
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inasmacli  as  these  threats  and  declarations  fell  from  the  lips  of  the  priest 
speaking  from  the  pulpit  in  the  name  of  religion,  and  were  addressed 
to  persons  of  little  instraction,  and  generally  well  disposed  to  follow 
the  counsels  of  their  car6s.  I  can  conceive  that  these  sermons  may 
have  had  no  influence  whatever  on  the  intelligent  and  instructed  por- 
tion of  the  hearers;  nevertheless,  I  have  no  doubt  but  these  sermons 
must  have  influenced  the  majority  of  persons  void  of  instruction,  not- 
withstanding that  by  reason  of  the  secrecy  in  voting  by  ballot  it  has 
not  been  possible  to  point  out  more  than  six  or  eight  voters  as  having 
been  influenced  to  the  extent  of  affecting  their  will.  According  to  the 
testimony  of  over  fifteen  witnesses,  a  very  large  number  changed  their 
opinion  in  consequence  of  this  undue  influence.  I  may  here  state  that 
in  like  cases,  to  annul  an  election  a  large  number  of  cases  of  undue  in- 
fluence by  a  candidate,  or  an  agent,  is  not  required,  and  that  one  single 
case,  well  proved,  suffices,  although  the  candidate  availing  himself  of 
it  may  have  had  an  overwhelming  majority." 

Taking  the  evidence  as  a  whole,  it  appears  clear  that  a  general  system 
of  intimidation  was  practiced ;  that  as  a  consequence  undue  influence 
was  exercised  and  the  electors  did  not  consider  themselves  free  in  the 
exercise  of  their  elective  franchise.  Vide  Mayo  election  case,  1857 ; 
Longford  election  case ;  Galway  cases;  case  of  county  of  Bonaventura. 

The  principle  of  all  the  decisions  in  all  these  cases  is  that  the  priest 
must  not  appeal  to  the  fears  of  his  hearers,  nor  say  that  the  elector  who 
votes  for  such  a  candidate  will  commit  a  sin  or  incur  ecclesiastical  cen- 
sures or  be  deprived  of  the  sacraments.  And  the  court  annulled  the 
election  and  declared  it  void. 

The  committee  have  quoted  extensively  from  the  decision  in  this  case 
inasmuch  as  the  principle  it  lays  down  as  well  as  the  principle  of  the 
authorities  it  cites  is  applicable  to  some  extent  to  the  case  at  bar. 

The  colored  race  of  the  South,  through  no  fault  of  that  race — rather  let 
it  be  written  by  its  misfortune — is  ignorant  and  to  some  degree  super- 
stitions. A  strong  vein  of  religious  superstition  runs  through  the  char- 
acter of  that  race.  Most  of  them  are  members  of  churches,  and  the 
authority  of  their  priests  and  preachers  is  almost  absolute  in  all  social  and 
religious  matters.  Emancipated  but  a  short  time  ago,  dreading  above  all 
things  a  return  to  slavery,  ignorant  of  the  lasting  character  of  that  charter 
which  gave  to  him  his  liberty,  fearful  that  some  change  may  relegate  him 
to  his  former  condition  of  servitude,  with  but  little  will  of  his  own,  depend- 
ent for  his  social  and  political  guidance  upon  his  spiritual  advisers  of  his 
own  race  or  the  counsels  of  those  of  the  dominant  race  who  profess  utter 
sympathy  with  all  his  passions  and  prejudices,  the  colored  race  of  the 
South  constitutes  an  element  most  liable  to  be  influenced  by  the  arts  of 
the  demagogue  or  the  chicanery  and  hypocrisy  of  priestcraft.  To  keep 
the  colored  man  in  ignorance,  to  pander  to  his  fears  and  hopes,  his  pas- 
sions and  prejudices,  to  separate  him  from  the  influences  of  his  former 
masters,  has  been  the  great  object  with  those  bad  men  who  have  been 
his  counselors,  advisers,  and  political  taskmasters  through  the  past  ten 
years.    They  never  appeal  to  his  reason  or  judgment. 

They  hold  up  before  his  excited  imagination  the  horrors  of  a  return  to 
slavery,  the  deprivation  of  his  social,  political,  and  religious  privileges : 
they  teach  him  that  the  white  man  is  his  enemy ;  they  corrupt  and  uti- 
lize the  authority  of  the  colored  preachers,  and  threaten  with  loss  of 
church  privileges,  the  ostracism  from  society,  the  absolute  severance  of 
the  marital  tie,  those  who  act  or  vote  against  their  will. 

The  record  in  this  case  discloses  a  condition  of  moral,  social,  and  re- 
ligious intolerance  and  intimidation  exercised  by  the  adherents  and  po- 
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titical  friends  of  tbe  sitting  member,  in  the  first  Congressional  district  of 
South  Carolina,  that  renders  the  idea  of  freedom  of  thought  and  opinion, 
the  idea  of  free  politioal  action,  on  the  part  of  tbe  colored  race,  an  utter 
mockery  and  delusion. 

Preachers  preached  against  the  Democratic  party.  Threats  of '^  turning 
out  of  the  church  "  those  who  acted  and  voted  with  that  party,  threats 
of  divorce  from  wife  and  separation  from  children,  threats  of  social  os- 
tracism^  were  indulged  throughout  the  entire  district.  Colored  women 
assaulted  and  heaped  epithets  upon  those  men  of  their  own  race  who 
dared  to  act  with  the  Democratic  party.  Colored  men  were  told  that 
there  was  for  them  no  social,  moral,  or  religious  existence  or  affiliation 
with  their  own  race  if  they  acted  or  voted  otherwise  than  in  obedience 
to  the  behests  of  the  Bepnblican  leaders.  It  is  even  shown  in  the  record 
that  the  sitting  member  declared  that  all  colored  men  who  acted  with 
the  Democratic  party  ''  should  be  treated  as  enemies."  And  this  feeling 
and  these  appeals  were  not  confined  to  any  particular  or  isolated  com- 
munity or  portion  of  the  district,  but  existed  and  were  exercised  through- 
out the  entire  district.  Your  committee  feel  constrained  to  declare  that 
undne^  illegal,  and  improper  influences  were  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
vast  mass  of  colored  voters  throughout  the  first  Congressional  district 
of  South  Carolina,  and  while  the  proof  of  the  extent  of  the  influence  and 
of  its  control  cannot  be  arrived  at  with  any  degree  of  accuracy  from  the 
evidence,  yet  sufficient  is  shown  to  leave  no  doubt  but  that  these  undue 
influences  were  widely  felt,  and  prevented,  in  the  district  in  contest^  a 
free,  fair,  and  full  election. 

But  if  any  doubt  were  left  in  the  minds  of  your  committee  of  the  per- 
fect propriety  of  declaring  the  election  in  the  first  South  Carolina  dis- 
trict null  and  void  for  the  grounds  heretofore  examined,  the  doubt  is 
solved  because  of  the  wholesale  intimidation  practiced  by  armed  colored 
clubs  and  organizations  during  the  campaign  and  at  the  polls  on  elec- 
tion day.  The  evidence  is  clear  that  throughout  the  district,  and  in 
nearly  every  precinct  of  the  district,  these  organizations  existed.  They 
were  armed  with  the  State  arma  for  the  most  part,  but  many  had  pri- 
vate arms.  They  went  to  their  political  meetings  with  arms  in  their 
hands,  and  at  many  of  the  polling  places  they  appeared  on  election  day 
in  organized  force. 

So  intolerant  were  they  against  individuals  of  their  own  race  who  dif- 
fered with  them  politically,  that  they  uttered  against  them  the  most 
terrible  threats,  and,  iu  some  cases,  resorted  to  actual  violence.  They 
denied  the  right  of  free  speech ;  they  tore  tickets  from  the  hands  of 
voters  and  substituted  others;  they  interfered  with  the  domestic  peace 
of  colored  Democrats  by  persuading  their  wives  to  leave  them,  and  left 
no  device  that  could  intimidate  unemployed  to  coerce  men  of  their  own 
color  into  voting  the  Bepublican  ticket.  Evidence  clear  and  indisputa- 
ble is  found  in  the  record  of  this  state  of  facts,  and  of  the  widespread 
influence  which  this  mode  of  electioneering  produced  iu  the  minds  of 
the  colored  voters. 

It  will  not  suffice  to  meet  these  facts  by  saying  that  both  sides  resorted 
to  this  system  of  tactics.  The  record  does  not  sustain  the  charge  of  in- 
timidation generally  against  the  Democratic  party  of  South  Carolina. 
The  proof  is  clear  that  they  pursued  the  policy  of  conciliation  for  the 
most  part.  Especially  was  this  the  course  that  characterized  the  cam- 
paign of  contestant. 

Governor  Hampton  testifies,  and  he  is  amply  jcorroborated  by  other 
witnesses,  that  contestant  pursued  "  the  extreme  policy  of  conciliation." 

But  grant  that  it  was  true.    Grant  all  that  is  claimed  against  the 


14  RICHARDSON   VS.   RAINET. 

'<  rifle  clabs"  and  other  organizations  of  the  white  people.  Grant  that 
they,  too,  pursued  the  lawless  policy  adopted  by  the  Bepublicans.  It 
bat  affords  the  committee  more  and  stronger  grounds  for  declaring  the 
election  null  and  void.  The  committee  append  hereto  extracts  from  the 
testimony  of  a  few  witnesses  upon  this  point. 
Elmore  Durant  (colored),  record,  pp.  84-85 : 

Qnestion.  Did  you  join  the  Democratic  party  daring  the  last  canypaign  and  vote 
that  ticket  f — Answer.  I  did  both. 

Q.  Was  any  inflnenoe  broaght  to  bear  on  yon  or  anything  done  either  to  cause  you 
to  vote  or  not  to  vote  that  ticket  f — A.  I  was  frequently  warned  that  I  would  suffer 
personal  injury  if  I  did  not  quit  the  Democrats  and  return  to  the  Republican  party. 
As  the  election  drew  near  it  got  hotter,  and  one  morning  I  found  a  written  paper  at  ray 
door  which  warned  me  that  two  weeks  only  were  left  for  me  to  change  in,  when,  if  I 
did  not  return  to  the  Republican  party,  my  light  would  be  put  out. 

Q.  What  other  information  can  you  give  f — A.  I  was  working  at  town;  my  house 
was  2}  miles  from  town.  I  and  my  wi^  had  lived  in  peace  until  I  ioined  the  Demo- 
crats ;  we  have  parted  since  for  that  reason.  One  morning  my  wife  informed  me  that 
two  colored  men  came  along  on  horseback  and  said  that  I  wonld  not  be  on  that  road 
long,  nnless  I  turned  from  the  Democrats,  and  my  wife  advised  me  to  return  to  the 
Republicans  or  I  would  be  killed  some  night.  My  wife's  father  (Dick  Moore)  cursed 
me,  and  said  if  I  continued  to  stay  with  the  Democrats  I  ought  to  have  my  throat  cut. 
He  inllaence<l  my  wife  to  dissatisfy  her,  and  at  last  I  slapped  her.  That  night  her 
father  advised  her  to  leave  me,  calling  me  a  damned  Democrat.  My  wife  left  me  io 
September  or  Ist  October,  and  on  the  ground  that  I  had  joined  the  Democrats. 

Isham  Robinson  (colored)  sworn,  record,  p.  87 : 

Question.  When  did  you  unite  yourself  with  the  Democratic  party  T — Answer.  In 
March  last. 

Q.  Tell  anything  that  was  said  to  you  to  make  you  vote  either  for  or  against  the 
Republican  party. — A.  Just  before  Hampton  made  his  speech  in  Sumter  they  came  to 
hU  house  on  a  Saturday  night  and  set  fire  to  m^'  cow-pen  on  both  sides.  The  wind 
was  very  high  at  the  time.  I  ran  out  and  drew  the  fence  down,  and,  with  the  help  of 
my  family,  put  the  fire  ont. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  any  threats  previoas  to  your  cow-pen  being  set  on  flref — A.  I 
did  hear,  and  all  that  would  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  would  be  burned  ont. 

(Objected  to  as  hearsay.) 

In  consequence  of  these  threats  I  set  up  and  guarded  my  premises  for  two  weeks 
thereafter,  and  did  not  vote  on  the  day  of  election. 

Q.  Any  other  threats  f — ^A.  I  heard  it  said,  "  Old  Isham  Robinson  joined  the  Dem- 
ocrats, and  ought  to  be  whipped.^' 

Minus  Felder  (colored)  sworn,  record,  p.  88 : 

Question.  When  did  yon  unite  yourself  with  the  Democratic  club  of  Sumter 
County? — Answer.  During  the  last  summer. 

Q.  State  what  influences  were  brought  to  bear  ux>on  you  to  cause  you  to  vote  for  or 
against  the  Democratic  partv. — A.  All  they  said,  when  I  came  to  vote,  a  woman  told 
my  wife  at  the  depot  that  if  I  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  I  must  not  come  back  to 
the  house ;  and  when  I  first  joined  the  party  some  Republicans  met  me  on  the  street 
and  told  me  that  I  was  in  danger  if  I  voted  the  Democratic  ticket. 

(Objected  to  as  hearsay  and  opinion.) 

London  Sumpter  (colored)  sworn,  record,  p.  88 : 

Qnestion.  When  did  yon  join  the  Democratic  party  ? — Answer.  In  March  last. 

Q.  Were  any  threats  or  influence  brought  to  bear  upon  you  to  cause  yon  to  vote  for 
or  against  the  Democratic  party  f  If  so,  state  them. — A.  The  day  before  the  election  I 
was  threatened  to  get  killed  if  I  voted  the  Democratic  ticket;  the  information  was 
brought  to  me  by  others. 

(Objected  to  as  hearsay.) 

8aw  that  Isham  Robinson's  premises  had  been  set  on  fire;  while  canvassing  the 
county,  James  Gaston  told  me  that  if  I  got  to  Weagefield,  where  I  had  an  appointment 
to  speak  for  the  Democrats,  that  there  was  a  party  there  intending  to  horsewhip  me ; 
that  while  going  to  Privateer  for  the  same  purpose,  I  was  informed  that  I  would  be 
murdered. 

Cross-examination :. 

Q.  Would  you  have  been  afraid  to  testify  if  colored  men  had  been  present  f — A.  I 
would  not. 
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Horace  Bradley  (colored)  sworD,  record,  p.  92 : 

QaestioD.  Did  yoD  Join  the  Democratic  party  T — Answer.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  yon  vote  the  Republican  ticket? — A.  I  did  vote  the  Republican  ticket; 
scratched  Mr.  Raine^^s  name  off  and  inserted  Mr.  Richardson's  instead. 

Q.  Yon  say  yon  joined  the  Democratic  club ;  how  came  it  that  you  voted  the  Repub- 
lican ticket  f — A.  They  told  me  if  I  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  they  would  throw  me 
out  of  the  brotherhood  society  and  pitch  me  outof  doors  head  foremost. 

Q.  What  else  was  told  you  would  be  done  to  you  if  you  voted  the  Democratic 
ticket? — A.  Governor  Chamberlain  was  to  turn  out  all  the  convicts  in  the  peniten- 
tiary, and  all  the  colored  people  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  were  to  put  in  their  places ; 
that  all  the  troops  won  la  drive  us  to  the  polls  and  make  us  vote  the  radical  ticket ; 
those  that  did  not  vote  the  radical  ticket  were  to  be  put  on  a  list  and  go  to  the  peni- 
tentiary. 

Q.  Where  did  yon  hear  that  talk? — A.  Right  in  our  church,  at  the  society  meeting. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said,  and,  if  so,  what,  about  turning  you  out  of  the  so- 
ciety ? — A.  If  I  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  I  was  to  be  put  out,  or  if  I  put  an  addi- 
tional Democratic  name  on  the  ticket  I  was  to  be  put  out  also. 

Q.  What  was  it,  now,  that  caused  you  not  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  ? — A.  The 
reason  stated,  and  in  addition,  because  they  told  me  that  Chamberlain  was  to  erect 
large  stores  throughout  the  country  for  the  benefit  of  all  Republican  voters,  and  that 
the  ones  voting  the  Democratic  ticket  were  to  be  placed  in  fields  with  drivers  over  them 
and  the  children  to  be  put  back  into  slavery;  this  caused  me  to  take  my  name  off  the 
Democratic  club  list. 

Cross-examination : 
Q.  Was  this  brotherhood  a  political  club  ? — ^A.  It  was. 

Bobert  B088  (colored),  record,  p.  93 : 

Question.  Were  any  threats  or  undue  influences  brought  to  bear  on  you  to  keep  you 
from  canvassing  the  county  for  the  Democrats  and  to  keep  you  from  voting  the  Demo- 
cratic ticket  ?  If  so,  state  what. — Answer.  They  were.  I  was  told  that  if  I  should  go 
to  Privateer  to  speak  I  would  not  return  alive,  and  I  better  had  fast  horses  to  git  away  ^ 
because  the  coons  down  there  said  they  don't  intend  to  allow  any  Democratic  niggers 
to  address  them  in  that  section. 

(Objected  to  as  hearsay.) 

I  was  a  member  of  the  Union  Brotherhood  with  Abram  Ruffian,  and  we  Joined  the 
Democratic  club ;  they  turned  us  out;  would  not  hear  from  us  at  all,  and  threatened 
to  turn  us  out  head  foremost. 

Q.  What  reason  was  assigned  to  you,  and  who  by,  for  the  introduction  of  the 
troops? — A.  I  heard  it  from  the  court-house  ring  and  the  brotherhood  that  tbe^  were 
brought  here  for  the  protection  of  the  Republican  party,  and  to  carry  the  election  for 
the  Republicans.    I  heard  this  right  at  the  court-house. 

D.  E.  Keels,  record,  p.  96  : 

Question.  Was  there  any  intimidation  of  colored  voters  by  colored  people,  which 
came  under  your  knowledge  ?  If  so,  state. — Answer.  A  good  many  told  me  that  if 
colored  people  would  join  the  Democrats  they  would  whip  them  for  so  doing. 

Q.  Did  these  threats  deter  colored  people  from  joining  the  Democrats  ? — A.  Of  my 
own  knowledge,  I  do  not  know;  but  colored  people  told  me  they  were  afraid  of  their 
own  color  to  join  the  Democratic  party,  and  some  said  that  their'wives  said  they  would 
quit  their  husbands;  others,  that  they  would  be  turned  out  of  their  churches. 

(Object  to  so  much  as  is  hearsay.) 

Robert  Broiin  sworn,  record,  p.  97: 

Question.  Were  you  a  manager  at  any  of  the  precincts  at  the  late  election  ? — 
Answer.  I  was  not,  but  acted  as  the  Democratic  supervisor's  clerk  at  Manchester  poll, 
and  was  there  all  day  from  6  o'clock  a.  m.  until  the  polls  were  closed  that  night,  and 
until  after  the  votes  were  counted  and  certificates  made  out  and  properly  signed. 

Q.  During  the  day  dfd  anything  unusual  occur  ?  If  so,  state  what  it  was. — A.  I  saw 
arms  there  claimed  by  Republicans,  and  none  claimed  by  Democrats. 

Q.  What  kind  of  arms  and  what  were  they  you  alluded  to? — A.  Soon  after  opening 
of  the  polls  I  saw  colored  people  riding  up,  displaying  fire-arms  freely ;  they  came  up 
in  squads ;  some  of  these  arms  were  deposited  on  a  wagon  without  a  body  on  it,  but 
only  a  slat  floor,  within  about  fifty  yards  off  and  in  full  view  of  the  polls. 

Q.  After  riding  up  io  the  polls  armed,  how  did  these  men  proceed  to  vote? — A.  Left 
their  arms  without  the  building,  crowded  in  the  house,  and  were  sworn  in  several  at 
the  time,  and  then  voted ;  they  were  unusual  boisterous  about  the  polls  and  within 
different  distances  of  the  house. 

Q.  Were  any  persons  prevented  from  coming  there  to  vote  or  from  voting  the  Dem- 
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ocratic  ticket  there  that  day  f — A.  Two  of  my  teDants  told  me  they  were  afraid  to  vote 
there  and  went  to  Wedgefild  to  vote. 

(Objected  to.) 

The  colored  manager,  Jack  Simons,  a  Republican,  and  chairman  of  the  managers 
cautioned  several  against  voting  any  but  the  Republican  ticket. 

Isaac  Haynemath  (colored)  sworn,  record,  p.  99: 

Question.  How  did  you  propose  to  vote  in  the  recent  election  t — Answer.  Democratic. 

Q.  Which  way  did  yon  vote? — A.  Radical. 

Q.  Why  T— A.  Because  I  heard  that  they  were  burning  out  so  many  people,  it  kept 
me  back. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  of  any  other  thing  f — A.  Yes ;  I  heard  they  were  whipping. 

Q.  Who  was  it  they  said  they  would  whip  and  bum  out? — A.  The  Democrats. 

Q.  Where  did  you  hear  these  things  f — A.  Through  the  whole  neighborhood. 

(Objection  to  all  hearsay.) 

Q.  Were  the  other  colored  people  on  the  same  place  with  you  going  to  vote  as  you 
did  ? — A.  They  were  going  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket,  and  refrained,  from  the  same 
rnmors. 

(Objected  to  as  opinion.) 

A.  Ruffiii  (colored)  sworu,  record,  p.  100 : 

Question.  Were  you  a  citizen  of  Sumter  County  and  located  at  Sumter  during  the 
late  campaign  ? — Answer.  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  canvass  the  county  as  a  member  of  the  Democratic  club  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  intimidation  of  colored  Democrats  f — A.  Soon  after  I  joined 
the  Democratic  party — I  had  been  for  a  long  time  a  member  of  the  Union  Brotherhood 
— I  attended  a  brotherhood  meeting,  which  was  turned  into  a  political  meeting  after 
the  brotherhood  business  was  over,  and  ^he  necessity  of  keeping  the  brotherhood 
together  for  political  purposes  was  shown  and  discussed.  I  was  pointed  oat  as  one  of 
the  standard-bearers,  yet  had  gone  over  to  the  Democrats,  and  thus  sold  my  birthright 
and  my  children's  freedom.  I  tried  to  be  heard  in  my  defense,  and  was  stopped  by 
cries  of  ''  Put  him  out,"  **  Kill  him/'  <&:c.  After  that  time  the  colored  Republioana 
hooted  at  me  in  the  street,  and  they  turned  me  out  of  the  brotherhood,  keeping  my 
means  which  I  had  put  in. 

Q.  What  was  the  brotherhood  formed  for  T— A.  At  first  for  charitable  purposes,  and 
afterward  turned  into  political  association. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  imposed  upon  or  maltreated  for  your  Democratic  opinions  ? — A.  I 
was  treated  very  roughly  at  Mayesville,  abused  and  threatened  with  a  whipping.  At 
Sumter  I  was  informed  by  Mr.  J.  M.  Tindall,  candidate  for  sheriff  of  the  county  on  tho 
Republican  ticket,  and  at  that  time  the  sheriff,  that  if  I  went  to  Privateer  I  would  be 
whipped.  He  afterward  said  that  I  would  be  allowed  to  speak  if  I  agreed  that  he  was 
to  follow  me,  and  that  I  had  better  have  a  good  horse  to  get  away  on.  At  Wedgefield 
the  buggy  I  was  in  was  stopped,  and  I  was  very  seriously  threatened.  The  Rev.  W. 
E.  Johnson  was  riding  with  me.  He  stopped  the  man  who  was  threatening  me  and 
f^ent  him  away.    He  was  the  Republican  senator  for  the  county. 

Q.  Where  were  the  Union  Brotherhood  organized^ — A.  At  every  precinct  in  the 
county. 

Q.  Did  tbey  afterwards  turn  out  with  political  organizations  of  the  Republican 
parry  f — A.  They  were  organized  a  good  while  before  the  campaign,  but  after  the  cam- 
paign opened  they  turnecTout  with  uanners,  representing  each  election  precinct  in  the 
county*  and  joined  the  Republican  xirooessions. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  Privateer  when  the  sheriff,  J.  M.  Tindall,  made  an  address 
to  the  Union  Brotherhood  ? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  What  sort  of  a  speech  was  it  f — A.  A  political  speech. 

Q.  Who  else  spoke  i— A.  Senator  Maxwell,  of  Marlborough. 

Q.  Was  there  any  Union  Brotherhood  in  it  ? — A.  None  that  I  heard. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  threats  made  against  colored  people  for  affiliating  with 
Democrats  f — A.  It  was  just  a  general  tantalizing  and  threatening  of  them.  Some 
]>reachers  never  closed  a  sermon  without  bringing  in  the  Democratic  darkies.  It  was 
the  common  cry  that  any  negro  who  joined  the  Democrats  ought  to  be  killed. 

Cross-examined: 

Q.  At  the  brotherhood  meetings  proper,  were  politics  discussed  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  not  the  rules  forbid  ? — A.  They  do. 

Q.  W^ere  not  there  political  matters  discussed  after  the  brotherhood  had  adjourned  f— 
A.  There  were. 

Q.  Does  the  brotherhood,  as  such,  ever  transact  business  in  public  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  were  you  turned  out  of  the  brotherhood  f  — A.  1  can't  tell  the  day  of  the 
month  ;  I  think  it  was  in  the  month  of  September. 

Q.  Who  ever  refused  you  admission  to  the  brotherhood  upon  yonr  presenting  your- 
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self  for  thftt  purpose f — A.  The  doorkeeper  at  the  dUtrict  meeting;  I  don't  know  his 
name. 

Q.  Was  yon  ever  refused  at  any  other  time  when  you  went  there  and  knocked  f— A. 
I  never  went ;  the  doorkeeper  told  me  that  I  was  not  recognized  because  I  was  a 
Democrat. 

Q.  How  was  this  meeting  composed  T — A.  Of  delegates  from  the  different  precinct 
brotherhoods. 

Q.  Were  any  persons  except  delegates  entitled  to  admission  f — A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Were  you  a  delegate  T— A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  You  speak  of  being  threatened  with  a  whipping  at  Mayesville;  is  it  not  a  £Aot 
that  the  threats  were  made  by  a  drunken  man  who  was  kept  off  by  other  Republi- 
cans f — A.  No,  sir;  the  threats  were  not  made  by  him;  they  were  made  by  those 
women  and  the  crowd  who  were  around  for  an  hour  before  he  came. 

Q.  Did  the  man  who  was  drunk  make  threats? — A.  He  pretended  to  be  drunk :  he 
put  his  hand  on  my  Democratic  badge ;  he  said,  "  You  must  put  it  off;  we  don't  allow 
no  Democratic  niggers  here.'' 

Q.  Is  not  that  the  same  man  who  was  carried  off? — A  He  was. 

Q.  Mention  the  preachers  whom  you  have  heard  preach  against  the  Democrats  f — 
A.  I  have  heard  James  White.    I  only  go  to  one  church.    He  is  the  only  one  I  heard. 

Q.  State  who  said  that  any  colored  man  who  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  should  be 
killed  T — ^A.  I  heard  the  general  rumor  that  they  ought  to  be  killed.  Sam  MacDuffie 
is  one  that  I  beard  say  so ;  also  Moses  James.  Those  are  all  I  now  can  recall  to  be 
positive  about. 

Q.  Where  did  you  hear  Sam  MacDuffie  say  so  f — A.  He  told  me  so  at  the  comer  of 
Mr.  Cohen's  store. 

Q.  Who  was  present  ?— A.  I  canuot  call  names.  I  saw  a  crowd,  but  don't  remember 
persons. 

Balph  Wilson  (colored)  sworn,  record,  p.  102 : 

Question.  Were  you  a  resident  of  this  county  f — ^Answer.  I  am. 

Q.  Were  you  here  during  the  last  campaign  and  election  ? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  Join  the  Democratic  party  and  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  T — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Were  any  threats  made  against  you  for  joining  the  Democratic  party  and  for  de- 
siring to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  T  If  so,  state  what  threats,  and  whom  made  by. — 
A.  They  threatened  to  whip  me,  and  threatened  also  to  burn  out  every  Democratic 
nigger;  further  stated  that  the  troops  came  here  to  make  them  vote  for  the  Republi* 
can  party. 

Q.  Who  did  you  hear  these  threats  from  f — A.  A  great  many  from  the  Republicans 
of  Sumter. 

Q.  Was  it  or  was  it  not  a  fact  that  these  reports  and  threats  were  generally  circu- 
lated through  the  county  T — ^A.  They  were  generally  talked  about  among  the  colore^ 
people. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  these  threats  and  talk  about  the  troops  prevented  colored 
people  from  voting  the  Democratic  ticket! — A.  I  don't  know,  but.  the  colored  people 
seemed  to  be  very  much  afraid. 

Cross-examination : 

Q.  Did  you  believe  that  the  troops  were  sent  here  for  the  purpose  of  making  colored 
people  vote  the  Republican  ticket  f — A.  I  did  not. 

Redirect: 

Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  try  to  make  the  colored  people  think  the  troops  were  not 
sent  here  to  make  the  colored  people  vote  the  Republican  ticket T— A.  I  did;  every- 
where I  went. 

Q.  Did  you  succeed  in  doing  so  f ~A.  I  did  not ;  a  great  many  of  them  believed  the 
other  way,  and  so  stated  to  me. 

Edward  D.  Shiver  (colored)  sworn,  record,  p.  103 : 

Question.  Were  you  a  resident  of  this  county  during  the  late  campaign  and  the  day 
of  election? — ^Answer.  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  canvass  the  county  and  take  an  active  part  for  the  Democrats?— >A.  I 
certainly  did.  ' 

Q.  Were  any  threats  made  to  you,  or  did  any  threats  come  to  you  for  being  a  Demo- 
crat and  desiring  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  ? — A.  There  was,  by  a  good  many ;  did 
not  pay  any  particular  attention  to  any  one,  I  being  a  free  man  to  do  as  I  please  about 
voting ;  they  told  me  if  I  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  I  coold  not  stay  here,  but  should 
vote  the  Republican  ticket. 

Q.  What  threats  were  made  to  you  in  Columbia  ? — A.  I  went  from  here  as  a  delegate 
to  the  convention;  I  was  told  that  I  could  not  stay  there  that  night;  that  I  would  be 
killed  if  I  did. 

H.  Rep.  806 2 
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j[ Objected  to  that  as  not  applying,  because  Colambia  is  not  in  the  CkiDgreesional  dis- 
trict.) 

Q.  What  was  it  said  that  the  troops  were  brought  here? — A.  The  troops  were  broaffht 
here  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  niggers  from  voting  the  Democratic  ticket;  this 
was  generally  circulated  amongst  the  colored  people. 

Cross-examination : 

Q.  Can  you  name  any  one  who  threatened  you,  or  who  said  the  trooim  were  brought 
here  to  make  the  colored  people  vote  the  Republican  ticket,  or  prevent  them  from 
TOting  the  Democratic  ticket  T — A.  I  cannot  name  any  particular  one. 

Thomas  D.  MoLeod  swofd,  record,  p.  104 : 

Question.  Are  yon  a  resident  of  this  county  ? — ^Answer.  I  am ;  of  Rafting  Creek 
precinct. 

Q.  Where  were  you  during  the  election  and  for  some  days  previous  thereto? — A. 
I  was  at  Rafting  Creek  precinct. 

Q.  If  ;^ou  saw  anv  notices  posted  in  that  neighborhood,  what  were  they  t — ^A.  About 
three  miles  from  the  polUng-phice  I  saw  more  than  one  notice  posted ;  this  was  at 
Brykin's  Depot,  in  Kershaw  County,  and  adjoininjg  Rafting  Creek  precinct. 

^Objected  to  as  not  being  in  this  Congressional  district.) 

Q.  Is  that  the  depot  where  the  people  of  your  section  ship  and  receive  their  mer- 
chandise 1 — A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  How  frequent  is  the  intercourse  T — A.  Every  day. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  other  notice  ? — A.  I  had  one  in  my  possession  within  one  mile 
of  ourprecinct. 

Q.  wnat  was  the  character  of  the  notice t— A.  It  read  in  this  way:  "We  have 
formed  a  band  of  men  to  whip,  four  in  hand,  every  colored  man  who  joins  the  Demo- 
cratic party  to  death,  and  after  whipping,  four  in  hand,  to  out  their  ears  off." 

Q.  Were  the  Republicans  armed  f — ^A.  They  were,  with  muskets  and  shot-guns. 

Q.  Where r— A.  At  Rafting  Creek. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  deliver  the  paper-notice  you  had  in  your  possession  ? — A.  To 
Dr.  £.  J.  Rembert. 

Cross-examined. 

Q.  Were  all  the  Republicans  armed?— A.  I  cannot  say  that  they  were  all  armed i' 
the  guns  were  not  counted. 

Q.  How  many  did  you  see  armed  ? — A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  without  having 
made  any  count  on  the  sjiot,  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  muskets  and  shot-gnus  were 
there. 

Q.  How  many  muskets  and  shot-guns  did  you  see  there  ? — A.  I  did  not  oonnt  what  I 
flaw.  I  only  saw  one  wagon  with  muskets  and  shot-guns.  I  suppose  that  wagon  ooo- 
tained  twenty-five. 

Q.  How  many  men  did  you  see  having  muskets  and  shot-guns  upon  their  persons  ?— 
A.  None. 

Redirect: 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  company  of  armed  men  ? — A.  I  heard  so,  but  did  not  see 
them. 

D.  A.  Fox  worth  sworn,  record,  p.  109 : 

Question.  Are  you  a  resident  of  the  county,  and  were  you  during  the  last  election  ?~ 
Answer.  I  was. 

Q.  Was  there,  or  was  there  not,  a  wide-spread  intimidation  in  this  county  over  the 
colored  voters ;  and,  if  so,  who  was  the  intimidation  exerted  by  ?— A.  Exerted  princi- 
pally by  the  radical  leaders  and  the  black. 

Q.  Were,  or  were  not,  the  colored  people  actually  afraid  to  vote  the  Democratic 
ticket  ? — A.  Some  of  them  were.  Some  who  voted  with  the  Democratic  party  before 
were  afraid  to  do  so  this  time,  and  staid  at  home. 

(Objected  to.) 

Q.  What  were  they  afraid  of  ?— A.  Afraid  of  the  threats  made  by  the  colored  people. 

Q.  What  were  those  threats?— A.  Various  threats.  Threatened  to  be  mnrdere.1, 
mobbed,  burned  out,  and  some  were  badly  beaten  ;  wives  threatened  to  quit  their  hus- 
bands if  they  voted  the  Democratic  ticket ;  in  one  instance,  a  woman  who  formerly 
belonged  to  me,  her  son  desired  to  Join  the  Democratic  party,  and  she  threatened  to 
cut  his  throat.  Six  men  on  mv  place  desired  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket,  but  did  not 
Tote  at  all  on  account  of  the  threats  made. 

(Objected  to  as  a  matter  of  opinion.^ 

Q.  Did,  or  did  not,  the  presence  of  tne  United  States  troops  exert  an  influence  ad- 
irerse  to  the  success  of  the  Democratic  ticket  ?— A.  I  am  satisfied  it  did. 

(Objected  to  as  an  opinion.) 
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Q.  If  the  troops  bad  not  been  introdaced  into  tbe  State  and  into  tbis  ooanty,  wbat 
woold  bave  been  tbe  resnlt  of  tbe  election  in  this  ooanty  T — A.  I  tbink  this  ooanty 
would  bave  been  oarried  by  tbe  Democrats. 

collected  to  as  opinion.) 

Q.  Would  tbat  result  bave  been  acbieved  quietly  and  peaceably,  and  witbout  inter- 
fering witb  tbe  free  right  of  suffrage  T— A.  In  my  judgment  it  would  have  been  carried 
quietly  and  peaceably  and  without  interference  of  tbe  free  right  of  suffrage. 

(Objected  to  as  opinioD.) 

Cross-examination : 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  more  colored  people  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  at  the  last 
election  than  ever  before  f — A.  I  think  they  did  in  the  State,  and  perhaps  in  the 
connty. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  these  threats  you  Bi>eak  of,  or  do  yoa  only  testify  from  ramor  T — A. 
I  heard  some  myself;  heard  one  woman  say  she  would  cat  her  son's  throat  if  he  joined 
the  Democratic  party,  and  beard  two  women  say  they  wonld  not  live  with  their  hus- 
bands if  they  voted  the  Democratic  ticket ;  the  rest  of  tbe  threats  is  from  hearsay. 

Redirect : 

Q.  Yon  stated  as  your  opinion  that  more  colored  people  voted  the  Democratic 
ticket  in  the  State  and  county  than  ever  before;  is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  never 
was  a  Democratic  ticket  since  reconstruction  f  ~A.  The  first  time  the  Democratic  ticket 
has  ever  been  before  tbe  people  since  reconstruction. 

Q.  Wbat  did  you  mean  oy  saying  tbat  some  who  had  voted  the  "Democratic  ticket 
before''? — A.  I  mean  who  had  voted  with  tbe  whites. 

(Objected  to  as  not  being  in  reply.) 

Q.  State  in  what  way  the  threats  of  burning,  murdering,  and  mobbing  those  colored 
men  who  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  came  to  your  knowledge. — A.  I  heard  the  colored 
people  converse  on  tbe  subject,  and  they  even  said  if  such  and  such  persons,  naming 
them,  would  join  the  Democrats  they  would  be  burned  out,  murdered,  mobbed,  &c. 

D.  A.  FOXWORTH. 

Sidney  W.  Dick  (colored)  sworn,  p.  110: 

Question.  Are  you  a  minister  of  tbe  gospel  f — Answer.  I  am. 

Q.  Are  yon  a  resident  and  a  voter  in  this  coun.ty  ? — A.  I  am. 

Q.  Wbat  party  did  you  belong  to  during  tbe  last  campaign  ? — A.  Tbe  Democratic 
party. 

Q.  Wbat  churches  were  you  accustomed  to  preach  at  f — ^A.  St.  John's  and  Shephard's 
Shed  Methodist  Episcopal  church. 

Q.  Was  anything  done  to  you  by  these  congregations  T  If  so,  state  what  it  was,  and 
why  it  was  done.— A.  I  went  to  church  Sunday  in  October,  went  to  the  pulpit  at  11 
o'clock  a.  m.  The  leader  called  out  of  tbe  pulpit^  out-doors,  and  asked  me  if  I  was 
going  to  vote  with  tbe  Democrats.  I  told  him  yes,  I  was  going  to  vote  for  Ilampton  and 
for  every  man  on  the  ticket.  I  never  voted  for  Chamberlain  in  my  life.  Then  Alferry 
Sanders,  a  member  of  tbe  same  congregation  and  a  school-teacher,  said  if  I  would  vote 
for  Hampton  tbat  I  should  not  preach  tor  these  people,  and  they  should  not  admit  me 
into  the  pulpit.  Upon  this  the  trustees  called  a  meeting  for  consultation,  and  voted 
upon  it  in  the  church  tbat  I  should  not  preach  at  all,  and  they  never  have  si  nee  allowed 
me  to  preach. 

Q.  Were  any  threats  made  against  you  for  joining  the  Democratic  party  f  If  so, 
state  them. — ^A.  Four  women  met  me  on  tbe  streets,  and  told  me  that  tbe  men  would 
whip  me.  Numbers  of  persons  I  met  on  the  highway  threatened  to  whip  me,  but  I  did 
not  pay  any  attention  to  them,  and  I  went  on. 

E.  M.  Harriot  (colored)  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows,  p.  114: 

Resides  in  Georgetown  County,  and  was  residing  there  at  the  last  election.  Was 
engaged  in  canvassing  the  county ;  was  a  candidate  on  the  Republican  ticket.  Early 
in  tbe  morning  went  to  the  Sautee  poll,  before  it  opened,  and  remained  there  until 
about  8  o'clock  a.  m.  Went  to  this  poll  to  advocate  Chamberlain  and  himself  for  elec- 
tion— himself  for  tbe  State  house  of  representatives.  Distributed  tbe  Jones  ticket, 
but  the  people  would  not  allow  them  distributed.  Saw  a  great  deal  of  fuss  and  noise 
going  on  at  the  poll.  Tbe  excited  crowd  would  not  allow  one  voter  and  others  to  vote 
for  this  deponent.  These  votes  were  taken  awav  and  torn  np.  He  saw  tbat  his  re- 
maining there  would  cause  a  fuss,  since  the  general  manner  of  the  crowd  was  threaten- 
ing, and  so  be  left  tbe  poll,  fearing  a  disturbance.  This  excited  crowd  did  not  allow 
the  voters  to  vote  as  they  pleased.  In  a  violent  manner  this  crowd  would  not  allow  any 
of  tbe  voters  to  take  tickets  from  this  deponent.    They  would  not  even  allow  him  to 

Easte  a  slip  containing  his  own  name  over  any  one  on  tbe  regular  Republican  tickets ; 
ut,  in  an  excited  manner,  wonld  let  him  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  tickets. 
He  did  not  vote  at  this  poll,  because  he  did  not  believe  be  would  be  allowed  to  vote 
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as  he  plemsed.  These  parties  were  advocating  the  tieket  a{Km  which  J.  H.  Rainey  was 
a  oaodidate.  They  were  determined  that  no  other  ticket  should  be  voted  at  the  I^Atee 
poll. 

Saw  Joseph  Burt  at  the  poll«  who  woald  meet  the  people  as  they  came  to  the  poll 
Bart  was  the  distribater  of  the  tickets  at  the  Santee  poll.    These  tickets  were  given  to 
him  lor  distribution  by  the  county  chairman,  who  was  Joseph  H.  Rainey.    These 
tickets  had  some  of  the  printed  names  scratched  oot,  and  J.  A.  Bowly's  name  sab- 
stitnted  in  Bowly^s  own  handwriting. 

Deponent  gave  a  large  nnmber  of  tickets  to  a  large  nnmber  of  voters.  He  saw 
many  of  these  tickets  torn  up.  Henry  Smith  told  him  there  was  no  ase  to  distribute 
his  tickets  for  they  wonld  be  torn  up.  Deponent  swears  that  he  attended  the  poll  at 
the  Santee  precinct  on  the  7th  November  last:  that  he  at  that  time  met  voteis  who 
were  willing  to  vote  for  him,  and  who  proposed  to  allow  him  to  substitute  names  on 
the  tickets.  He  changed  several  tickets,  but  the  crowd  around  wonld  not  allow  the 
voters  to  take  back  the  tickets  from  him.  The  manner  of  this  crowd  was  very  bois- 
terous and  rough.  Did  not  think  it  safe  for  him  to  remain  at  this  poll ;  thought  it  best 
to  go  away.  After  this  went  away  and  offered  voters  whom  he  m«t  other  tickets. 
These  tickets  were  taken  away  from  them  by  one  of  the  same  boisterous  party. 

Eli  Howard  (colored)  testified  as  follows,  after  being  duly  sworn,  p.  116: 

That  he  knows  Joseph  Bush,  who  lives  on  Santee.  He  was  a  candidate  for  county 
commissioner  on  the  Republican  ticket.  Saw  Joseph  Bush  several  times  in  Oeorge- 
town  before  election-day.  Heard  him  sav  Just  before  the  election,  while  speaking  to 
a  large  crowd,  that  if  any  one  was  damned  fool  enough  to  carry  Democratic  tickets  to 
the  Santee  poll  he  wonld  be  killed.  Previons  to  this  he,  Joseph  Bosh,  told  this  depo- 
nent that  he  could  control  the  Sautee  poll  and  make  the  people  do  whiitever  he  said ; 
that  the  people  would  do  whatever  he  told  them.  He  explained  to  the  deponent  that 
on  one  occasion  he  had  quieted  a  riotous  crowd  on  the  Santee,  and  thus  he  believed  he 
had  entire  control  over  the  people  there. 

Cross-examination : 

That  Joe  Bush  was  speaking  to  the  crowd  in  front  of  S.  R.  Cavis's  store,  when  he  made 
those  remarks  about  carrying  Democratic  tickets  to  the  Santee  poll.  He  did  not  stop 
to  identify  any  person  in  this  crowd.  His  personal  interview  with  Joe  Bnsh  took 
place  some  three  or  four  weeks  prior.  No  other  person  was  present.  Deponent  testi- 
ties  that  he  was  a  Republican  at  that  time  and  is  not  so  now. 

Redfarect: 

Afer  what  he  had  heard  from  Jas.  Bush,  he,  the  deponent,  would  not  have  dared  to 
go  to  the  Santee  poll  to  TOte  the  Democratic  ticket. 

He  heurd  generally  talked  about  that  colored  men  who  voted  the  Democratic  ticket 
were  not  fit  to  live,  and  that  preachers  had  said  they  were  not  fit  to  be  members  of  the 
church.  If  he  had  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  he  wonld  have  been  afraid  to  let  it  be 
known.  Was  in  town  when  John  S.  Richardson  attempted  to  speak  to  a  crowd,  and 
was  prevented  from  speaking  by  a  crowd,  of  which  Harvey  Jones  appeared  to  be  the 
leader.    Harvey  was  candidate  for  county  commissioner  on  the  Repnblie»n  tictet. 

This  crowd  wonld  not  allow  a  Democratic  colored  man  to  speak,  some  of  them  saying 
that  no  colored  Democrat  should  speak  to  them. 

Postmaster  E.  C.  Rainey  was  also  with  the  crowd  led  by  Harvey  Jones. 

He,  the  deponent,  wanted  with  others  to  hear  Richardson  speak,  bnt  the  crowd 
would  not  allow  of  it ;  and  so  the  speakers  were  prevented  from  speaKing. 

Has  never  heard  one  say  that  he  was  afraid  to  Jof  n  the  Democratic  clnb.  He  is  s 
man  that  stays  in  the  town  and  never  goes  out  in  the  country. 

Cross-examination : 

This  disturbance  alluded  to,  when  John  S.  Richardson  was  prevented  from  speak- 
ing, was  more  than  a  week  previous  to  election-day.  Saw  no  disturbance  like  this  on 
the  day  of  election.  Saw  nobody  prevented  from  voting  at  the  election.  He  heard 
that  the  Democrats  had  said  that  no  one  who  was  true  to  the  Democratic  party  wonld 
vote  the  Republican  ticket. 

J.  A.  Jackson  (colored)  p.  B.  120: 

It  was  supposed  that  the  disbanding  of  the  rifle-clubs  would  operate  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  to  secure  protection  from  colored  Democrats,  while  the  colored  Republicans 
would  be  afforded  every  protection  by  the  United  States  troops. 

In  the  course  of  the  canvass,  went  to  several  polls  of  the  county.  Was  prohibited 
from  going  to  Santee  and  Bowbicket,  and  threatened  with  his  life  if  he  went  there. 
His  life  was  threatened  in  Waccamaw,  so  that  he  was  compelled  to  seek  protection  and 
use  stratagem  to  escape.  One  man  told  him  *'  he  would  not  allow  any  d-— d  Democrat 
to  come  in  that  part  of  the  county ;  that  such  a  one  wonld  have  to  lose  his  blood  there 
if  he  ever  attempted  \l.*^    YTaA  1  cec\aently  threatened  with  his  liftD. 
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He  knows  there  was  coosiderable  ostraciziDg  of  those  who  were  Democrats ;  and  ibe 
threats  of  violence  to  him  were  such  that  he  was  prohibited  from  traveling  and  making 
speeches  to  the  people.  He  thinks  that  if  the  troops  had  been  brought  into  this  State 
for  peace  and  the  true  protection  of  the  voter,  that  it  was  essentiiu  to  have  some  of 
them  in  Georgetown  to  enable  the  Democratic  colored  voters  to  vote  as  they  pleased. 
He  knows  there  was  an  application  made  for  troops  to  iirotect  the  colored  people  who 
wanted  to  vote  the  Reform  ticket.    This  effort  was  nnsacceesfnl. 

He  remembers  when  John  S.  Richardson  was  canvassing  the  connty ;  was  present 
when  he  attempted  to  address  the  people  at  a  mass-meeting.  He  was  freqnently  inter- 
rupted by  a  noisy  mob,  who  acted  m  such  a  manner  as  woold  demons  of  hell.  He  com- 
pared  the  scene  to  the  wilds  of  Africa.  Fiendish  howls  and  abrupt  questions  to  the 
speaker  were  beyond  description.  This  behavior  compelled  Mr.  Richardson  to  give  up 
the  effort.  J.  Harvey  Jones  appeared  to  be  the  leader  of  this  riotous  mob.  On  this 
same  occasion  a  colored  gentleman ,  named  HutchiuH,  attempted  to  address  the  people 
in  behalf  of  the  Democrats,  but  was  not  allowed.  He  was  not  allowed  to  speak  at  all. 
He  was  led  to  believe  that  this  behavior  had  been  the  result  of  a  concocted  plan  on  the 
part  of  the  Republican  leaders  to  interrupt  free  speech. 

At  some  of  the  polls  he  would  not  have  dared  to  go  on  election-day.  His  life  was 
threatened.  Does  not  think  that  any  man  would  have  dared  to  carry  Democratic  tickets 
to  these  polls.  The  threats  were  so  great  aud  violent  against  colored  Demoerate  as  to 
make  them  fear  to  act  or  vote  freely. 

The  deponent  says  he  is  now  shunned  and  ostracised  by  the  Republioaos  because  he 
voted  and  acted  aoeording  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  oonscience.  He  believes  the 
noisy  disturbance  at  the  meeting  at  which  Mr.  Riobudson  attempted  to  speak  was 
created  by  the  friends  of  Joseph  H.  Rainey.  He  believes  that  bodily  harm  might  h»ve 
resulted  to  the  Democrat  speakers  on  this  ocoasion. 

He  knows  there  were  threats  held  ont  by  the  church  by  a  preacher  against  Demo- 
cratic voters.  They  were  told  that  the  public  schools  woald  be  closed  up ;  that  in 
other  parts  of  the  country  wives  had  split  the  heads  of  th^eir  husbands  open,  and  they 
might  do  it  here.  Such  language  from  the  pulpit  had  an  influence  upon  the  minds  of 
the  people  greater,  after  the  disbandment  of^  the  ritie-clube  and  the  aniving  of  United 
States  troops,  than  before. 

He  knows,  of  his  own  knowledse,  of  colored  men  who  had  told  htm,  *'  If  they  vot^d 
the  Democratic  ticket  they  would  not  dare  to  go  to  their  wives,''  and  two  men  told 
him  that  **  if  they  voted  it  they  knew  they  would  never  see  their  homes  alive."  He 
knows  some  eight  or  ten  men  who  said  that  they  would  not  Join  the  Democratic  clubs, 
but  would  vote  the  Democratic  ticket,  if  they  could  do  so  without  its  being  known. 

B.  H.  Williams  was  candidate  on  the  straight  Repnblioan  ticket  for  State  senator. 
He  was  presiding  elder  in  the  A.  M.  £.  Church,  presiding  over  the  district  including 
all  of  Georgetown,  Horry,  and  part  of  Williamsburg  Counties. 

That  previous  to  the  election,  at  several  public  meetings,  he  saw  the  Republicans  as 
a  general  thing  armed  with  guns.  At  one  meeting,  on  Pee  Dee,  saw  nearly  every  Re- 
Xmblican  present  armed. 

F.  W.  McCusker,  record,  p.  122  : 

The  next  appointment  was  at  the  court-bouse  in  Georgetown.  Saw  a  colored  man 
attempt  to  address  the  people  from  the  court-house  poitico,  but  the  crowd  was  so  bois- 
terous and  riotous  that  he  could  not  be  heard  at  all.  This  man's  name  was  Hutchins, 
a  colored  Democrat,  who  was  speaking  in  favor  of  tiefotm.  He  heard  from  the  crowd 
calls  for  Richardson,  and  the  expression,  "  We  don't  want  to  hear  firom  no  d— d  carpet- 
bagger." They  would  not  allow  Hutchins  to  speak.  Peter  Woodbury  addressed  them, 
and  asked  them  to  keep  order,  and  let  Mr.  Richardson  speak.  After  order  was  par- 
tiallv  reatored  Mr.  Richardson  began  to  speak;  spoke  about  15  minutes  without  inter- 
rupnoo,  when  the  noise  and  confusion  began  anew.  Questions  were  put  to  him  so  fast, 
and  the  confusion  became  so  great,  that  he  was  prevented  from  speaking  further  before 
he  was  half  through.  It  seemed  to  be  the  set  purpose  of  this  party  to  deny  him  fr<;e 
speech.  There  was  quite  a  commotion  in  this  crowd,  which  finally  broke  up  in  a  row. 
!|.<eamed  afterwards  that  one  man  had  been  stabbed  and  another  knocked  down.  He 
thought  that  at  this  time  the  town  was  threatened  with  a  serious  riot,  which  was  pre- 
vented only  by  the  forbearance  of  the  whites. 

It  had  been  arranged  in  the  programme  of  the  canvass  that  the  Democrats  should 
have  one  meeting  at  Santee ;  but  u>om  advice  given  by  some  of  the  citieens  residing 
on  Santee  (General  Manigault  and  others),  did  not  go  there.  Thought  evil  would  arise 
from  it.  That  the  people  there  looked  upon  the  Democrats  as  their  worst  enemies,  and 
would  not  have  hesitated  to  use  violence  at  the  instance  of  their  leaders.  Was  in- 
formed that  Joseph  Bush  had  a  crowd  of  roughs  who  were  ready  to  do  his  bidding, 
and  were  eager  and  ready  for  a  fray. 

(Objected  to  by  contestee  as  hearsay.) 

On  this  account  did  not  have  the  meeting,  as  previously  arranged. 

The  next  appointment  was  at  Sampit.    On  the  same  day  the  Republicans  had  a 


22  RICHARDSON   VS.    BAINEY. 

meeting  in  Qeorfj^town,  at  the  ooart-hoose.  Oo  the  way  to  Sampit  Bridge,  mat  tqnada 
of  colored  men  ooming  to  towo,  nearly  all  of  whom  were  armed.  ThU  had  the  effect 
of  leading  several  of  nis  party  to  apprehend  danger  on  their  retnm,  and,  fearing  an 
ambnsh,  tney  were  compelled  to  break  np  the  Sampit  meeting  and  return  to  town  be- 
fore night.  Was  not  interrupted,  however,  on  the  return  to  town.  This  feeling  of 
apprehension  was  particularly  felt  by  the  colored  Democrats  in  the  party  with  depo- 
nent on  that  occasion.  They  feared  personal  violence  to  themselves  from  the  armed 
Republicans  who  had  been  seen  going  to  town  in  the  forenooon. 

At  the  Brook  Green  poll,  on  election-day,  deponent  saw  an  old  colored  man,  who  had 
voted  the  Democratic  ticket,  who,  after  voting,  was  severely  upbraided  in  hmh  terms 
by  some  of  the  Republicans.  This  language  was  such  as  to  have  the  effect  of  intimi- 
dating other  colored  men  who  might  have  desired  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket. 

Cross-examination : 

Could  not  say  that  the  shooting  at  the  meeting  on  Waccamaw  was  at  any  person  or 
persons.    Does  not  know  whether  the  guns  were  shotted  or  not. 

LoDdoD  Green  (colored),  being  duly  sworn,  testified,  record,  p.  125 : 

That  he  lives  on  North  Santee.  On  the  day  of  election  walked  down  to  the  Santee 
poll.  Started  from  home  at  seven  o'clock  in  the  morning.  When  he  got  near  the  poll, 
met  Paul  Allston  with  tickets  for  distribution.  These  were  the  red  tickets,  Republi- 
can. He  asked  deponent  how  he  was  going  to  vote.  He  said  "  The  Jones  ticket.^' 
Paul  said,  '*  If  you  vote  Jones's  ticket  to^lay,  I  will  9ee  you  between  now  and  dark, 
because  Jones  is  a  Democrat,  and  no  man  shall  vote 'Jones's  ticket  here  to-day."  He, 
deponent,  told  the  boys  with  him  to  come  on,  and  Paul  Allston  said,  ''  If  voa  or  any 
man  attempt  to  vote  the  Jones  ticket  at  this  poU  to-day  I  will  have  you  all  arrested 
here  to-day."  He  said  he  had  authority  to  arrest  any  man  who  voted  other  than  the 
red  Republican  ticket ;  that  he  got  his  authority  from  Governor  Chamberlain.  He 
then  pulled  out  a  paper  from  his  pocket  purporting  to  be  his  written  authority.  De- 
ponent then  said  to  the  men  with  nim,  **  Boys,  if  voting  the  Jones  ticket  here  to-day 
will  cause  a  row,  and  have  us  all  arrested,  we  must  vote  the  ticket  that  Paul  Allston 
has,  right  or  wrong." 

Deponent  says  there  were  about  60  or  70  men  who  were  at  first  of  his  own  determi- 
nation, but  who  afterwards  changed  their  determination  on  account  of  the  threats 
made  oy  Paul  Allston  of  arresting  any  man  who  vot«d  the  Jones  ticket.  There  was  a 
great  gang  of  men  with  Paul  Allston  in  the  road,  and  they  would  not  allow  deponent 
and  his  party  to  pass  by. 

Saw  Joseph  Burt  at  this  poll.  He  appeared  to  be  the  chief  mover  of  the  crowd  that 
was  supporting  the  red  Republican  ticket.  Saw  no  guns  at  the  poll  that  day.  Did  not 
remain  at  the  poll  more  than  two  hours  after  voting. 

Deponent  says  that  he  and  his  crowd  were  so  much  intimidated  by  the  threats  of 
Paul  Allston,  backed  up  by  his  show  of  authority,  that  they  felt  compelled  to  vote  the 
red  Republican  ticket,  which  was  not  the  ticket  of  his  choice. 

Deponent  testifies  that  Joseph  Burt  tried  to  persuade  him  not  to  obey  the  summons 
issued  by  R.  L.  Fraser,  notary  ]^ublic,  to  attend  an  examination  in  the  present  case  of 
Jno.  L.  Richardson  V8,  J.  H.  Rainey. 

Thinks  there  were  some  150  or  more  persons  who  were  influenced  by  the  threats  of 
Paul  Allston  to  vote  against  their  choice,  in  the  same  manner  as  deponent  was.  He 
thinks  it  would  have  been  difficult  for  any  person  to  vote  any  other  than  the  red  Re- 
publican ticket  at  that  poll  on  that  day. 

Henry  Smith  (colored),  beiug  duly  sworn,  testifies  (B.,  p.  127) : 

Resides  on  Santee.  Took  an  active  part  in  the  canvass  before  the  last  election  io 
the  support  of  the  Reform  or  Democratic  party ;  knows  Joseph  Bush  and  other  leaders 
of  the  Kepublican  party  on  Santee.  These  leaders  said  that  any  colored  man  who  be- 
came a  Democrat  would  be  spotted ;  that,  iu  other  words,  they  would  be  intimidated, 
even  to  the  extent  of  personal  violence.  Does  not  think  it  was  safe  for  a  colored  man 
to  go  about  on  Santee  and  advocate  his  political  opinions.  The  people  seemed  fearful 
to  take  sides  with  deponent  for  fear  of  their  bodies. 

On  one  occasion  be  was  personally  attacked,  a  few  days  before  the  election,  by  about 
15  or  18  men.  As  he  came  on  the  road  these  men,  in  ambush,  rose  up  before  him  in 
such  a  manner  that  he  feared  they  would  attack  him.  They  upbraidea  him  with  sup- 
porting the  Democratic  party ;  they  laid  hold  on  his  horse,  and  one  struck  his  horse. 
Their  manner  was  very  violent.  They  said  they  wanted  satisfaction  that  day,  out  of 
him  that  day.  They  said,  **  We  will  look  after  you  on  election-dav,  and  be  carefal 
what  you  do."  They  said,  **  You  and  others  are  going  to  put  ns  back  in  slavery,  and 
we  band  together  to  watch  you."  After  many  expostulations  the  crowd  let  him  de- 
part, but  said,  "  You  had  better  look  out.  If  we  meet  you  on  the  7th  day  of  November 
votiug  for  one  of  those  rebels,  take  care.  You  are  not  to  cast  any  vote  or  come  to  the 
poll  on  election-day." 
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Job  Mazyok  (colored),  being  daly  sworn,  testifies  that  he  was  a  United 
States  marshal  at  the  last  election ;  was  the  head  deputy  marshal  of  his 
county,  record,  p.  132 : 

Heard  some  of  the  people  say  they  would  lose  their  rij^hts  if  the  Democrats  were 
elected.  Never  heard  anything  aboat  being  tnmed  oat  of  oharoh  if  they  TOted  for  the 
Democrats.  Heard  threats  against  W.  H.  Jones  for  affiliating  with  the  Democrats. 
Heard  that  at  Santee  there  were  five  men  placed  on  the  road  to  shoot  W.  H.  Jones  be> 
cause  he  was  thought  to  be  a  Democrat,  knows  one  little  fellow  who  was  made  drank 
for  the  express  parpose  of  shooting  Jones,  and  who  afterward  said,  "  Damned  if  he 
wouldn't  snoot  him  if  he  had  come  alouja;." 

The  feeling  on  Santee  was  such  that  it  was  not  safe  for  a  person  to  go  there  to  ad- 
vocate the  Democratic  ticket. 

Deponent  sent  Ned  Lawrence  down  to  Santee  as  a  deputy  marshal,  who  reported  to 
him  that  the  people  down  there  would  not  allow  any  one  to  distribute  Democratic 
tickets  down  there,  and  that  there  was  a  man  down  there  whp  pretended  to  be  a  United 
States  marshal,  deputized  bv  Governor  Chamberlain,  and  said  if  he  undertook  to  dis- 
tribute Democratic  tickets  there  he  would  have  him  in  Jail  before  night.  (Objected  to 
by  contestee  as  hearsay,  as  to  what  was  told  the  deputy  marshal.) 

This  hostility  on  Santee  was  manifested  against  all  parties  who  voted  else  than  the 
straight  Republican  ticket.  Bart  told  deponent  in  town  that  it  would  be  unsafe  to 
carry  any  other  than  the  straight  Republican  ticket  down  to  Santee. 

Was  in  town  when  Mr.  Richardson  attempted  to  address  the  crowd,  and  was  pre- 
vented b^  a  row.  Deponent  thought  the  disturbers  ought  to  have  been  captured  and 
put  in  jail.  Gipson  and  Harvey  Jones  were  the  leaders  of  this  mob.  Gipson  said, 
"  Let  us  make  a  fuss,  that  they  can't  speak.*'  The  noise  was  so  great  that  no  firee 
speaking  could  be  had  or  heard.  Heard  the  row,  but  did  not  see  any  person  knocked 
down  or  cut ;  was  away  from  the  court-house  about  a  square  at  the  time  of  the  ffrMt- 
est  fuss.  Heard  Republican  leaders  speak  in  such  a  way  as  to  terrify  the  people  if  they 
voted  against  them.  Heard  Gipson,  m  a  speech,  say,  **  If  Ross  Johnson  would  go  out 
of  town  he  would  have  him  whipped,  for  he  was  a  d  d  Democrat,  and  was  trying 
to  get  the  colored  people  down  in  the  ditch  again."  This  language  was  very  loud  and 
indecent. 

Heard  no  other  threats  of  violence.  Was  in  town  when  General  Hampton  addressed 
the  people.  At  this  time  saw  Gipson  in  a  crowd  of  colored  men  threatening  all  who 
became  Democrats. 

DeiK>nent,  on  the  day  of  the  procession,  saw  a  colored  man  who  wanted  to  raise  a 
mob  and  strike  a  Mr.  Britton,  and  deponent  was  forced  to  use  his  authority  as  United 
States  marshal  to  quiet  a  row. 

The  colored  people  who  were  in  the  procession  were  treated  with  abusive  language 
by  crowds  of  women  and  boys  as  they  passed  by,  which  continued  during  the  time  the 
procession  was  moving. 

Heard  people  say  that  they  were  going  to  stop  the  procession  on  that  day. 

DexK>nent  and  his  deputies  were  Kept  pretty  active  on  that  day  in  preserving  the 
I>eace.  He  had  every  apprehension  of  there  being  a  row.  There  was  a  dread  over  the 
mind  of  the  people  generally  that  the  success  of  the  Democratic  party  would  lead  to 
their  disfranchisement. 

He  knows  that  W.  H.  Jones  was  afraid  to  visit  Black  River,  Upper  Waccamaw,  and 
Santee,  because  the  people  there  had  threatened  him  because  he  was  thought  to  be  a 
Democrat. 

Knows  of  a  great  many  threats  made  against  W.  H.  Jones  throughout  the  county. 
Heard  some  in  town.  Saw  a  man  who  had  a  pistol  and  was  dodging  around  deponent's 
shop  looking  for  Jones.  The  behavior  of  this  man  led  deponent  to  oelieve  that  he  was 
on  the  lookout  for  Jones,  with  the  intention  of  shooting  him  when  he  came  out  of  the 
gate.  This  same  man  had  previously  made  threats  against  Jones.  After  this,  these 
same  political  enemies  of  Jones  had  made  an  arrangement  or  conspiracy  to  shoot  into 
deponent's  house,  where  Jones  was  staying,  bat  the  conspiracy  was  disclosed  and  the 
attempt  was  not  made. 

Deponent  knows  that  if  the  people  had  been  allowed  to  vote  as  they  pleased  that  the 
Jones  ticket  and  the  Democratic  ticket  would  have  got  a  much  larger  number  of  votes 
than  they  did.  Deponent,  himself,  selected  only  two  of  his  deputies ;  the  rest  of  them 
were  selected  by  the  United  States  marshal  in  Charleston.  These  were  all  Republicans 
but  one.    The  election  in  town  went  off  peaceably. 

The  reason  of  the  hostility  against  W.  H.  Jones  was  the  belief  that  he  had  changed 
to  a  Democrat. 

Had  heard  that  a  preacher  named  Marrell  had  said  that  the  only  way  to  beat  Jones 
politically  was  to  kill  him. 

Record,  page  134: 

8.  E.  Barnwell  is  a  resident  of  Georgetown  County.  Lives  at  North  Santee. 
Took  an  active  part  in  the  late  canvass.    Took  pains  to  get  at  the  situation,  or  the  bot- 
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torn  facts  of  the  political  seotiineDta  of  the  people  generalW.  He  aacertained  that 
there  was  andoabtedly  an  ostraoisoi  practiced  by  the  colored  people  against  thoae  of 
their  color  who  leaned  toward  the  Democratic  party.  This  spirit  was  calonlated  to  de- 
press the  colored  people,  and  that  the  effect  on  the  people  was  intimidation  pore  and 
simple ;  that  they  were  led  to  fear  blows  and  personal  violence  if  they  left  the  Re- 
pablican  party.  The  masses  of  the  people  on  Santee  were  under  the  control  of  a  few 
leaders,  yrho  eyidenUy  had  ^eat  inflaence  over  them. 

In  the  campaign,  an  appointment  was  made  by  the  Democratic  speakers  for  Santee, 
bnt  was  not  bad  becanae  the  gentlemen  on  Santee  had  on  apprehension  that  it  would 
lead  to  a  violent  row,  from  which  their  homes  and  families  would  he  endangered. 
This  apprehension  arose  from  the  fact  of  the  hostility  of  the  colored  people  to  the  Dem- 
ocratic party ;  eepeoially  against  colored  men  who  would  go  with  the  Democrats.  This 
hostility  was  clearly  manifest.  Deponent  himself  had  to  caution  colored  people  who 
were  Democrats  against  uttering  sentiments  which  could  be  uttered  in  a  free  country, 
bnt  which  if  spoken  out  in  that  neighborhood  would  subject  them  to  personal  violence. 
There  was  then  open  and  avowed  intimidation  on  the  part  of  colored  men  who  desired 
to  go  with  ^e  Democrats. 

This  intimidation  of  the  colored  people  was  so  evident  that  the  white  people  of  this 
part  of  the  county  feared  that  it  would  extend  to  them  in  a  measure.  The  impression 
on  the  part  of  the  whites  was  that  efforts  would  be  made  to  repress  the  free  exercise  of 
the  elective  franchise. 

He  thinks  many  white  men  went  to  the  Santee  poll  on  election  day  solely  from  a 
stem  sento  of  duty:  that  they  apprehended  danger  at  the  poll  to  themselves  and  ap- 
prehended a  general  row. 

Was  at  the  Santee  poll  between  10  and  11  in  the  morning  on  election  day.  Depo- 
nent stopped  a  group  of  boys  who  were  in  the  act  of  voting  when  dei>onent  got  to  the 
poll,  and  challenged  them.  In  consequence  of  this  act  there  was  quite  a  conunotion, 
a  gathering  arouud  of  the  colored  people,  who  told  deponent  he  had  no  right  to  stop 
any  voters.  Sherifi*  Lesesue  stepped  forward  and  explained  to  the  crowd  before  they 
would  be  quieted. 

Afterward  deponent  challenged  another  group  of  boys,  when  a  colored  man  told  him 
he  had  no  right.    Deponent  replied,  when  this  man  was  called  away. 

It  was  not  safe  for  a  black  man  to  advocate  the  Democratic  ticket  at  that  poll.  De- 
ponent would  have  advised  a  colored  friend  of  his  not  to  run  such  a  risk ;  that  it  was 
too  great  for  the  occasion  to  justify.  No  colored  man  did  advocate  the  Democratio 
ticket  at  this  poll. 

The  demonstration  of  violence  against  the  Democratic  ticket  was  so  great  that  the 
white  gentlemen  present  did  not  even  actually  engage  in  advocating  the  Democratic 
cause. 

Cross-examination : 

By  ostracism  deponent  means  re vilings— threats  generally — as  being  the  mode  of 
ostracizing ;  reviling  them  for  beiug  Democrats,  and  thereby  being  enemies  to  their 
race  and  color.  Knows  a  man  named  Henry  Smith,  who  was  a  oonspicnoQa  olnoet  by 
ostracism  by  his  race.  Nothing  of  this  kind  was  used  by  the  oppoaite  fwrty.  Rather 
inducements  and  encouragements  were  afforded  thoae  who  would  foin  the  Refivn 
party. 

Friday  Boaeard  (colored),  being  daly  sworo,  testiflefi,  record,  p.  140 : 

Resides  in  Georgetown  County.  In  the  last  campaign  took  part  with  the  Reform 
movement.  Means  of  intimidation  were  used  against  all  colored  persons  who  wished 
to  join  the  Reform  movement  by  the  Republican  parties.  Joseph  H.  Rainey,  at  the 
Qeorgetown  poll,  was  seen  by  deponent  to  take  away  a  Democratic  ticket  from  a  col- 
ored voter,  saying  his  name  was  not  on  it,  and  was  only  prevented  by  the  active  inter- 
ference of  deponent  from  tearing  it  up. 

The  doctrine  was  taught  by  the  Republican  leaders  that  the  Democrats  would  put  the 
colored  people  back  into  slavery. 

Does  not  Know  of  any  threats  of  actnal  violence. 

The  colored  voters  on  deponent^s  plantation  were  afraid  to  vote  as  thev  pleased,  on 
account  of  the  teachings  of  the  Radical  leaders.  Thinks  a  great  many  of  toem  would 
have  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  ha<l  they  not  been  afraid  to  do  so.  Deponent's  brother 
had  to  come  to  the  poll  bv  daybreak  to  vote,  for  fear  he  would  be  found  out  and  in- 
jured, on  account  of  having  voted  the  Democratic  ticket. 

From  his  observation  on  his  own  plantation,  deponent  thinks  this  same  influence 
was  extended  throughout  the  entire  county,  and  that  it  prevented  many  colored  men 
from  voting  the  Democratic  ticket. 

Deponent  feels  that  he  himself  has  been  ostracized  by  the  colored  Republicans ;  that 
thev  all  turn  the  cold  shoulder  to  him. 

They  treat  other  colored  men  who  voted  for  the  Democrats  in  the  same  way,  and 
worse — to  such  an  extent,  that  in  some  cases  deponent  has  had  to  protect  some  from 
uokind  treatment  on  the  part  of  the  Republicans. 
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The  efforts  of  the  whites  to  indace  the  colored  people  to  Join  them  were  of  the  kiad- 
eet  character. 

Some  of  deponent^s  laborers  have  left  him  on  acoonnt  of  his  beiog  a  Democrat,  and 
thns  he  has  been  short  ot  employ^  when  needed.  These  laborers  were  the  women 
named  Dora  Toomer,  Hester  Brown,  Lncretia  Mahew,  Annie  Brown,  Jane  (Hillard, 
Susannah  White,  Betty  Smith,  Annie  Bookie,  Catharine  Bookie,  Rose  McGoine,  and  one 
man  named  Frank  Bookie,  and  another  roan,  Isaac  Lewis.  They  left  in  January  last 
when  their  contract  expired.  These  women  are  all  married,  and  their  hosbands  are  all 
working  with  deponent.  These  women  made  their  husbands  vote  the  Republican  ticket. 
They  said  H  their  husbands  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  they  would  see  what  they,  the 
women,  would  do ;  and  by  that  all  the  husbands  Toted  the  Republican  ticket.  Thinks 
he  does  not  know  that  the  men  voted  in  consequence  of  what  the  wives  told  them. 
This  is  what  led  deponent  to  believe  that  the  men  were  afraid  to  vote  the  Democratic 
ticket. 

Tom  McOnine  was  the  name  of  the  colored  man  whom  J.  H.  Rainey  attempted  to 
prevent  from  voting  the  Democratic  ticket. 

Joseph  H.  Rainey  was  one  of  the  leaders  who  said  that  those  who  voted  the  Demo- 
cratic ticket  should  be  treated  as  enemies.  Rainey  was  the  only  one  of  the  leaders 
whom  deponent  heard  say  this;  and  also  Qibson.  He  remembers  no  other.  He  heard 
Rainey  say  so  on  election-day,  at  the  court-house,  and  at  no  other  time.  At  the  same 
time  he  heard  Gibson  say  the  same  thing,  and  **  preach  a  sermon  off  of  it."  The  other 
time  he  heard  Gibson  say  so  was  the  day  when  Hampton  was  in  Georgetown,  when  be 
said  so  in  Georgetown. 

Peter  Woodbury  (colored),  being  duly  sworn,  testified,  record,  p.  143 : 

Lived  in  Georgetown  County  before  and  at  the  last  election.  Went  around  the 
county  canvassing.    Advocated  the  Democratic  ticket. 

There  was  more  intimidation  in  this  last  election  than  deponent  had  ever  seen  or 
heard  of  before.  All  of  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  party  that  could  utter  a  word  to 
the  people  told  them  not  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket ;  if  they  did  they  would  cer- 
tainly go  back  into  slavery.  Deponent  believes  there  were  a  great  many  men  who 
would  have  voted  the  Democratic  ticket  if  that  had  not  been  so  advised  by  their 
leaders.  Even  in  Joint  disonasions  the  Republicans  would  try  to  inflame  the  people. 
Gibson  would  endeavor  to  inflame  the  peoole  on  every  oecaaion.  On  the  day  whea 
Hampton  was  in  town  Gibson  fieqnently  enaeavored  to  create  a  row. 

The  effect  of  the  teaching  of  the  Republican  leaders,  by  which  the  people  were  intimi- 
dated, was  to  prevent  the  colored  people  from  voting  the  Demoeratic  ticket. 

16  was  the^  general  impression  tiiroughoot  the  entire  country  that  the  oolored  people 
who  sopported  the  Democratic  party  would  be  turned-  out  of  the  ehuceh.  The  preach- 
ers spoke  this  from  the  pulpit. 

Deponent  waa  among  the  people  a  g^eat  deal,  and  was  capable  of  aaeertaining  their 
sentiments. 

The  impression  among  the  jMsople  was  (when  the  rifle-elubs  weredfsbanded)  that 
the  colored  men  who  voted  the  Demooratie  ticket  would  not  be  proleoted,  while  those 
who  voted  the  Republican  ticket  would  have  every  protection  ;  that  the  Republicans 
freed  them,  and  that  they  must  do  what  the  Republioaos  told  tibem  to  do,  and  that 
the  leaders  were  sent  here  to  see  that  they  voted  the  Repablican  ticket.  Has  heard 
the  people  say  that  if  they  failed  to  vote  as  the  leaders  nud  they  would  lose  the  pro- 
tectiOD  of  the  Republican  party. 

On  the  night  that  Mr.  Richardson  spoke  and  was  prevented  bv  the  people,  led  on  by 
Harvey  Jones,  Gibson,  and  others,  deponent  endeavored  to  qoeli  the  riots,  but  in  vain. 

Heard  that  Gibson  had  told  the  people  that  the  Democrats  had  tried  to  drown  him 
when  they  had  brought  him  over  from  Waccamaw  in  a  boat.  Deponent  knows  to  the 
contrary,  because  he  was  in  the  boat  himself.  Gibson  spread  this  report  about  among 
the  excited  crowd  that  night.  Tliere  was  a  considerable  row  that  night,  brought  ou 
by  the  Radical  leaders.  Deponent  thinks  this  riot  had  a  considerable  effect  in  intimi- 
dating the  voters  who  might  have  desired  to  Join  the  Democrats. 

Remembers  when  going  to  a  meeting  on  Sawpit,  he  saw  a  considerable  number  of 
colored  men  coming  to  town  armed.  There  was  a  general  apprehension  in  the  minds 
of  the  colored  people  who  were  with  deponent  that  a  row  was  imminent.  In  conse- 
quence of  this  tne  meeting  on  Sawpit  was  broken  up  prematurely. 

Henry  Perry,  having  been  called  as  a  witness  for  the  contestant, 
after  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows,  to  wit,  record,  p.  165 : 

Question.  Are  you  a  resident  of  Darlington  County,  and  were  you  present  at  the  last 
general  election,  7th  of  November,  1877  f — Answer.  I  am,  and  was. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  Democratic  club  at  this  placet — A.  I  was. 

Q.  State  what  occurred  to  you  on  the  day  of  the  election. — A.  After  I  had  voted  ou 
the  day  of  the  election  I  staid  away  from  home  for  several  days. 
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Q.  Why  was  that  f— A.  I  did  not  want  to  have  any  fuas  with  my  wife  in  oonaeanence 
of  voting  the  Democratic  ticket.  After  the  speaking  of  Whittemore  and  others  she  got 
after  me  ahont  being  a  Democrat. 

Q.  Were  the  colored  Democrats  threatened,  abnsed,  or  interfered  with  by  the  Repub- 
licans r — ^A.  I  was  not,  but  have  heard  others  abused.  Abraham  Brown  is  the  only  one 
I  know  of;  colored  Republicans  threatened  to  beat  him ;  Joe  Slaughter  was  abased  by 
same  parties. 

Cross-examined : 

Q.  Who  abused  Joe  Slaughter  ? — A.  Joshna  Daniels  and  B.  O.  Holloway. 

Q.  What  did  they  do  to  him  f — ^A.  They  threw  him  out  of  the  public-school  house. 

Q.  Was  it  at  a  political  meeting  of  the  Republicans  f  If  so,  wnat  did  he  do  ? — A.  It 
was.  He  did  not  speak  nor  offer  to  speak.  They  told  him  to  go  out,  when  he  refused ; 
they  then  put  him  out. 

Q.  Did  you  see  or  hear  anv  one  abuse  Abraham  Brown  ? — A.  I  only  heard  of  it  from 
others.    He  told  me  of  it  before  the  election  himself. 

Q.  Who  do  yon  work  for  f  — A.  For  Calvin  Strother,  a  colored  Democrat. 

Q.  What  do  you  do  t— A.  I  am  a  blacksmith. 

Q.  How  many  days  did  you  stay  from  home  f — A.  Was  away  from  home  three  days 
after  the  election. 

Q.  Where  did  you  stay  after  the  meeting  spoken  of  f — A.  From  the  meeting  spoken 
of  up  to  the  election  I  staid  at  home. 

Q.  Did  your  wife  ever  beat  you  T — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  any  one  ever  beat  yon  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Has  any  one  beat  you  or  interfered  with  you  on  account  of  your  votet — A.  No, 
sir. 

Redirect  examination : 

Q.  Could  a  timid  colored  man  have  voted  at  this  precinct  at  the  last  election  ?— A. 
He  could  not  without  difficulty,  in  my  opinion.    I  am  not  afraid  of  anybody. 

Yanty  Bjrd,  having  been  called  as  a  witness  for  the  contestant,  after 
being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows,  record,  p.  166: 

Question.  Are  you  a  resident  of  Darlington  County,  and  were  you  preseot  at  the 
general  election  of  November  7, 1876  T — ^Answer.  I  am,  and  was. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  Demooratic  party  f — A.  I  am,  and  have  been  since  the 
war,  and  expect  to  remain  so. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  threatened,  abused,  or  disturbed  on  account  of  beins  a  Dem- 
ocrat f — A.  1  have  been  cursed,  abused,  and  threatened  to  be  whipped  for  neing  a 
Democrat ;  they  double-teamed  me  onoe,  and  have  attempted  to  whip  me  several  times. 

Q.  Was  violence  used  or  threatened  against  other  Democrats,  colored  T— A.  O,  yes. 
I  heard  Abraham  Brown's  son  threaten  to  whip  him  ooming  from  the  Hampton  meet- 
ing at  Darlington  Court-House,  the  Saturday  before  the  election. 

Q.  Were  colored  men  prevented  from  voting  the  Democratic  ticket  by  others  of  their 
own  color  f— >A.  Many  colored  men  were  prevented  firom  voting  the  Democratic  ticket 
by  their  own  color ;  man v  have  told  me  so  since  the  election. 

Q.  Could  any  but  a  bold  man  of  your  color  vote  the  Demooratic  ticket? — A.  No, sir. 

Q.  Were  not  the  colored  people  told  by  B.  F.  Whittemore  and  others  to  fire  the 
woods  on  the  day  of  election,  to  Keep  the  Democrats  at  home  to  fight  fire  f — ^A.  He  told 
them  if  the  women  could  not  control  their  husbands  they  must  set  fire  to  the  woods  to 
keep  Democrats  at  home. 

Q.  What  sort  of  day  was  the  7th  of  November  ? — ^A.  It  was  rainy  in  the  morning, 
and  the  night  previous. 

Cross-examination : 

Q.  Did  you  hear  Whittemore,  or  anybody  else,  make  the  statement  above  related  f — 
A.  I  did  not.  My  wife  told  me  she  heard  him  say  so.  I  did  not  go  to  any  of  their  meet- 
ings. 

Oalvin  Strother,  having  been  called  as  a  witness  for  the  contestant, 
after  being  sworn,  testified  as  follows,  record,  p.  116 : 

Question.  Are  you  a  resident  of  Darlington  County,  and  were  you  present  at  the  gen- 
eral election  of  7th  November,  1876  f— Answer.  I  am,  and  was. 

Q.  Wore  you  a  member  of  the  Democratic  club  T — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Were  colored  Democrats  abused,  threatened,  and  disturbed  by  their  own  color,  on 
account  of  their  politics? — A.  They  were,  as  a  general  thing.  A  great  many  colored 
men  had  said  to  me  that  they  did  not  blame  white  men  for  being  Democrats,  but  as  to 
black  men  they  could  not  well  understand  it. 

Q.  Was  not  a  great  pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  colored  voters  by  men  of  their 
own  color? — A.  Ves;  I  believe  if  it  had  not  been  for  this  pressure  brought  to  bear  by 
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colored  votArs  upon  their  owu  color,  many  of  them  would  ha^e  voted  the  Democratic 
tioket.  I  don't  know,  but  I  think  there  was  also  pressure  on  the  part  of  Democrats 
against  Republicans.  But  for  the  influences  spoken  of,  I  think  there  would  have  been 
more  Democratic  than  Republican  votes. 

Cross-examination : 

Q.  Did  you  hear  threats  made  by  Whittemore  and  others  to  burn  the  woods  to  keep 
Democratic  land-owners  at  home  ? — A.  I  had  heard  of  firing  the  woods.  My  son,  a 
small  boy,  was  at  the  meeting  and  told  me  that  Mr.  Whittemore  did  not  say  that  they 
most  fire  the  woods,  but  that  he  (Whittemore)  had  heard  say  that  on  election-day, 
when  they  went  off  to  vote,  woods  were  set  on  tire,  and  employers  would  have  to  stay 
at  home  and  fight  fire. 

Bat  yoar  committee  could  not  camber  this  report  with  farther  extracts 
from  the  testimony.  The  evidence  of  the  witnesses,  extracts  from  whose 
testimony  is  given  above,  is  corroborated  by  Ben  Allison,  p.  147 ;  W.  B. 
Beamer,  p.  151 ;  J.  Y.  Cnlpepper,  p.  157 ;  Beck,  p.  160;  Rollins,  p.  162; 
Hnnter,  p.  163 ;  Moore,  p.  164 ;  Perry,  p.  165 ;  Byrd,  p.  166 ;  Keith,  p.  166 ; 
Strother,  p.  167 ;  Brown,  p.  169 ;  Early,  p.  175;  Edwards,«p.  181,  and  very 
many  others.  Among  them  are  Bepablicans,  Democrats,  white  and  col- 
ored. Their  evidence  leaves  no  doubt  in  the  mindsof  the  committee  that 
the  colored  Bepablicans  of  the  first  South  Carolina  district  by  armed  de- 
monstrations, through  their  religious  and  social  organizations,  by  threats 
and  actual  abuse  intimidateil  hundreds  of  their  owu  race,  forced  them 
to  vote  against  their  will,  and  exercised  such  undue  and  illegal  influence 
as  to  deprive  the  election  in  that  Congressional  district  in  November, 
1876,  of  all  character  as  a  full,  free,  and  fair  election.  But  the  saddest 
page  of  the  history  of  the  election  in  South  Carolina  remains  to  be  written. 
It  is  that  which  chronicles  the  deliberate,  willful,  illegal,  and  unconstitu- 
tional effort  to  control  the  election  in  that  State  by  the  use  of  the  mili- 
tary forces  of  the  United  States. 

The  history  of  reconstruction  in  the  South  shows  that  the  rotten- 
borough  governments  which  were  born  of  military  power  have  fallen  in 
pieces  so  soon  as  the  military  power  was  removed.  They  had  no  strength 
of  themselves ;  they  could  not  exist  alone.  So  it  has  been,  that  when- 
ever an  election  was  to  be  held  in  those  States,  the  bayonet  was  resorted 
to  as  the  most  convincing  argument  with  the  people.  From  most  of 
the  Southern  States  from  1868  to  1872,  and  in  others  of  them  even  down 
as  late  as  1876,  and  even  now  in  one  of  them,  representatives,  not  of  the 
people,  but  of  the  bayonet,  have  sat  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Let  us  cherish  the  hope  that  this  humiliating  spectacle  will  be  seen  no 
more.  Let  us  believe  that  it  was  the  natural  result  of  a  great  war  in 
which  the  government  must  needs  trust  all  to  the  military  arm,  and  in 
which  took  on  a  fierce  military  spirit,  which  clung  to  it  for  the  time 
its  civil  administration.  Let  us  hope  that  it  was  never  intended  to  be 
what  in  reality  it  was,  a  deliberate  violation  of  the  Constitution,  and  a 
ruthless  war  upon  American  institutions. 

By  the  middle  of  October,  1876,  the  fortunes  of  the  Republican  leaders 
in  South  Carolina  had  grown  desperate.  The  colored  voters  were  desert- 
ing them  by  thousands.  They  were  flocking  to  Democratic  meetings ; 
they  were  riding  in  Democratic  processions;  they  were  joining  Demo- 
cratic clubs.    Ou  this  point  there  can  be  no  doubt. 

The  conciliatory  policy  of  Governor  Hampton  and  his  co-workers  in 
the  cause  of  reform  and  good  government,  the  dreadful  condition  of  both 
races  brought  about  by  eight  years  of  misrule  and  plunder,  the  disgust 
of  many  of  the  most  respectable  colored  men  at  the  broken  promises  and 
open  corruption  of  the  Eepublican  leaders,  the  troubles  and  bad  feeling 
which  caused  a  feeling  of  general  distrust  and  insecurity — these  and 
other  similar  causes  were  revolutionizing  the  minds  of  vast  numbers  of 
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the  colored  race,  and  they  were  joining  with  their  white  fello^-citizeiiB 
to  stay  the  rale  of  the  pablic  planderer,  and  to  save  what  little  was  left 
of  the  State's  imperiled  interests. 

And  at  this  time,  too,  perfect  peace  and  quiet  existed  in  the  State. 
There  were  no  riots,  no  tamalts,  no  bloodshed.  There  was,  indeed,  the 
asual  excitement  incident  to  a  hotly-contested  i)olitical  campaign,  bat 
it  was  all  peacefal. 

It  appears  by  the  record  that  nearly  every  judge  and  sheriff  in  thd 
State  testify  to  this  fact — both  Eepublicans  and  Democrats.  Look  at 
the  evidence  (record,  p.  36)  : 

His  honor  Jndge  A.  J.  Shaw  sworn. 

Qaestion.  Where  do  you  reside  f — Answer.  In  the  town  of  Saniter,  S.  C. 

Q.  Do  yoQ  hold  any  offioial  position  in  the  State,  and,  if  so,  what  ?~A.  I  am  Jndge 
of  the  third  jadioial  cironit,  composed  of  the  coanties  of  Sumter,  Clarendoo,  Will- 
iamsburg, and  Georgetown. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  the  jud^e  of  this  circuit  f — A.  Since  Febrnar^,  1875. 

Q.  Where  were  vou  during  the  political  canvass  of  last  fall,  and  at  the  time  of  the 
election  on  the  7th  of  November  f— A.  During  the  month  of  September  I  was  at  the 
North.  I  returned  to  Sumter  the  first  week  in  October,  and  have  been  within  tbe 
limits  of  my  circuit  ever  since.  On  the  day  of  the  election  I  was  in  the  town  of 
Sumter. 

Q.  When  did  the  fall  and  winter  terms  of  your  courts  begin,  and  when  did  they 
close  f — A.  They  commenced  at  Sumter  the  second  week  in  October,  and  ended  at 
Georgetown  about  the  second  week  in  November.  The  business  of  the  courts,  bow<^ 
ever,  did  not  occupy  all  of  this  time.  The  litigated  cases  in  tbe  eomraon  pleas  were 
not  tried,  and  there  were  fewer  cases  in  the  general  sessions  than  ever  before  on  the 
circuit  within  my  knowledge.  In  Sumter,  especially,  where  the  dockets  were  always 
heavy,  there  were  only  five  or  six  cases. 

Q.  Was  there  during  this  period  any  insurrection,  domestic  violeoee,  or  lawlessness 
in  your  circuit,  which  obstructed  or  hiadered  the  eseention  of  the  laws  f — A.  None 
that  I  ever  knew  or  heard  of.  There  was  no  lawlessness  or  violence  of  any  kind  which- 
the  ordinary  process  of  the  courts  could  not  remedy,  and,  notwithstanding  the  very 
great  political  excitement  which  prevailed,  the  laws  were  maintained  and  adminis- 
tered without  difficulty. 

Ths  State  of  South  Carouxa  :    (Record,  p.  199.) 

Personally  appeared  before  me  C.  P.  Townsend,  who,  after  being  duly  sworn,  says 
that  he  is  judge  of  the  fourth  Judicial  circuit  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  aad  baa 
been  since  August,  1872 ;  that  duringthe  last  political  campaign  in  South  Carolina, 
extending  from  July  to  November  7, 1B76,  there  was  no  obstruction  to  the  execution  of 
the  process  of  the  courts  throughout  his  circuit,  so  far  as  his  knowledge  extended,  and 
the  law  was  administered  and  enforced  by  the  ordinary  method  provided  by  the  gene- 
ral assembly  in  accoidanoe  with  the  State  constitution ;  and  that  there  was  no  law- 
lessness or  violence  at  anv  time  during  the  campaign  which  could  not  have  bsen 
checked  and  remedied  by  the  process  of  the  courts. 

C.  P.  TOWNSEND. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  Governor  Chamberlain's  proclamation 
was  issaed  October  7,  charging  violence,  lawlessness,  and  insurrectioo. 
On  that  day  the  following  corresi)ondence  took  place  (record,  pp. 
556-560) : 

Sumter,  October  7, 1876. 

Dear  Sir:  In  vienr  of  the  grave  charges  made  by  Governor  Chamberlain  agaiost 
the  Democratic  party  and  their  mode  of  conducting  the  present  oanvaas  in  this  State 
tp  Colonel  Haskell,  charges  declaring  that  the  State  is  an  armed  camp,  and  that  our 
meetings  are  attended  by  organized  armed  bodies,  may  I  ask  you  as  a  Republican  and 
as  the  chief  justice  of  the  State  to  say  if,  in  your  observation,  these  charges  are  borne 
out  by  the  facts  in  the  case  f  You  saw  to-day  one  of  the  largest  meetings  we  have  held, 
and  you  can  therefore  speak  finom  experience  and  personal  obaervation.  I  have  been 
through  seventeen  of  the  counties  ot  the  State,  and  I  have  addreosed,  I  am  sure,  at 
least  one  hundred  thousand  people,  and  I  can  say  with  perfect  truth  that  I  have  not 
seen  one  single  armed  body  of  men  nor  has  one  disturbance  occurred  at  any  of  these 
vast  meetings.  My  solicitude  for  the  good  name  of  our  State  will,  I  trust,  be  a  snt8- 
cient  excuse  for  my  calling  your  attention  to  this  matter. 

Requesting  an  early  answer,  I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WADE  HAMPTON 

To  hla  Honor  F.  J.  Moses, 

CKie/  Ju«l\cf , 


RICHARDSON   VS.   RAINEY.  29 

THE  REPLY. 

"Sumter,  S.  C,  October  7,  1876. 

''My  Dear  Sir  :  I  am  just  in  receipt  of  your  note,  and  at  once  reply  to  the  same.  For 
the  last  three  or  four  months  I  have  not  bee  a  in  any  of  the  counties  out  those  of  Sum- 
ter and  Richland.  Within  that  period  I  have  been  present  at  only  tveo  political  meet- 
ings, one  held  by  the  Republican  party  and  the  other,  to-day  at  this  place,  by  the  Dem- 
ocrats. Although  I  was  at  the  latter  but  a  short  time,  I  was  for  tne  greater  part  of 
the  davin  the  streets,  with  every  opportunity  of  observing  the  behavior  and  demeanor 
of  the  large  concourse  which  the  occasion  had  brought  together.  The  collection  con- 
sisted of  citizens  on  foot  and  horseback ;  I  saw  in  no  instance  any  exhibition  of  arms 
or  any  behavior  inconsistent  with  the  strictest  propriety.  At  the  Republican  meeting 
to  which  I  have  above  referred  there  was  no  attempt  at  interruption.  I  shall  require 
very  strong  evidence  to  satisfy  me  that  South  Carolina  is  an  armed  camp.  I  know  of 
nothing  which  would  lead  me  so  to  conclude.  For  myself  I  do  not  know  of  anything 
which  would  make  me  doubtful  in  any  part  of  the  State  of  enjoying;  the  same  security 
which  I  feel  attaches  to  me  under  my  own  roof.  I  trust  the  day  is  far  distant  when 
violations  of  the  peace  in  our  own  borders  will  require  the  interference  of  any  arm 
more  potent  than  that  of  the  law. 
"  Very  respectfully,  yours, 

*•  F.  J.  MOSES. 

"  To  General  Wade  Hampton." 

2d.  The  replies  of  Judges  A.  J.  Willard,  T.  J.  Mackey,  Thompson  H.  Cooke,  A.  J.  Shaw, 
L.  0.  Northrop,  and  K.  B,  Carpenter : 

VIEWS  OF  justice  WILLARD. 

In  reply  to  letters  from  Col.  A.  C.  Haskell,  chairman  of  the  Democratic  executive 
committee,  Associate  Justice  Willard  (Republican),  of  the  supreme  court,  writes : 

"  Columbia,  S.  C,  October  7, 1876. 
^  To  Col.  A.  C.  Haskell  : 

*^  Dear  Sir  :  Your  note  of  this  date  is  before  me,  asking  an  expression  of  my  view  s 
as  to  the  existence  of  rancor  and  manifestations  of  violence  in  the  character  of  the 
Demooratio  canvass  of  this  State.  I  am  unable  to  throw  much  light  on  this  subjeol 
for  two  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  I  have  been  absent  from  the  State  for  the  last  three 
months,  and  only  a  week  has  passed  since  my  return  to  this  city.  In  the  second  i^ace, 
my  ideas  of  the  character  and  responsibilities  of  the  judicial  office  have  led  me  at  all 
times  to  abstain  from  participating  in  political  action,  and  accordingly  I  have  little 
information  except  that  derived  from  pablic  rumor  and  the  newspapers  of  what  has 
transpired  at  political  gatherings.  I  can  only  sav  that  I  have  witnessed  nothing  be- 
yond the  circumstances  general^  characteristic  of  an  excited  political  canvass.  I  have 
eeen  no  violence;  on  the  contrary,  as  far  as  I  have  had  intercourse  with  gentlemen  of 
your  party,  I  have  observed  less  disposition  to  excited  statement  and  personal  bitter- 
ness than  during  any  of  the  previous  political  campaigns  in  this  State.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  the  fears  of  many  that  the  lawless  portion  of  the  community  will  be  per- 
mitted to  distarb  the  peace  and  injure  the  good  name  of  the  State  are  groilndless.  I 
am  satisfied  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  leading  members  of  your  party  to  prevent 
each  a  state  of  things,  and  I  believe  they  have  the  ability  to  do  so. 
''  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

*'A.  J.  WILLARD. 
"judge  mackbt's  protest. 

**  Circuit  Judge  T.  J.  Mackey  (Republican)  telegraphs  as  follows : 

"  Chester,  S.  C,  October  7. 
"  To  A.  C.  Haskell, 

**  Chairman  State  Democratic  Committee,  Columbia,  S.  C. : 

"  In  reply  to  your  inquiry  of  this  date,  I  would  state  that  peace  and  order  prevail 
throughout  the  limits  of  the  sixth  Judicial  circuit,  embracing  the  four  counties  of  York, 
Chester,  Fairfield,  and  Lancaster.  In  this  circuit  no  armed  organizations  obstruct 
judicial  proceedings,  and  no  resistance  has  been  offered  to  the  due  execution  of  legal 
process.  In  charging  the  grand  jury  of  York,  on  last  Monday,  I  stated  that  if  any 
citizen,  whatever  might  be  his  race,  color,  or  party,  had  been  threatened  with  \oeti  of 
employment,  or  put  in  terror  because  of  his  political  opinions,  he  should  make  com- 
plaint beforo  the  grand  jury  or  in  open  court,  and  the  laws  should  be  put  in  motion  to 
sustain  him  in  the  free  and  untrammeled  exercise  of  all  his  rights  of  citizenship.  The 
grand  jury,  consisting  of  nine  white  and  six  colored  citizens,  reported  unanimously  on 
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last  Wednewlay  night  that  no  organizations,  either  armed  or  otherwise,  having  for 
their  ohiect  the  exhibition  of  force  to  control  the  free  exercise  of  the  elective  franchise^ 
existed  m  that  county,  and  no  complaint  charging  the  existence  of  sach  orig^anization 
had  been  made  to  them.  The  same  is  true  of  each  and  every  county  in  this  circait. 
The  only  case  of  political  intimidation  that  has  transpired  in  this  circuit  was  tried  at 
York  on  last  Thursday,  the  defendant  being  one  Edward  McDonald,  colored,  charged 
with  threatening  the  life  of  one  Henr^  Lowry,  also  colored,  because  he  had  joined  a 
Democratic  club,  and  had  declared  his  purpose  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket.  The 
Jury  consisted  of  six  Republican  colored  citizens  and  six  white  men,  one  of  whom  is 
also  an  avowed  Republican.  The  prisoner  was  ably  defended  by  W.  B.  Williams,  esq., 
himself  a  candidate  on  the  Democratic  ticket.  The  Jury  were  charged  by  me  that  they 
were  the  sole  Judge  of  the  evidence,  and  that  the  guilt  of  theprisoner  must  be  estab- 
lished beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  to  warrant  a  conviction.  They  rendered  a  verdict 
of  ^ilty,  and  I  sentenced  the  prisoner  to  three  months  in  Jail ;  the  lowest  penalty  pre- 
scribed by  law  for  the  offense.  I  have  traversed  many  counties  in  the  State  canvass- 
ing for  Hayes  and  Wheeler  and  in  favor  of  Chamberlain  for  governor  during  the  past 
sixty  dayS|  and  I  have  nowhere  seen  an  attempt  on  the  part  otany  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation to  suppress  the  right  of  free  speech  by  armed  violence. 

**  I  solemnly  protest  against  the  proclamation  of  Governor  Chamberlain  as  absolutely 
fal§e,  in  so  far  as  it  imputes  to  the  inhabitants  within  the  limits  of  this  circuit  any 
purpose  to  obstruct  the  ordinary  course  of  Judicial  proceedings  or  to  resist  in  any 
manner  the  due  execution  of  the  laws  for  the  protection  of  life,  property,  or  the  rights 
of  citizenship ;  and  I  have  good  and  sufficient  reason  to  believe,  and  do  believe,  that 
the  said  proclamation  is  equally  false  in  imputing  such  insurrectionary  purpose  to  the 
white  popnlation  in  the  other  circuits  of  this  State.  I  regard  the  proclamation  as 
symbolizing  fitly  a  formidable  conspiracy  against  the  rights  of  the  people,  having  for 
its  object  the  carrying  of  this  State  for  D.  H.  Chamberlain  and  his  candidates,  which 
conspiracy  is  further  typified  by  a  board  of  State  canvassers  or  election  retnmiog-board 
the  majority  of  whose  members  are  candidates  on  Chamberlain's  ticket,  and  by  ninety- 
six  commissioners  of  election  in  the  several  counties,  seventy  of  whom  are  Chamber- 
lain's declared  partisans,  and  of  which  last  number  some  forty  are  county  treasncers 
and  auditors  or  trial-Justices,  holding  lucrative  offices  by  his  appointment  and  remov- 
able fh>m  office  at  his  pleasure,  or  are  known  to  him  as  declared  candidates  for  offioe, 
indorsing  his  ticket,  who  unseat  themselves  if  they  make  a  declaration  of  the  election 
which  seats  the  candidates  opposed  to  Chamberlain  and  ticket. 

**  The  rifle-clubs  that  he  has  ordered  disbanded  are  in  the  main  organizations  char- 
tered under  the  act  of  the  republican  legislature  in  1874,  and  all  of  them  are  acting 
but  in  the  assertion  of  the  nght  of  the  people  to  keep  and  bear  arms,  guaranteed 
against  infringement  in  the  second  article  of  the  amendments  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  and  all  assert  their  loyalty  to  the  Union  and  obedience  to  its  laws, 
and  respect  and  uphold  its  flag. 

"  T.  J.  MACKEY,  Judffe. 

••  THE  OPINION  OP  JUDGE  COOKE. 

**  Judge  T.  H.  Cooke  (Republican)  writes  : 

"  Columbia,  October  7. 

"  To  Col.  A.  C.  Haskell. 

**  Chairman  of  the  ExeouUve  CommiUee  of  the  Democratic  Party : 

''Dear  Sir:  I  have  Just  read  the  proclamation  of  Qovemor  Chamberlain  as  to  a 
reign  of  terror  in  this  State,  and  his  inability  to  enforce  the  laws  through  the  ordinary 
channel,  and  I  must  say  that  the  causes  alleged  for  issuing  the  same  do  not  apply  to 
the  eighth  circuit,  over  which  I  preside,  nor  do  I  believe  they  have  any  existence  as  to 
any  other  portion  of  the  State. 
"  I  am,  very  respectfully, 

"  THOMPSON  H.  COOKE, 
"Judge  of  the  Eighth  Circuit,  State  of  South  Carolina, 

"the  law  supreme  in  judge  shawls  circuit. 

"  In  response  to  an  inquiry  of  Colonel  Haskel,  Judge  Shaw,  of  the  third  circuit,  tele- 
graphs as  follows : 

"  Sumter,  October  9, 1876. 
'*  To  Col.  A.  C.  Haskell  : 

"  I  know  of  no  lawlessness  or  violence  which  the  law  cannot  remedy  in  this  circuit* 
The  law  is  maintaiaed  and  administered  without  difficulty. 

"A.  J.  SHAW. 

"  Judge  Third  arcuit. 
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"  The  following  tele^^m  wm  received  this  afternoon  in  response  to  one  from  the 
chairman  of  the  Democratic  execatire  committee : 

"  Newberry,  October  9, 1876. 

"In  reply  to  yonr  inqairy,  I  have  to  say  that  I  am  in  nowise  prepared  to  express 
any  Jnst  opinion  upon  the  peace  of  the  State,  except  so  far  as  concerns  the  circuit  over 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  preside.  Since  my  appointment  to  the  bench  I  have 
been  engrossed  by  my  Judicial  daties,  which  have  been  and  are  onerous.  They  have 
left  me  withont  time  or  inclination  to  become  advised  of  particular  matters  outside  of 
my  circuit.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  resistance  to  the  process  of  the  court  in  this 
county,  where  I  have  been  holding  court  for  a  week.  Unusual  quiet  prevails.  There 
seems  to  be  a  public  apprehension  that  the  times  are  out  of  joint,  and  a  general  anxiety 
that  public  order  should  be  preserved.  Speaking  for  this  circuit,  I  can  only  say  that 
while  the  public  mind  is  of  course  inflamed  by  the  ardor  of  the  campaign,  I  have  not 
yet  been  confronted  by  any  organized  or  individual  resistance  to  the  authority  of  the 
courts.    The  good  sense  of  the  people  will  continue  to  preserve  the  public  peace. 

"  L.  C.  NORTHRW, 

**  Judge  Seventh  arcuU:' 
"  Col.  A.  C.  Haskell,  • 

"  CJu^rman  StaU  Democratic  Bxeeutive  Committee : 

"  Dear  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  this  date, 
propounding  certain  questions  in  reference  to  the  condition  of  the  Judicial  circuits  of 
the  State  and  certain  military  organizations.  After  a  month's  absence  fW)m  home  I 
returned  about  a  week  ago,  and  since  that  time  I  have  been  exclusively  occupied  with 
official  affairs,  holding  the  regular  term  of  the  circuit  courts  for  this  county.  As 
to  the  alleged  lawlessness  and  violence  in  other  portions  of  the  State,  I  know  nothing. 
I  have  seen  statements  in  the  newspapers  giving  diiferent  and  entirely  contradictory 
accounts  of  the  transactions  referred  to  in  the  proclamation  of  Governor  Chamberlain, 
but  have  not  examined  the  testimony  or  been  in  either  of  the  localities.  Since  my  re- 
turn home  I  have  been  treated  by  my  acquaintances  of  both  political  parties  with  the 
usual  kindness  and  respect,  and  I  have  seen  no  exhibition  of  violence  and  lawlessness. 
No  resistence  to  Judicial  process  or  authority  has  been  attempted  in  this  circuit,  to  my 
knowledge,  since  I  have  nad  the  honor  to  be  its  presiding  judse.  I  am  not  acquainted 
with  any  other  than  the  Richland  rifle  and  the  Richlana  volunteer  rifle-clubs.  I  do 
not  know  of  my  own  knowledge,  nor  has  any  complaint  been  made  to  me,  of  any  acts 
of  violence,  open  or  secret,  having  been  committed  \ij  these  companies.  My  acquaint- 
ance with  the  members  of  those  organizations  is  quite  general,  and,  ftom  my  knowl- 
edge of  the  personal  character  of  the  gentlemen  composing  them,  I  should  think  no 
danger  to  the  peace  and  good  order  or  society  could  be  rationally  apprehended  from 
that  source,  withdrawn  m>m  partisan  politics,  as  a  citizen  I  feel  a  deep  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  the  State,  and  I  hope  those  of  both  parties  having  charge  of  the  canvass 
will  exercise  such  prudence,  Justice,  and  fairness  as  will  insure  a  free,  fair,  and  full 
expression  of  the  popular  will. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  B.  CARPENTER. 

See  also  testimony  of  Governor  Hampton^  report,  p.  249,  Tindall,  p. 
458,  and  nameroas  others.  Here  then  is  the  solemn  and  deliberate  tes- 
timony of  the  supreme  and  circuit  judges  of  the  State,  of  sheriffs,  and  of 
many  other  citizens,  both  white  and  colored,  showing  conclusively  that 
Governor  Ghamberlain's  proclamation,  upon  which  the  action  of  the  Fed- 
eral authorities  in  sending  troops  into  the  State  was  based,  was  willfully, 
deliberately,  and  wickedly  false — a  libel  and  a  slander  upon  the  people 
whose  interests  he  was  sworn  to  guard. 

Notwithstanding  this  profound  peace,  it  was  determined  by  the  Bepub- 
lican  leaders  to  overawe  the  State  with  the  presence  of  troops.  They 
could  be  used  to  discourage  the  Democrats,  to  encourage  the  Republi- 
cans, and  to  deter  colored  men  from  voting  with  the  Democrats.  With 
the  colored  race  of  the  South  no  argument  is  so  powerful  as  the  argu- 
ment presented  in  the  uniform  and  bayonets  of  Federal  troops.  They 
believe  that  to  the  Union  troops  they  owe  their  freedom.  They  have 
been  caiefuDy  tutored  that  they  cannot  oppose  the  will  of  the  govern- 
ment. They  are  not  versed  in  the  law  and  Constitution  sufiQiciently  to 
know  that  in  popular  elections  the  government  has  of  right  no  will  and 
no  voice.    Ignorant  and  credulous,  they  were  ready  to  ^lieve  that  the 
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coming  of  the  troops  was  for  the  porpose  of  oorapelliag  tbem  to  vote  the 
Eepablican  ticket,  and  to  arrest  and  punish  them  if  they  failed  to  do  so. 
All  this  their  cuDDing  and  nnscrdpalons  leaders  well  knew.  Hence 
they  determined,  as  the  last  resort,  to  cause  troops  to  be  sent  into  the 
State.  On  the  7th  day  of  October,  Governor  Ghamberlaio,  himself  a 
candidate  for  re-election,  issued  the  following  proclamation. 

(Report,  p.  11.) 

Proclamation, 

State  of  South  Carolina, 

Executive  Chamber. 

Whereas  ife  hae  been  made  known  to  me,  by  written  and  sworn  evidence,  that  there 
exist  such  unlawfal  obstructions,  combinations,  and  assemblages  of  persons  in  the 
ooanties  of  Aiken  and  Barnwell,  that  it  has  beoome  impractioable,  in  my  Judgmeot,  as 
governor  of  the  State,  to  enforce  by  the  ordinary  conrse  of  judicial  proceeding  the  laws 
of  the  State  within  said  connties ;  by  reason  whereof  it  has  become  necessary,  in  my 
jadgment,  as  ffovemor,  to  call  forth  and  employ  the  military  force  of  the  State  to  en- 
force the  faithfnl  execution  of  the  laws ;  • 

And  whereas  it  has  been  made  known  to  me  as  governor  that  certain  organisations 
and  combinations  of  men  exist  in  all  the  counties  of  the  State,  commonly  known  as 
"rifle-dubs"; 

And  whereas  such  organizations  and  combinations  of  men  are  illegal  and  strictly 
forbidden  by  the  Iaws  of  this  State ; 

And  whereas  such  organizations  and  combinations  of  men  are  engaged  in  promoting 
illegal  objects,  and  in  committing  open  acts  of  lawlessness  and  violence : 

^w,  therefore,  I,  Daniel  H.  Chamberlain,  governor  of  said  State,  do  issue  this  my 
proclamation  as  required  by  the  thirteenth  section  of  chapter  132  of  the  general  stat- 
utes of  the  State,  commanding  the  said  unlawful  combinations  and  assemblages  of 
E arsons  in  the  counties  of  Aiken  and  Barnwell  to  disperse  and  retire  peaceably  to  their 
omes  within  three  days  from  the  date  of  this  proclamation,  and  henceforth  to  abstain 
from  all  unlawful  interference  with  the  rights  of  citizens,  and  from  all  violations  of  the 
public  peace. 

And  I  do  further,  by  this  proclamation,  forbid  the  existence  of  all  said  organizations 
or  combinations  of  men  commonly  known  as  "  rifle-clubs,"  and  all  other  orffanizationi 
or  combinations  of  men  or  formations  not  forming  a  part  of  the  organized  militia  of 
the  State,  which  are  armed  with  fire-arms  or  other  weapons  of  war,  or  which  engage 
or  are  formed  for  the  purpose  of  engaging  in  drilling,  exercising  the  manual  of  arms 
or  military  maneuvers,  or  which  appear  or  are  formed  for  the  purpose  of  appearing 
under  arms  or  under  the  command  of  officers  bearing  the  titles  or  assuming  the  func- 
tions of  ordinarv  military  officers,  or  in  any  other  manner  acting  or  proposing  to  act 
as  organized  and  armed  bodies  of  men ;  and  I  do  command  all  such  organizations,  com- 
binations, formations,  or  bodies  of  men  forthwith  to  dbband  and  cease  to  exist  in  any 
place  or  under  any  circumstances  in  the  State. 

And  I  do  further  declare  and  make  known  bv  this  proclamation  to  all  the  people  of 
the  State  that,  in  case  this  proclamation  shall  be  disregarded  for  the  space  of  three 
da^s  from  the  date  thereof,  I  shall  prooeed  to  pat  into  active  use  all  the  powers  with 
which  as  governor  I  am  invested  by  the  constitation  and  laws  of  the  State  for  the  en- 
forcement of  the  laws  and  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  the  citizens,  and  particularly 
the  powers  conferred  on  me  by  chapter  exxxii  oJ  the  general  statutes  of  tne  State,  as 
well  as  by  the  Constitation  of  the  United  States. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  great  teal  of  the 
State  to  be  affixed,  at  Columbia,  this  7th  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1876,  and  in  the  101st 
year  of  American  Independence. 

[L.  s.]  D.  H.  CHAMBERLAIN. 

By  the  governor. 
H.  £.  Haynb, 

Secretary  qf  State, 

Tbe  utter  falsehood  of  this  proclamation  has  already'  been  shown.  It 
was  indeed  bnt  the  reckless  assertion  of  a  reckless  leader  of  desperate 
men,  who  was  determined  to  try  that  '^elixir  of  life"  to  the  carpet-bag 
government — the  presence  of  United  States  troops — as  the  last  remedy 
to  perpetuate  its  wretched  existence  in  that  unfortunate  State. 

It  was,  to  the  people  of  South  Carolina,  the  formal  announcement 
that  their  State  was  again  to  be  carried  and  their  officers  and  legislators 
elected  and  Presidential  electors  chosen  by  means  of  military  interfer- 
ence and  intimidation. 
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The  call  was  most  promptly  responded  to.  Your  committee  would 
fain  hope  that  in  issuing  the  proclamation  given  below,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  was  but  honestly  acting  as  he  thought  best  for  the  pub- 
lic weal.  But  the  date  of  the  proclamation,  the  hasty  and  over-zealous 
action  of  the  then  Secretary  of  War,  the  hurried  movement  of  the  troops 
the  anticipation  that  the  proclamation  would  be  unheeded,  the  presump- 
tion against  all  legal  teaching,  that  a  crime  would  be  committed,  leave  no 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  your  committee  that  the  authorities  of  the  Federal 
administration  lent  themselves  and  all  the  appliances  and  agencies  of 
the  government  to  the  conspiracy  to  carry  the  election  in  South  Car* 
olina  by  the  bayonet. 

On  the  16th  day  of  October,  1876,  General  Buger,  commanding  at 
Charleston,  telegraphed  President  Grant  that  all  was  quiet  in  the  State, 
and  added,  "If  I  need  more  troops  I  will  send  you  a  dispatch  telling  you 
I  need  them."  Yet,  on  the  very  n«xt  day.  President  Grant  issued  the 
following  proclamation : 

Whereas  it  has  been  satisfactorily  shown  to  me  that  insurrection  and  domestic  rio- 
lence  exist  in  several  counties  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  and  that  certain  combina- 
tions of  men  against  law  exist  i1)  many  counties  of  said  State,  kuown  as  rifle-clubs, 
who  ride  up  and  down  by  day  and  night,  in  arms,  murdering  some  peaceable  citizens 
and  intimidating  others ;  which  combination,  though  forbiaden  by  the  laws  of  the 
State,  cannot  be  controlled  or  suppressed  by  the  ordinary  course  of  justice;  and 
whereas  it  is  provided  in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  that  the  United  States 
shall  protect  everv  State  in  this  Union,  on  the  application  of  the  legislature,  or  of  the 
executive  when  the  legislature  cannot  be  convened,  against  domestic  violence ;  and 
whereas,  by  laws  in  pursuance  of  the  above,  it  is  provided  in  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  that  in  all  cases  of  insurrection  in  any  State  or  obstruction  to  the  laws  thereof, 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  President  of  the  United  States,  on  application  of  the  legisla- 
ture of  such  State,  or  of  the  executive  when  the  legislature  cannot  be  convened,  to 
call  for  the  militia  of  any  other  State  or  States,  or  to  employ  such  part  of  the  land  or 
naval  forces  as  shall  be  judged  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  such  insurrec- 
tion or  causing  the  laws  to  be  duly  executed  ;  and  whereas  the  legislature  of  said  State 
is  not  now  in  session,  and  cannot  be  convened  in  time  to  meet  the  present  emergency, 
and  the  executive  of  said  State,  under  section  4  of  article  4  of  the  Constitution,  and  of 
the  laws  passed  in  pursuance  thereof,  has  therefore  made  an  application  to  me  in  the 
premises  for  such  part  of  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  as  may  be  necessary 
and  adequate  to  protect  said  State  and  the  citizens  thereof  against  domestic  violence, 
and  to  enforce  the  due  execution  of  the  laws ;  and  whereas  it  is  required  that  when- 
ever it  may  be  necessary,  in  the  judgment  of  the  President,  to  use  the  military  force 
lor  the  purpose  aforesaid,  he  shall  forthwith  by  proclamation  command  such  insurgents 
to  disperse  and  retire  peaceably  to  their  respective  homes  within  a  limited  time : 

Now,  therefore,  I,  Ulysses  S.  Grant,  President  of  the  United  States,  do  hereby  make 
proclamation,  and  command  all  persons  engaged  in  such  unlawful  and  insurrectionary 
proceedings  to  disperse  and  retire  peaceably  to  their  respective  abodes  within  three 
days  from  this  date,  and  hereafter  abandon  said  combinations  and  submit  themselves 
to  the  laws  and  constituted  authorities  of  said  State ;  and  I  invoke  the  aid  and  co- 
operation of  all  good  citizens  thereof  to  uphold  the  laws  and  preserve  the  public  peace. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  United 
States  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  this  17th  day  of  Ot^tober,  1876,  and  of  the  Independ- 
ence of  the  United  States  one  hundred  and  one  years. 

(Signed)  U.  S.  GRANT. 

By  the  President, 

John  L.  Cadwalader, 

Acting  Secretary  of  State. 

The  follow) nir  order  was  issued  this  evening,  in  purriuauce  of  the  action  taken  at  the 
Cabinet  meeting  to-day,  for  the  protection  of  the  public  peace  in  South  Carolina : 

War  Department, 
Washington  City,  October  17,  1876. 
General  W.  T.  Sherman, 

Commanding  United  States  Army : 

Sir:  In  view  of  the  existing  coniition  of  affairs  in  South  Carolina,  there  is  a  possi- 
bility that  the  proclamation  of  the  President  of  this  date  may  be  disregarded.    To 

H.  Rep.  806 3 
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provide  affainst  sacb  a  contingeDcy,  yoa  'will  immediately  order  all  the  available  force 
In  the  Military  Division  of  the  Atlantic  to  report  to  General  Roger,  commanding  at 
Colombia,  S.  C..  and  instrnot  that  officer  to  station  his  troops  in  snch  loealities  that 
they  may  be  most  speedily  and  effectnally  used  in  case  of  any  resistance  to  the  aa- 
thority  of  the  United  States.  It  is  hoped  that  a  collision  may  thus  be  avoided,  hot 
yon  will  instruct  (General  Ruger  to  let  it  be  known  that  it  is  the  fixed  purpose  of  the 
government  to  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  proclamation,  and  to  sustain  it  by  the  mili- 
tary force  of  the  General  Government,  supplemented,  if  necessary,  by  the  militia  of 
the  various  States. 

Very  rei»pectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  D.  CAMERON. 

Secretary  of  War, 

Your  committee  have  thoaght  proper  to  insert  \u  this  report  the  order 
of  Idr.  Secretary  of  War  Camerou,  as  that  official  in  bis  zeal  to  carry 
oat  the  programme  of  electioneering  by  the  bayonet,  wrote  this  celebrated 
order  in  sach  a  style  as  makes  manifest  the  real  designs  of  the  federal 
administration. 

His  order  bears  the  date  17th  of  October,  issued  simultaneously  with 
that  of  the  President.  He  thinks  it  possible  the  President's  proclama- 
tion may  be  disregarded.  He  presumes  ^* disobedience,"  lawlessness, 
resistance.  Such  are  not  the  doctrines  of  the  law.  He  hurries  forward 
all  "available  troops."  Yes,  there  was  need  of  haste,  for  only  twenty 
days  remained  until  the  election  was  to  be  held.  The  bayonet  elixir  of 
life  to  the  "carpet-bag"  government  in  South  Carolina,  must  be  speedily 
administered  or  it  would  be  too  late  to  save  it.  Therefore,  without 
waiting  to  see  the  effect  of  the  President's  proclamation,  at  great  public 
expense  and  trouble,  and  in  the  face  of  Oeneral  Ruger's  dispatch,  dated 
only  the  day  before,  that  he  needed  no  more  troops,  all  the  troops  in  the 
military  district  are  hurried  to  South  Carolina.  The  Secretary  instructs 
Oeneral  Enger  to  station  these  troops  at  the  most  available  points  for  use 
in  case  of  resistance  and  collision.  This  order  is  carried  out  in  true  military 
style  by  scatteringthetroopsiuinsignificantsquadsall  over  theState,  thus 
destroying  their  strength  and  rendering  them  in  case  of  real  collision 
an  easy,  prey  to  an  enemy  inferior  in  strength,  who  could  destroy  them 
in  detail.  This  force  too  was,  if  need  be,  to  be  supplemented  by  "  the 
militia."  What  militia  f  In  South  Carolina  the  militia  was  composed 
of  but  one  race.  The  colored  voters  constituted  "  the  militia."  They 
alone  were  organized  and  armed  with  the  State  arms.  The  whites  were 
nnarmed.  There  was  in  this  threat,  to  supplement  the  Army  with  the 
militia,  a  most  diabolical  threat  of  setting  one  race  in  arms  against  the 
other  race  and  that  too,  in  time  of  great  political  excitement.  In  the 
first  Congressional  district  of  South  Carolina  the  troops  were  stationed 
at  eleven  places  and  all  of  these  happened  to  be  polling  places. 

Your  committee  undertakes  to  say  that  a  more  causeless  invasion  of 
the  rights  of  the  people  of  a  State,  a  more  flagrant  disregard  of  consti- 
tutional obligation,  more  thorough  contempt  for  every  principle  of  free 
government  was  never  manifested  in  American  history,  than  the  send- 
ing of  troops  into  South  Carolina  in  October,  1876,  by  the  federal  author- 
ities.   It  was  without  shadow  or  pretense  of  justification  or  excuse. 

It  is,  too,  a  most  singular  fact,  in  view  of  the  pretense  under  which 
the  troops  were  sent,  that  so  soon  as  the  election  was  over  they  were 
withdrawn  from  the  interior  and  concentrated  at  Columbia,  the  capital 
of  the  State,  to  guard  the  count  and  the  officers  making  it;  and  there 
they  remained  in  the  state-house  until  the  administration  which  sent 
them  passed  away,  and  a  wise  constitutional  policy  withdrew  them  from 
the  State. 
The  effect  of  the  coming  of  the  troops  into  the  State  was  instanta- 
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neous  and  marked.  True,  the  soldiers  themselves  did  not  interfere,  but 
their  very  presence  was  enough.  The  colored  voters  were  told  that 
they  were  there  to  coerce  them  to  vote  the  Eepublican  ticket ;  nay,  to  ar- 
rest and  cause  them  to  be  punished  if  they  did  not  do  so.  All  this  is 
set  forth  so  clearly  in  the  evidence  that  the  committee  deem  it  unneces- 
sary to  say  more  on  this  point  than  to  call  attention  to  the  subjoined 
extracts  from  the  testimony. 

Wade  Hampton,  governor  of  Soath  Carolina,  being  called  and  duly 
sworn,  deposes  and  says,  record,  p.  243: 

Qaestion.  State  what  was  the  spirit  of  the  caropA'gD  in  1876,  as  ooadncted  by  the 
Democrats  and  Republicans. — Answer.  On  the  part  of  the  Democrats  the  effort  was  to 
make  the  campaign  thoroughly  conservative  and  conciliatory.    I  was  in  all  the  coun- 
ties of  the  State,  and  saw  no  intimidation  by  Democratic  whites  or  negroes  against  Re- 
publicans, white  or  colored.    The  only  evidence  of  disorder  I  saw  was  in  the  first  Con- 
gressional district,  where  the  colored  Republican  voters  endeavored  to  intimidate  those 
of  their  own  color  who  wanted  to  vote  for  the  Democrats.     This  was  nottibly  the  case 
in  Georgetown,  where  they  used  every  effort  to  drive  the  colored  voters  from  Joining 
the  Democrats,  and  I  heard  threats  of  violence  used  by  them.     I  was  satisfied  but  for 
that  pressure  a  greater  number  of- the  colored  people  would  vofie  with  the  Democrats. 
I  believe  that  this  spirit  of  race  proscription  was  exercised  all  over  the  State,  and 
exercised  a  very  powerful  and  detrimental  influence  against  the  Democratic  party. 
All  the  addresses  of  the  Democratic  speakers  in  the  first  Congressional  district  were 
conciliatory.    Mr.  Richardson  accompanied  me  and  took  the  extreme  course  of  coa- 
ciliation. 

Q.  Did  there  exist  any  necessity  for  the  proclanaations  of  President  Grant  and  Qov- 
emor  Chamberlain  disb^ndiug  the  rifie-clubsf — A.  In  my  judgment  there  was  no 
necessity.  The  judges  all  stated  that  there  was  no  resistance  to  legal  process ;  in  my 
canvass  I  saw  no  evidence  of  interference  with  or  resistance  to  law.  The  whole  effort 
that  I  made  during  the  canvass  was  to  assure  the  people  of  the  absolute  necessity  of 
preserving  peace  and  abstinence  from  violence.  As  soon  as  the  proclamation  appeared 
I  advised  all  the  clubs  to  disband,  and  at  no  single  meeting  attended  by  me  in  the 
State  was  there  an  armed  organization  of  men. 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  these  proclamations  and  of  the  introduction  of  United 
States  troops  upon  the  colored  voters  and  upon  the  election  ? — A.  I  think  that  the 
presence  of  the  troops  produced  a  great  change  among  the  colored  voters,  from  the  fact 
that  they  were  told  that  the  troops  were  placed  here  for  the  purpose  of  making  fhem 
vote  the  Republican  ticket.  That  the  troops  not  being  placed  where  they  could  have 
given  protection  to  the  colored  Democrats  exercised  an  influence  injurious  to  the  Dem- 
ocratic cause.  I  had  applications  from  several  places  asking  that  troops  should  be 
placed  to  protect  colored  Democrats.  I  did  apply  to  Qeneral  Ruger ;  troops  were  not 
sent,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  not  troops  enough  to  send  to  the  particular  places. 
Troops  were  sent  generally  in  larger  numbers  in  the  upper  counties  where  the  whites 
were  in  majority.  In  the  low  country  where  the  Republicans  were  in  majority  fewer 
troops  were  sent. 

Q.  You  state  you  saw  no  intimidation  by  Democratic  whites  or  negroes  against 
Rei>ublicans,  white  or  colored.  Were  there  threats  made  by  Democratic  whites,  within 
your  knowledge,  that  they  would  not  give  employment  or  rent  their  lands  to  colored 
persons  who  should  vote  the  Republican  ticket  f — A.  I  beard  no  threats  of  this  kind^ 
of  my  own  knowledge.  I  did  see  that  some  of  the  Democratic  clubs  did  say  they 
would  not  employ  those  who  voted  against  them.  That  policy  has  not  met  my  ap- 
probation. All  the  enunciations  I  have  made  called  on  our  people  not  to  have  any 
proscription. 

Q.  Please  state  in  what  way  the  colored  Republican  voters,  in  the  first  Congressional 
district,  endeavored  to  intimidate  those  of  their  own  color  who  wanted  to  vooe  for  the 
Democrats. — A.  Most  of  the  information  I  have  came  from  the  colored  Democrats  them- 
selves, who  said  that  threats  were  made  against  them  by  people  of  their  own  color. 
At  the  meetings  they  frequently  jeered  the  colored  Democrato ;  and  at  Georgetown 
they  followed  the  procession  through  the  town,  using  violent  language.  The  promi- 
nent colored  Republicans  and  women  tried  to  keep  the  colored  Democrats  from  the 
meeting,  and  there  I  saw  the  only  act  of  violence;  they  threw  a  brick  at  my  carriage  ; 
nothing  but  the  coolness  of  the  Democrats  prevented  a  riot. 

Q.  You  state  that  the  negroes  were  told  that  the  troops  were  placed  here  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  them  vote  the  Republican  ticket.  State  whether  those  who  told  them 
so  had  authority  to  teU  them  so. — A.  I  don't  suppode  they  were  told  8«  by  authority. 
They  were  led  to  believe  this  by  party  managers. 

Q.  Were  the  colored  Democrats  limited  to  any  particular  part  of  the  State  f — A.  No; 
colored  Democrats  voted  in  every  county  of  the  State. 
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Q.  Was  the  proportion  of  colored  Democrats  to  colored  RepublicauB  greater  in  some 
parts  of  the  State  than  others f— A.  Yes;  the  proportion  was  greater  iu  some  parts  of 
the  State  than  in  others.  In  Abbeville,  Barnwell,  Newberry,  the  proportion  was 
greater  than  in  Colleton,  Beanfort.  and  Georgetown. 

Q.  Were  there  no  troops  placed  in  Barnwell,  Abbeville,  and  Newberry  f  — A.  Yes ; 
there  were  troops  there. 

E.  W.  Moise,  being  called  aud  sworn,  deposes  and  says,  record,  p.  241 : 

Qnestion.  Were  you  in  the  State  of  South  Carolina  during  the  election  held  on  7th 
November,  1876! — Answer.  I  was,  and  canvassed  the  State  during  the  campaign. 

Q.  What  was  the  policy  of  the  campaign  on  the  part  of  the  Democrats  ? — A.  To 
make  as  much  exhibition  of  power  as  they  could,  but  to  avoid  any  acts  of  actual 
violence. 

Q.  Was  there  during  the  campaign  any  resistance  to  civil  .process,  or  any  interrup- 
tion of  the  due  and  legal  execution  of  the  laws  f — A.  I  know  of  none  such,  and  saw 
none  such. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  introduction  of  the  United  States  troops  in  the 
State,  and  the  effect  thereof  f — A.  United  States  troops  were  introduced  into  the  Stat^ 
Just  previous  to  the  election,  and  I  regard  the  effect  as  enabliug  the  colored  Republi- 
cans to  intimidate  the  colored  persons  who  had  previously  proposed  to  vote  the  Demo- 
cratic ticket. 

Q.  State  any  instance  yon  know  of  this. — A.  I  have  been  informed  by  my  tenants, 
being  colored  Republicans,  who  had  proposed  to  vote  the  Democratic  State  ticket  and 
for  Mr.  Hayes  iu  this  election,  that  they  were  afraid  to  do  so  because  of  the  threats 
used  toward  them  by  other  colored  Republicans  to  the  effect  that  they  wonld  either 
be  placed  in  slavery  or  lose  some  riglits  which  they  then  enjoyed  if  the  Democrats 
went  into  i>ower,  and  that  the  troops  had  been  sent  here  for  the  purpose  of  requiring 
the  colored  people  to  adhere  to  their  party,  and  for  preventing  the  white  people  from 
persuading  them  or  inducing  them  to  vote  the  Democratic  State  ticket. 

Q.  Can  you  give  any  names? — A.  1  can.  The  foreman  on  my  plantation  in  Claren- 
don County,  named  Alfred  Lemon,  informed  me  in  the  presence  of  General  Wade  Hamp- 
ton and  others  at  Manning,  in  said  county,  that  he  proposed  to  vote  for  the  Stat«  Dem- 
ocratic ticket,  and  that  the  men  on  the  plantation  proposed  to  do  the  same.  He  after- 
ward informed  me  that  he  had  not  done  so  for  the  reasons  above  stated. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  instances  of  intimidation  toward  the  colored  people 
•during  the  late  election  f — A.  I  do.  I  was  present  at  the  mass-meeting  at  Samt-^, 
addressed  by  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Cardoza,  William  E.Johnson,  senator  from  Samter, 
and  othem.  I  heard  Mr.  Cardoza  say  that  the  colored  man  who  would  vot'C  for  the 
Democrats  in  this  election  would  deserve  to  lose  his  freedom,  and  I  heard  William  £. 
Johnson  say  that  the  Democrats  would  treat  them  as  £hul  was  treated  in  the  Bible; 
that  Ehul  was  a  portly  man  like  the  treasurer ;  that  a  petition  was  presented  to  him, 
and  that  when  he  asked  to  read  the  petition  the  petitioner  advanced  to  him,  and  when 
he  got  close  plunged  a  knife  in  his  bowels;  and  so,  he  said,  will  the  Democrats.  They 
offer  you  fair  promises  now,  but  if  you  ever  let  them  get  control  they  will  lay  something 
on  your  backs.  This  was  heard  by  from  two  to  three  thousand  colored  people.  I  also 
know  that  a  man  named  Albert  Howell,  in  the  town  of  Sumter,  a  colored  hackman,  was 
struck  by  a  colored  woman  with  an  umbrella,  simply  because  he  spoke  to  her,  alleging 
that  she  did  not  permit  any  colored  Democrat  to  speak  to  her. 

Q.  On  the  day  of  7th  November,  did  you  see  any  troops  of  the  United  States  near  any 
of  the  polls  ? — A.  Yes.  At  Sumter  I  saw  two  officers  aud  a  detachment  of  United  States 
troops  under  arms,  for  three  or  four  days  before  and  three  or  four  days  after  the  elec- 
tion and  on  the  day  of  election.  Their  camp  was  not  over  four  hundred  yards  from  the 
polling-place.    Sumter  is  iu  the  first  Congressional  district. 

James  Conner,  record,  p.  243 : 

Q.  What  do  you  know  of  the  introduction  of  United  States  troops  into  this  State 
during  the  canvass,  and  the  effect  upon  the  voters,  aud  especially  the  colored  voters? — 
A.  I  know  nothing  of  the  introduction  of  the  troops;  I  ouly  know  that  they  came, 
and  that  their  commg  was  accepted  by  the  negroes  of  the  low  country  as  an  indication 
that  the  government  intended  that  the  negroes  should  vote  the  Republican  ticket.  It 
was  generally  accepted  that  the  object  of  their  coming  was  to  overawe  the  Democrats 
and  to  prohibit  the  ride-clubs,  or  rather  to  disband  them.  In  brief,  it  was  to  depress 
aud  neutralize  the  Democrats  and  embolden  and  strengthen  the  Republican  leaders, 
and  it  succeeded  and  accomplished  that  work  effectually. 

Q.  What  effect  had  the  proclamations  of  President  Graut  and  Governor  Chamberlain 
disbanding  the  ride-clubs  ? — A.  I  don't  thiuk  the  proclamations  had  any  effect  at  all ; 
it  was  the  Federal  troops  enforcing  the  proclamations  which  gave  life  and  efficacy  to 
them.  I  dou't  think  one  negro  in  a  hundred  could  either  read  or  understand  the  proc- 
lamations, but  they  could  all  see  the  United  States  troops,  and  understand  what  they 
were  there  for. 
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Q.  What  do  yon  know  of  intimidatioo  by  colored  voters  of  other  colored  voters 
who  wanted  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  f — A.  I  know  onthing,  except  in  Charleston 
County,  and  there  the  intimidation  of  colored  voters,  Democratic  voters,  by  colored 
Republicans,  was  general  and  very  effective.  Large  nnmbers  who  had  pledged  them- 
selves recanted  and  said  the  pressure  was  too  heavy. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  actual  or  threatened  violation  of  the  public  peace  in  the 
first  Congressional  district,  which  the  civil  authorities  could  not  easily  and  readily 
suppress! — A.  None. 

Q.  Under  whose  control  has  the  State  government — legislative,  judicial,  and  execu- 
tive— been  since  1868  f — A.  For  the  past  eight  years  the 

F.  W.  McMaster.  beiDg  called  and  sworn,  deposes  and  says,  record, 
p.  243 : 

Question.  State  what  you  know  of  the  spirit  of  the  late  campaign  in  1876,  as  con- 
ducted by  the  Democrats  and  Republicans. — Answer^  I  was  actively  engaged  as  can- 
vasser in  four  counties.  In  every  one  extraordinary  efforts  were  mskde  for  the  concili- 
ation of  the  negroes.  I  know  of  nothing  on  the  part  of  the  whites  against  the  negroes. 
I  have  seen  some  intimidation  attempted  to  be  exercised  by  Radical  negroes  against 
Democraric  negroes,  and  have  heard  of  many  instances,  especially  on  the  part  of  negro 
women  against  colored  Democrats.  In  Columbia,  on  3d  November,  when  Hampton 
addressed  the  people  here,  I  rode  at  the  head  of  the  procession.  There  were  some 
Democratic  negroes  in  the  procession.  There  were  bands  of  negro  women  on  the  pave- 
ments, jibing,  ridiculing,  and  abusing  them.  The  intimidation  of  colored  Democrats 
by  colored  Republicans  was,  in  my  opinion,  general  and  at  times  serious.  I  have  no 
doubt  it  had  great  effect  in  preventing  many  colored  people  from  voting  with  the 
Democrats.  I  was  struck  with  this  at  three  public  gatherings,  where  I  considered  it 
required  a  good  deal  i>f  heroism  for  a  negro  to  declare  himself  a  Democrat.  Two  of 
these  meetings  were  Democratic  meetings  ;  the  other  a  Republican  meeting. 

Q.  Did  there  exist  any  necessity  for  the  proclamation  of  President  Grant  and  Gov- 
ernor Chamberlain  disbanding  the  rifle-clubs  f — A.  There  was  not  the  slightest  neoes- 
sity  for  such  proclamations.  The  State  was  in  profound  peace.  There  was  no  resist- 
ance to  legal  process.  The  course  of  justice  was  not  interrupted,  so  far  as  I  know.  I 
heard  of  commotions  6n  the  Combahee  rice  plantations,  conhned  to  the  negroes. 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  the  proclamations  of  President  Grant  and  Governor 
Chamberlain  disbanding  the  rifle-clubs  and  of  the  presence  of  United  States  troops 
introduced  in  the  Statue  upon  the  colored  voters  f — A.  It  infused  into  the  colored  mind 
that  the  time  for  the  forty  acres  and  the  mule  had  come.  It  paralyzed  the  negro  who 
was  willing  to  vote  with  us  and  emboldened  the  Republican  negroes.  They  acted 
with  the  idea  that  they  were  required  by  General  Grant  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket. 

William  Wallace,  being  sworn,  sajs,  record,  p.  247 : 

Question.  State  what  was  the  spirit  in  which  the  campaign  in  1876  was  conducted 
on  the  part  of  the  Democrats  and  Republicans. — Answer.  On  the  part  of  the  Demo- 
crats great  activity  was  used.  The  State  had  been  ruined  by  the  Republican  govern- 
ment, and  they  intended  to  use  every  lawful  and  proper  means  to  redeem  the  State. 
The  campaign  was  conducted  peacefully  and  in  a  conciliatory  manner.  It  was  the 
first  time  that  our  whit«  people  had  gone  regularly  into  a  canvass  with  the  negroes. 
They  wanted  to  give  the  negro  the  opportunity  of  bearing  the  truth,  which  they  had 
not  heard  before  m  any  political  canvass,  and  the  effect  was  tremendous.  Had  things 
been  left  to  the  normal  and  legitimate  influences,  I  believe  the  State  would  have  gone 
Democratic  by  50,000  majority. 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  the  proclamations  of  President  Grant  and  Governor 
Chamberlain  disbanding  the  rifle-clubs,  and  of  the  presence  of  United  States  troops, 
introduced  into  the  State,  on  the  colored  voters  f — A.  It  had  the  effect  of  taking  away 
that  confidence  which  the  negroes  were  beginning  to  have  in  the  native  white  people 
of  the  State  again.  It  made  them  feel  that  they  were  powerless  to  protect  them 
against  those  of  their  own  race  who  were  still  under  the  control  of  their  Radical 
leaders. 

Lebot  F.  Youmans,  record,  p.  250 : 

Q.  Was  there  anything  in  the  condition  of  the  conn  try  justifying  the  nroclamation 
of  President  Grant  and  Governor  Chamberlain,  and  the  introduction  of  Unit-ed  States 
troops  f — A.  In  my  judgment  there  was  not.  The  State  was  in  profound  quiet, 
legal  process  unobstructed,  and  the  administration  of  the  laws  uninterrupted.  lu  fact, 
up  to  a  very  short  time  before  the  noniiuation  of  Hampton  for  governor  by  the  Dem- 
ocrats, a  large  fraction  of  that  party  was  opposed  to  any  nomination  in  opposition  to 
Mr.  Chamberlain's  re-election,  the  most  influential  Democratic  newspaper  in  the  State 
ably  and  zealously  advocating  that  course. 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  the  proclamations  and  the  introduction  of  the  troops  upon 
the  elec^tion  f — A.  In  my  judgment  it  widened  whatever  breach  may  h<ive  existed  be- 
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tweeD  the  two  racea,  and  impeded  the  tendency  to  anion  in  political  action  which  bad 
been  rapidly  gaining  Kronnd,  and  very  largely  increased  the  Republioao  vote,  colored, 
and  diminished  the  Democratic  colored  vote  which  otherwise  would  have  been  given. 
Q.  Has  the  registration  reanired  by  the  constitution  ever  btson  carried  into  effect ; 
and  if  not,  why  not  f — A.  It  nas  not,  for  the  reason  that  the  Republican  party,  which 
for  eight  years  has  had  entire  control  of  all  the  departments  of  the  State  government, 
and  also  of  the  local  Judiciary  and  local  tinancial  matters  in  the  couaties,  has  chosen 
to  disobey  the  positive  mandate  of  the  constitution. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Cavender,  for  contestee : 

Q.  Please  state  in  what  way  the  introduction  of  troops  widened  the  breach  between 
the  two  races. — A.  The  published  utterances  of  the  governor  immediately  preceding 
the  proclamations,  and  the  introduction  of  more  troops,  threatened  material  injury  to 
the  State,  in  terms,  and  naturally  induced  the  belief  that  the  subsequent  acts  of  the 
governor  and  President  would  be  dictated  with  the  desire  to  advance  the  interests  of 
colored  Republicans  at  the  expense  of  white  Democrats. 

Q.  Please  state  what  utterances  of  the  governor  you  allude  to. — A.  Especial  alla- 
Bion  is  made  to  his.  Chamberlain's,  letter  to  Col.  A.  C.  Haskell,  chairman  of  the  execu- 
tive committee  of  the  State  Democratic  committee,  published  in  the  papers  and 
widely  circulated  as  a  campaign  document. 

Q.  What  was  the  general  tenor  of  that  letter  f — A.  Bitter  denunciation  of  the  white 
Democrats  and  threats  of  injury  to  the  material  interests  of  the  State  constituted  its 
tenor  in  this  regard.  The  letter  itself  would  furnish  the  best  answer  to  the  question  ; 
it  was  published  early  in  October,  1H76. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  bitter  denunciation  of  white  Democrats  and  threats  of  ma- 
terial injury  to  the  State  very  largely  increased  the  colored  Republican  vote  and  de- 
creased the  Democratic  colored  vote? — A.  I  think  they  did,  followed  by  the  proclama- 
tions, and  the  introduction  of  the  troops  foreshadowed  therein. 

William  E.  James,  having  been  called  as  a  witness  for  the  contest- 
ant, and  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows,  to  wit,  record,  p.  726 : 

Question.  Are  ^ou  a  resident  of  Darlington  County,  and  were  you  present  at  the 
last  general  election  f — Answer.  I  am  and  was. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  f — A.  Planter. 

Q.  But  for  the  interference  in  that  election  by  the  State  and  Federal  executives  by 
proclamations  and  by  the  introduction  of  troops  into  the  State,  which  party,  in  your 
Judgment,  would  have  carried  the  county  f 

(Directed  to  as  calling  for  an  expression  of  opinion.) 

A.  The  Democratic  party.  This  was  conceded  by  prominent  members  of  the  Repub- 
lican party. 

B.  W.  Edwabds,  record,  p.  698 : 

Q.  Was  the  introduction  of  United  States  troops  regarded  by  both  parties  as  a  politi- 
cal measure? 

(Objected  to  as  not  being  in  rebuttal  and  as  being  matter  of  opinion  and  cumula- 
tive.) 

A.  It  was  so  regarded  by  the  Democratic  party,  and  I  believe  it  was  by  the  Republi- 
can. The  Democrats  so  regarded  it,  because  it  was  entirely  unnecessary  for  any  other 
purpose.  When  Governor  Chamberlain  issued  his  proclamation  to  the  clubs  which  he 
styled  rifle-clubs  to  disband,  they  did  immediately  break  up  their  organizations  and 
discontinued  anything  that  mi^i^bt  be  constrned  military  maneuvering,  so  that  there 
was  no  pretext  for  sending  United  States  troops  into  Darlington  County. 

Q.  What  eflect  had  their  coming  upon  the  election  ? — A.  It  increased  the  Republican 
vote  and  decreased  the  Democratic  vote.  It  was  commonly  said  (objected  to  as  to 
what  the  witness  would  say  as  hearsay)  that  the  Republicans  told  them,  the  colored 
voters,  that  the  soldiers  were  sent  there  to  see  that  tbey  voted  the  Republican  ticket, 
and  the  effect  upon  their  minds  and  actions  verified  the  statement. 

Again  at  pages  704  and  705 : 

Q.  How  do  you  say  that  the  Democratic  vote  was  decreased  by  the  coming  of  the 
troops,  when  yon  know  that  they  polled  their  full  strength  in  this  county,  and  when 
you  have  good  reason  to  know  that  more  colored  men  voted  this  ticket  at  the  point 
wheie  the  most  troops  were  and  the  longest  stationed,  and  where  you  say  yourself  that 
more  colored  men  voted  the  ticket  than  at  any  previous  election,  and  where  you  don't 
know  what  the  Republican  and  Democratic  vote  of  the  county  wasf — A.  When  I  say 
the  Democratic  party  voted  their  full  strength,!  meant  the  white  people,  bat  we  ought 
to  have  carried  with  us  the  colored  people,  and  bad  the  prospeot  of  carrying  a  mnch 
larger  number  prior  to  the  introduction  of  troops  than  we  aid  carry.  After  it  was 
known  that  troops  were  to  be  introduced,  I  could  observe  the  chilling  efPeota  upon  the 
Democratic  campaign  and  the  strength  it  gave  the  Repnblican  party,  the  leaders  of 
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which  used  it  effectually  against  as,  and  thereby  dimiuished  the  number  of  Democratic 
colored  votes  and  increased  the  number  of  Republican  votes. 

Q.  What  did  yon  hear  these  leaders  say  about  the  troops  1 — A.  I  didn't  hear  them 
say  very  much,  as  they  didn't  come  to  onr  meetings  or  favor  our  going  to  theirs. 

A.  S.  White,  a  Eepablican,  having  been  called  as  a  witness  for  the 
contestant,  after  being  duly  sworn^  testified  as  follows,  to  wit,  record,  p. 
710: 

Question.  Up  to  a  very  short  time  before  the  7th  of  November  last,  was  there  any 
unusual  disorder  or  disturbauces  of  the  peace  in  Darlington  County  f 

(Objected  to  as  calling  for  opinion  and  as  being  cumulative  and  not  in  rebuttal.) 

Answer.  I  know  of  none. 

Q.  In  your  opinion,  was  the  introduction  of  United  States  troops  in  this  portion  of 
the  State  pending  the  late  election  called  for? 

(Objected  to  for  the  same  reasons  as  the  foregoing  question.) 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  the  introduction  of  the  troops  npon  the  election? 

(Objected  to  for  the  same  reasons  as  the  foregoing  question.) 

A.  It  tended  to  discourage  the  Democrats  and  encourage  the  Republicans. 

Q.  Was  not  their  coming  regarded  as  a  political  measure  f 

(Objected  to  on  the  same  ground  as  the  previous  question.) 

A.  it  was  generally  so  considered. 

Q.  Did  the  Democratic  organizations  of  this  county,  in  your  judgment,  tend  to  inter- 
fere with  the  freedom  of  the  election  ? 

(Olyected  to  as  a  matter  of  opinion.) 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Were  there  any  indications  that  the  Republican  voters  were  deterred,  through 
fear,  from  voting  ? — A.  I  saw  none. 

Q.  Were  they  not,  in  your  judgment,  fully  alive  to  their  advantages  of  numbers,  the 
prestige  of  previous  victories,  the  moral  and  physical  support  of  the  State  and  Federal 
wverumenl  f 

(Objected  to  as  calling  for  matters  of  opinion.) 

A.  I  think  they  were. 

Again,  at  page  713: 

Q.  Please  state  in  what  way  the  presence  of  United  States  troops  affected  the  elec* 
tiou  ? — A.  The  impression  prevailed  that  the  national  government  backed  the  Repub- 
lican party  in  South  Carolina. 

Q.  With  whom  did  this  impression  prevail  ? — A.  With  all  classes. 

Q.  Did  the  troops  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  election,  or  in  any  way  influence 
or  change  votes  ?  If  so,  state  how,  and  the  means  used. — A.  They  didn't  interfere  in 
any  way,  nor  did  they  change  votes,  unless  by  their  presence. 

Q.  How  did  the  coming  of  the  troops  discourage  the  Democrats  ? — A.  Only  by  en- 
couraging the  Republicans  to  vote  solidly. 

Q.  Do  yon  mean  to  say,  when  yon  say  that  the  Democrats  were  discouraged,  that 
they  did  not  poll  their  full  strength  in  this  county  ? — A.  Can't  say  that,  as  I  can't  say 
what  the  full  vote  was ;  I  mean  by  being  discouraged  that  they  would  have  polled  a 
heavier  vote  if  the  troops  had  not  been  here. 

Q.  How  many  votes  would  they  have  polled  if  the  troops  had  not  been  here  T~A. 
I  don't  know,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  did  they  poll  ? — A.  I  don't  know,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  don't  know  how  many  they  polled,  or  how  many  they  would  have  polled, 
how  can  you  |iay  but  for  the  troops  they  would  have  polled  more  ?— A.  They  were  in 
hopes  to  poll  more. 

Q.  When  you  say  that  the  coming  of  the  troops  enconraged  Republicans,  do  yoo 
mean  to  say  that  it  gave  them  the  assurance  of  voting  as  they  pleased,  or  what  do  yoa 
mean  ? — A.  I  have  answered  the  question. 

Q.  Did  the  coming  of  the  troops,  in  your  opinion,  do  more  with  the  Republicans 
than  assuring  them  of  a  free  ballot  ? — A.  I  thins  it  did. 

Q.  What  more  ? — A.  Tbey  massed  a  considerable  quantity  of  arms  near  the  ballot- 
box,  in  the  jail  here,  which  they  would  not  have  attempted  if  the  troops  had  not  beea 
here. 

Q.  I  nnderstand  you,  then,  to  say  that  the  placing  of  these  guns  in  the  jail  was  from 
the  influence  of  the  troops  upon  colored  voters  f — A.  I  have  answered  the  question. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  about  the  time  polls  closed  the  Democrats  called  npon  the 
troops  to  ^nard  those  arms  in  jail,  and  they  did  so  f — A.  I  cannot  say  that  that  is  a  fact ; 
I  communicated  this  fact  to  Lieutenant  Deams,  both  in  person  and  by  Captain  Earle, 
the  supervisor  at  the  poll  (on  the  part  of  the  Democrats  as  I  am  informed). 
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Q.  How  was  the  comiDg  of  the  troops  generally  considered  ? — A.  It  was  considered 
as  indorsing  the  State  government  and  backing  it. 

Q.  Did  Tou  not  go  with  the  Repnblicans  to  the  first  Repablican  Timmonsville  meet- 
iog  f — ^A.  1  went  with  J.  A.  Smith  and  no  crowd  at  all. 

A.  C.  Spain,  having  been  called  as  a  witness  for  the  contestant,  after 
being  duly  sworn  testified  as  follows,  to  wit,  record,  p.  714: 

Am  a  resident  of  the  town  of  Darling,  and  was  present  the  7th  of  November,  1876. 

Qneetion.  What  was  your  profession  f — Answer.  A  lawyer. 

Q.  Can  you  speak  as  to  the  effect  of  the  in  trod  action  of  the  United  States  troops  into 
the  canvass  of  Darlington  County  f — A.  The  introduction  of  troops  into  the  State  of 
South  Carolina  produced  a  very  marked  eifect  in  the  county  of  Darlington  before 
any  troops  were  ever  heard  of  in  Darlington  County.  The  governor  of  South  Carolina 
had  issued  a  proclamation  full  of  slander  of  the  Democrats,  so  far  aa  Darlington  County 
was  concerned  ;  upon  that  proclamation  the  President  of  the  United  States  acted,  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Democrats,  with  arms  in  their  hands,  were  using  their  organ- 
ization and  arms  to  force  the  negroes  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket.  Based  upon  this 
slander  the  military  force  of  the  United  States  were,  on  the  call  of  the  governor,  sent  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States  into  South  Carolina,  the  result  being  a  wide-spread 
impression  that  the  troops  were  intended  to  influence  the  election  directly  by  sustain- 
ing one  party  (the  Republican),  and  in  acting  antagonism  to  the  other  (the  Dem- 
ocratic). The  ignorant  colored  voter  adopted  the  view  of  the  governor  and  President, 
and  acted  on  it. 

(This  answer  is  objected  to,  as  being  matter  of  opinion,  and  as  interpreting  the  procla- 
mations of  the  President  and  the  governor,  which  are  already  in  the  case.) 

Q.  In  your  opinion  were  there  any  circumstances  which  warranted  the  introdnctioa 
of  United  States  forces  ? — A.  There  were  no  circumstances  in  the  county  of  Darlington 
warranting  the  introduction  of  the  troops.  The  circumstances  upon  wbi^h  the  troops 
were  introduced  were  created  by  the  governor  himself  ;  they  did  not  exist  in  fact. 

(Objected  to  as  matter  of  opinion,  and  as  not  being  in  rebuttal.) 

Q.  But  for  the  interference  of  the  State  and  Federal  executives,  is  it  or  not  your  belief 
that  the  Democrats  would  have  carried  this  county  f 

(Objected  to,  as  calling  for  opinion.) 

A.  Before  the  moral  and  physical  influence  of  the  State  and  Federal  Government 
were  brought  to  bear  upon  the  election,  I  did  entertain  an  opinion  that  the  chance  to 
carry  Darlington  County  for  the  Democrats  was  a  fair  one.  I  never  was  as  sanguine 
about  it  as  others.  After  these  proclamations  and  the  introduction  of  the  troops,  I 
noticed  a  very  wide  change  in  the  opinions  and  conduct  of  the  colored  people,  and 
they  became  intensely  antagonistic  in  their  feelings  and  conduct  to  the  whites.  I 
heard  from  a  number  of  colored  persons,  men  and  women,  that  President  Grant  bad 
taken  sides  with  them,  and  I  have  heard  them  say,  in  conversations  that  I  have  had 
with  them,  that  they  could  not  vote  against  the  radical  ticket. 

G.  W.  Dargan,  having  been  called  as  a  witness  for  the  contestant, 
after  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows,  to  wit,  record,  p.  729: 

Question.  Are  yon  a  resident  of  Darlington  County,  and  were  yon  present  at  the 
general  election  of  November  7,  1876  ? — ^Ai>swer.  I  am,  and  was. 

Q.  Your  occupation  ? — A.  Lawyer. 

Q.  What  was  the  state  of  feeling  between  the  two  political  parties  here  early  in  the 
campaign  f — A.  No  bitterness  in  the  early  part  of  the  contest. 

Q.  What  was  the  state  of  feeling  immediately  preceding  the  election  7 — A.  Very 
bitter. 

Q.  Can  you  account  for  thisf — A.  It  was  the  natural  result  of  the  prolongation  of 
the  contest,  aggravated  by  the  proclamations  of  Governor  Chamberlain  and  President 
Grant. 

Q.  In  your  judgment,  what  effect  had  these  proclamations,  and  the  threatened  and 
actual  introduction  of  troops  into  the  State,  upon  the  two  political  parties  f — ^A.  The 
lots  of  thousands  of  votes  to  the  Democracy. 

Q.  In  your  judgment,  but  for  those  measures,  which  party  would  have  carried  tiiif 
oounty  f — A.  The  I)emocratic  party,  by  several  hundred  votes. 

Q.  What  was  the  purpose  of  the  Democratic  organizations  in  this  county  ? — A.  De- 
fensive, so  far  as  1  know,  and  purely  political. 

Q.  Were  they  military  organizations  ? — A.  They  were  not. 

Q.  Were  you  or  not  an  officer  of  the  club  at  this  place  f — A.  I  was. 

Q.  What  nas  always  been  your  position  in  politics  ? — A.  Always  been  conservative. 
I  was  a  Chamberlain  man  up  to  the  time  of  General  Hampton's  nomination.  I  was 
opposed  to  General  Hampton's  nomination. 

Q.  Have  not  the  Repuolicans  of  this  county  sought  to  pot  you  in  nomination  for 
office? — A.  I  have  been  approached  by  Repuolicaus  of  some  prominence  on  various 
occasions  and  asked  to  allow  my  name  to  be  used  for  office. 
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W.  P.  Gee,  having  been  called  as  a  witness  for  the  contestant,  after 
being  duly  sworn,  t.'Stified  as  follows,  to  wit.  record,  p.  734: 

Qoestion.  Are  yon  a  resident  of  Darlington  Connty,  and  were  yon  present  on  the 
7th  of  November,  1876? — Answer.  Yes;  I  am,  and  was  at  and  voted  at  the  Florencd 
precinct, 

Q.  You  live  in  the  Ebenezer  neighborhood  and  are  by  occupation  a  planter  7 — A  I 
do,  and  am. 

Q.  Did  the  Ebenezer  Democratic  club  ever  drill  with  arms  f — A.  They  did  not. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  of  arms  being  sent  to  the  colored  Republicans  at  Eben- 
ezer preceding  the  election  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  know  that  they  had  them  ;  I  saw  them 
with  them  ;  they  were  breech-loading  rifles ;  they  said  they  were  State  arms. 

Q.  Had  they  ammunition  T — A.  They  had  accoaterments  and  cartridge-boxes,  and 
said  they  had  ammunition. 

Q.  Had  they  had  these  arms  long  before  the  election  ? — A.  It  was  a  short  time  before 
I  saw  them. 

Q.  Did  they  have  them  after  the  proclamations  of  the  governor  and  President  ? — ^A. 
They  still  had  them. 

(To  all  of  the  above  questions  and  answers  relating  to  arms  or  ammunition,  con- 
testee's  counsel  objects:  Ist,  because  it  is  not  in  reply  ;  2d,  it  is  irrelevant  to  any  as- 
pect of  the  case  ;  3d,  as  it  appears  in  the  answers,  the  whole  matter  testified  to  is  a 
matter  of  hearsay  only.) 

Q.  After  these  proclamations,  and  after  the  introduction  of  troops  into  the  State,  did 
you  observe  any  cnange  in  the  colored  voters  f — A.  1  did  not  until  they  came  here ;  then 
I  did. 

(Object  to  question  and  answer  as  cumulative  and  not  in  reply.) 

Q.  In  your Ju«igment,  what  effect  bad  the  proclamation  and  troops  upon  the  colored 
voters  f — A.  Those  that  wouldn't  vote  for  us  manifested  a  spirit  of  not  voting  either 
way,  but  after  the  troops  came  here  they  said  they  would  vote  the  Republican  ticket. 

Q.  Then  yon  think  that  their  presence  hurt  the  Democrats  in  the  election  ?— A.  Ves, 
sir. 

Q.  If  United  States  troops  had  not  been  first  threatened  and  then  introduced  into 
the  State  and  county.  Judging  from  all  you  saw  and  heard  among  the  colored  voters 
during  the  early  stages  of  the  campaign,  what,  in  vonr  Judgment,  would  have  been 
the  result  of  the  canvass  in  Sumter  County  f  Would  the  election  have  gone  Demo- 
cratic or  Republican  f — A.  I  can't  say  for  the  county,  as  I  was  away  from  home  very 
little  during  the  campaign,  but  I  am  sure  a  great  many  more  colored  men  would  have 
voted  the  Democratic  ticket  here,  at  Bishopville,  had  it  not  been  for  the  introductioa 
of  United  States  troops  into  the  State  and  county. 

Q.  State  the  facts  on  which  yon  base  this  judgment. — A.  Before  the  troops  were  in- 
troduced into  Sumter  County,  numbers  of  the  colored  people  expressed  a  desire  and 
willingness  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  with  the  white  people;  but  after  the  United 
States  troops  came  they  ceased  all  communication  with  the  whites,  submitted  them- 
selves entirely  to  the  dictation  and  control  of  their  leaders,  and  appeared  to  oonsitler 
the  presence  of  the  troops  here  as  an  indication  of  the  active  support  of  the  Repub- 
lican party  b^  the  Uuittd  States  Gk>vemment,  and  the  reason  why  they  mu8t  vote  the 
Republican  ticket. 

T,  D.  Foxworth,  record,  p,  68o: 

Q.  Was  there  any  threats  or  intimidation  used  by  Republicans  against  their  own  color 
during  the  campaign  t  If  so,  state  all  you  know  about  this. — A.  Yes,  there  were  threats. 
I  did  not  hear  any  threats;  but  several  of  the  colored  men  told  me  during  the  cam- 
paign, before  the  election,  chat  they  were  afraid  for  their  lives  and  property  if  they 
voted  the  Detiocratio  ticket.  They  said  they  were  threatened  so  by  the  colored  peo- 
ple in  the  neighborhood.  Several  of  the  colored  voters  told  me  that  they  wanted  to 
go  with  the  Democrats  and  would  vote  the  Democratic  ticket,  but  they  were  afraid  for 
their  lives  and  property. 

Q.  If  United  States  troops  had  not  been  first  threatened  and  then  actually  intro- 
duced into  the  State  and  county,  what  would  have  been,  in  your  Judgment,  the  result 
of  the  canvass  in  Sumter  County  f — A.  It  would  have  been  stronger  for  the  Democrats. 
I  think  the  county  would  have  gone  Republican. 

J.  W.  Stnckey,  record,  p.  672: 

Q.  If  United  States  troops  had  not  been  first  threatened,  and  then  introduced  into 
the  State  and  county,  Judging  from  all  you  saw  and  heard  among  the  colored  voters 
during  the  early  stages  of  the  campaign,  what,  in  your  judgment,  would  have  been  the 
result  of  the  canvass  in  Sumter  County  f  Would  the  election  have  gone  Democratic  or 
Republican  t — A.  My  Judgment  and  belief  is  that  if  the  United  States  troops  bad  not 
been  sent  to  the  State  and  county  the  election  would  have  gone  Democratic. 
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Q.  State  the  facts  upon  which  yoa  base  this  Jadgmeiit. — A.  Before  the  troope  were 
sent  into  this  coanty,  nambers  of  colored  voters  expressed  a  desire  and  iutentioo  to 
vote  the  Democratic  ticket  with  the  white  people,  bat  after  the  United  States  troops 
came  they  changed  their  intentions,  appearing  to  be  influenced  by  the  impression  that 
the  ^troops  were  sent  here  to  see  that  they  did  vote  the  Republican  ticket.  • 

M.  E.  McDonald,  record,  p.  667 : 

Question.  What  is  your  age,  and  where  did  you  live  during  the  campaign  ? — Answer. 
Shiloh  Township,  Sumter  County :  age  thirly-four. 

Q.  Where  did  you  vote  on  7th  November  last  f — A.  At  Lynchburg. 

Q.  Did  you  see  John  H.  Legare,  United  States  deputy  marshal,  that  day  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Were  any  troops  stationed  at  Lynchburg  on  that  day  f — A.  Yes ;  about  150  yards 
from  the  polls. 

Q.  Did  John  H.  Legare,  United  States  deputy  marshal,  say  to  yoa  or  within  your 
hearing,  that  those  troops  were  subject  to  his  orders  7~A.  He  was  reading  a  paper, 
which  ne  said  was  United  States  law  of  elections.  He  said  the  campaign  was  over; 
that  all  we  could  do  now  was  to  offer  a  man  a  ticket ;  if  we  went  any  farther  we 
would  render  ourselves  liable.  **  Those  United  States  troops  yonder  are  sent  here  to 
arrest  any  man  that  I  will  point  out.''  He  said  he  did  not  want  to  arrest  any  one,  but 
was  sorry  he  would  have  it  to  do.  Said  there  would  be  fifty  arrests  at  Bishop ville ; 
that  the  man  who  had  been  sent  there  was  a  perfect  tyrant. 

Q.  Was  there  not,  from  United  States  deputy  marshal's  conduct  and  threats  of  what 
he  would  do  with  the  troops,  a  wide-spread  intimidation  among  the  democratic  vo- 
tern ;  and  are  you  not  satisfied  that  many  votes  were  lost  to  the  democrats  at  Lynch- 
bui  g  precinct  by  reason  of  this  conduct  of  Lcgare's  t— A.  Yes,  I  am ;  to  both. 

J.  T.  MclDtosh,  record,  p.  — : 

Question.  What  is  your  age;  where  were  you  during  the  campaign  ? — Answer.  I  am 
twenty-six;  was  in  Lynchburg  Township,  Sumter  County. 

Q.  Were  you  at  Lynchburg  poll  on  7th  November  last? — A.  Ye». 

Q.  Did  you  see  United  States  Deputy  Marshal  John  H.  Legare  about  the  polls  that 
day  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  f — A.  I  heard  him  say  that  the  United  States  troops  were  subject  to 
bis  orders,  and  would  arrest  an^  one  he  ordered  to  be  arrested. 

Q.  Were  you  afraid,  along  with  the  other  people,  to  electioneer  ? — A.  Yes. 

tl.  M.  Sanders,  record,  p.  663: 

Question.  What  is  your  age,  and  where  did  you  live  during  the  campaiga  f — Answer. 
I  am  fifty-five ;  Lynchburg  Township,  Sumter  County. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  J.  S.  Richardson  speak  at  Lynchburg  during  the  campaign  f — A. 
Ye.H  ;  twice,  I  think  ;  once  certainly. 

Q.  Did  he  advocate  force  or  violence  as  a  means  of  carrying  the  election  f — A.  No ; 
he  used  very  strong  arguments  that  if  the  colored  Republicans  would  go  with  the  Dem- 
ocrats we  would  have  a  better  government. 

Q.  Where  were  you  on  day  otelection  f — A.  I  was  here  in  Lynchburg  daring  the  lat- 
ter part  of  the  day. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  of  J.  H.  Legare,  deputy  United  States  marshal,  and  if  so,  what  f~ 
A.  I  beard  that  he  was  taking  down  the  names  of  many  persons,  and  it  was  supposed 
that  they  would  be  carried  to  Charleston. 

Q.  What  were  the  charges  against  the  parties  f — A.  Those  who  took  an  active  part  ia 
electioneering  were  to  be  put  on  the  list ;  also  for  alleged  acts  of  intimidation.  It  was 
a  prevailing  rumor.    Many  of  my  friends  warned  me  to  '^  look  sharp." 

Q.  Such  were  your  fears,  engendered  by  these  rumors,  that  you  were^ery  cautious 
in  electioneering ;  was  it  not  so  f — A.  I  came  here  to  exercise  my  privilege  as  a  free 
citizen  of  speaking  to  the  people  in  the  mildest  and  gentlest  manner  to  induce  them 
to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket ;  but  I  at  once  abandoned  all  idea  of  electioneering,  and 
kept  out  of  Lcgare's  way. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  that  United  States  troops  were  under  Legare's  orders  ? — A.  I  thought 
so ;  I  was  confident  of  it. 

Q.  How  far  were  the  troops  from  the  polls  T — A.  About  two  hundred  yards  or  less, 
and  in  view  outside  of  buildings,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  intimidation  of  blacks  by  blacks? — A.  Cannot  give  in- 
stances, but  I  am  satisfied  tnat  many  colored  persons  who  desired  to  vote  the  Demo- 
crat ticket  were  intimidated  by  their  colored  neighbors. 

A.  H.  Frierson,  record,  p.  661: 

Question.  What  is  your  age  f — Answer.  Fifty-six. 

Q.  Where  did  you  live  during  the  election!— A.  Lynchburg  Township,  Sumter 
County. 
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Q.  Where  did  yon  vote? — A.  At  Lynchburg. 

Q.  Judging  from  what  you  saw  of  the  conduct  of  colored  voters  before  the  intro- 
duction of  the  troops  and  after  their  introduction,  do  you  or  do  you  not  think  that  the 
call  for  an  introduction  of  troops  had  a  decided  effect  upon  the  voters  7 — A.  I  think  it 
had.    p 

Q.  How  ? — A.  T  think  it  prevented  some  of  the  colored  voters  from  voting  the  Dem- 
ocratic ticket.  It  had  been  reported  among  the  colored  people  that  if  they  voted  the 
Democratic  ticket  they  would  be  arrested  by  the  troops. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  blacks  intimidating  others  from  voting  the  Democratic 
ticket? — A.  Not  in  my  personal  observation,  but  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  be- 
lief, there  was  a  wide-si»read  intimidation  of  blacks  by  blacks. 

Q.  J.  H.  Legare  testified  in  his  examination  for  Rainey  that  the  troops  were  a  half 
mile  off  and  not  in  sight ;  is  this  true  or  false  ? — A.  It  is  false.  They  were  fully  in  sight 
and  within  200  yards  of  the  polls. 

Q.  J.  H.  Legare  says  that  he  did  not  say  to  any  one  on  the  day  of  the  election  at 
Lynchburg  that  the  troops  stationed  here  were  subject  to  his  orders  and  would  arrest 
whoever  he  directed  arrested.  Do  you  know  this  to  be  false  ? — A.  I  know  it  to  be 
false. 

Q  Did  Legare  speak  to  yon  on  election-day  on  that  point  ? — A.  Yes.  He  said  those 
troops  (pointing  to  the  tents  which  were  in  sight)  are  subject  to  uiy  order;  exposed 
his  badge  as  United  States  deputy  marshal ;  said  he  was  deputy  marshal,  to  satisfy  me 
that  he  had  authority  over  the  iroops. 

Q.  Did  Legare  electioneer  on  that  day? — A.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  to  prevent  electioneering? — A.  He  said  the  canvass  closed 
yesterday  at  6  o'clock,  and  there  should  be  no  more  electioneering. 

Q.  Did  not  the  statements  of  Legare  l^ave  the  impression  on  your  mind  that  elec- 
tioneering on  that  day  was  a  violation  of  law  of  the  United  States? — A.  Yes;  and  that 
we  were  liable  to  be  arrested  for  it,  and  that  he  had  the  authority. 

Q.  Were  you  not  yourself  so  intimidated  by  the  conduct  and  statements  of  J.  H. 
Legare  as  to  deter  you  from  taking  an  active  part  in  electioneering  that  day? — A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Were  not  the  white  people  generally  intimidated  from  the  same  cause  ?— A.  Yes ; 
several  expressed  themselves  to  me  in  that  way. 

Q.  Did  Legare  take  the  same  pains  to  stop  colored  Republicans  from  electioneer- 
ing ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Were  the  negroes  very  active  ? — A.  They  were.  I  have  seen  as  many  as  three 
after  one,  electioneering. 

R.  Witherspoon,  record,  p.  655: 

Q.  What  is  your  opinion  of  the  effect  of  the  introducing  the  troops  ? — A.  I  think  it 
went  against  the  Democratic  party. 

Q.  Why  ? — A.  I  think  it  made  many  vote  the  Republican  ticket  who  would  not  have 
done  so,  or  would  have  staid  at  home. 

Q.  Do  you  think  the  Republicans  could  have  carried  this  county  without  the  intro- 
duction of  United  States  troops  into  the  State  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  instances  of  colored  Democrats  being  intimidated  by  colored 
Bepublicans? — A.  No;  not  in  my  personal  observation. 

Q.  To  your  best  knowledge  and  belief,  was  there  or  not  a  wide-spread  intimidation 
by  colored  Republicans  of  men  of  the  same  color  who  wished  to  vote  the  Democratic 
ticket  ? — A.  There  was. 

J.  A.  Mills,  record,  p.  656: 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  the  introduction  of  United  States  troops  here  upon  the 
election  ? — A.  It  was  certainly  very  detrimental  to  the  Democratic  cause. 

Q.  Had  it  o^ot  a  bull-dozing  effect  upon  the  colored  voters  ? — A.  It  certainly  kept 
them  in  the  Republican  ranks,  and  prevented  them  from  joining  the  Democrats. 

Q.  To  your  best  knowledge  and  belief,  was  there  or  not  a  wide-spread  intimidation 
by  colored  Republicans  of  colored  men  who  wished  to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  ? — A. 
There  was.  One  colored  voter  told  me  he  would  join  the  Democrats  if  he  was  not 
afraid. 

J.  fl.  WilsoD,  record,  p.  654: 

Q.  What  do  yon  think  of  the  effect  of  introducing  United  States  troops  ? — A.  I  think 
it  was  detrimental  to  the  Democrats.  One  colored  man  asked  me  if  he  would  be  allowed 
to  vote  the  Democratic  ticket  since  the  United  States  troops  had  arrived.  Said  he  had 
been  told  by  other  colored  men  that  they  would  not  be  allowed  to  vote  the  Democratic 
ticket. 

Q.  What  effect  did  the  introduction  of  United  States  troops  have  upon  the  election 
in  this  county  ? — A.  I  think  it  likely  if  they  had  not  come  the  Democrats  would  have 
carried  it. 

Q.  To  your  best  knowledge  and  belief,  was  there  or  was  there  not  a  wide-spread  in- 
timidation of  colored  voters  ? — ^A.  There  was. 
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J.  H.  Cooper,  record,  p.  651 : 

Q.  Have  yoa  not  reason  to  believe  that  there  was  wide-spread  iutimidatioo  ? — A.  I 
believe  that  there  was.  I  was  told  (objection  by  contestee)  by  a  colored  mao  that  he 
wonid  vote  the  Democratic  ticket,  but  feared  that  the  colored  people  would  f  oubie- 
team  on  him  and  beat  him  to  death. 

Q.  Were  there  other  evidences  satisfactory  to  your  mind  T— A.  There  were. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  any  United  States  troops  were  introduced  into  this  county  during 
the  election  f — A.  Yes ;  saw  them  at  Sumter. 

Q.  Where  were  they  stationed? — A.  At  Sumter  Conrt-Honse. 

Q.  Is  that  one  of  the  largest  votinf^r.precinots  in  the  county  ? — A.  It  is. 

Q.  What  is  your  opinion  of  the  effect  upon  the  colored  v< iters  of  the  iatroduction  of 
United  States  troops  into  the  county  during  the  campaign  f 

(Objection  by  contestee.) 

A.  I  think  hundreds  voted  the  Republican  ticket  who  would  have  yoted  the  Demo- 
cratic ticket,  or  would  not  have  voted  at  all. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  that  the  county  could  have  been  carried  by  the  Repablicant 
without  the  use  of  Uuited  States  troops  f — A.  My  opiuion  is  it  would  have  gone  Demo- 
cratic. 

(^,  Why  do  you  say  so  f — A.  I  judge  from  what  has  been  told  me  by  colored  meo. 
At  least  two  of  them  have  told  me  that  the  troops  were  sent  here  to  compel  the  colored 
people  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket. 

J.  A.  Mayes,  record,  p.  647 : 

Q.  From  your  personal  observation,  what  effect  did  the  presence  of  United  States 
troops  have  in  the  county,  upon  the  voters  f — A.  Not  being  in  the  part  of  the  county 
where  troops  were  stationttd,  I  know  nothing  of  my  own  personal  observation. 

Q.  What  is  your  opinion  as  to  the  effect  upon  the  colored  voters  of  the  belief  that 
United  States  troops  were  in  the  county  f 

(Objected  to.) 

A.  Think  it  caused  a  large  portion  of  Republican  voters  to  think  that  United  States 
troops  were  brought  here  for  the  purpose  of  compelling  the  Republican  voters  to  vote 
against  the  Democrats.    This  was  and  still  is  my  opinion. 

Q.  Do  yon  believe  that  the  presence  of  United  States  troops  had  a  ball -dozing  effect 
upon  the  Republican  voters  7 

(Objection  by  contestee.) 

A.  Yes;  I  think  it  did. 

Q.  The  alleged  reason  of  Governor  Chamberlain,  in  his  proclamatioo  calling  for 
troops,  do  you  believe  to  be  the  real  reason  ? 

(Objection  by  contestee.) 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  What  was,  in  your  opinion,  the  real  object  T 

(Ol^ection  by  contestee.) 

A.  I  think  the  real  object  was  to  keep  the  Republican  voters  in  line,  and  to  prevent 
them  from  voting  the  Democratic  ticket. 

Q.  Was  or  wa<«  it  not  done  to  buU-doze  colored  voters  T — A.  That  was  my  impression. 
Governor  Chamberlain,  seeing  that  the  Democrats  were  thoroughly  organized,  had 
troops  brought  into  the  State  to  counteract  that. 

W.  J.  Eees,  record,  p.  636  : 

Q.  You  state  that  had  not  United  States  troops  been  introduced  into  Sumter  County, 
more  colored  people  would  have  voted  the  Democratic  ticket ;  why  so  f — A.  I  think 
the  colored  people  had  be^un  to  show  a  disposition  to  listen  to  Democratic  speakers, 
and  come  out  to  their  meetings:  and,  as  well  as  I  can  recollect,  they  stopped  coming 
to  Democratic  meetings  after  the  troops  arrived.  Only  those  who  wtte  members  of 
the  Democratic  clubs  came  out  after  the  troops  came. 

Q.  You  state  that  if  any  difficulty  should  arise,  the  troops  were  here  to  help  the 
Republicans ;  what  do  vou  mean  by  that  f — A.  I  was  told  by  a  colored  Republican 
that  he  had  been  told  by  his  leaders  that  he  would  not  be  allowed  to  vote,  and  that 
the  troops  were  here  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  that  they  would  be  allowed  to  vote. 

John  H.  Bargess,  record,  p.  632 : 

Q.  How  did  the  appearance  of  troops  here  have  the  effect  of  making  the  colored 
Republicans  believe  that  the  United  States  Gk>vemment  wished  them  u>  vote  the  Re- 
publican ticket? — A.  Before  the  troops  came  here  I  think  the  colored  people  were 
mclined  to  listen  to  us,  but  after  the  arrival  of  the  troops  their  behavior  changed. 

Q.  Did  the  troops  interfere  to  prevent  the  colored  people  ftom  listening  to  you  f— 
A.  They  did  not  directly,  except  through  the  influence  of  their  presence  here. 

Q.  How  did  their  presence  here  interfere  f — A.  I  believe  that  they  were  told  that  the 
troops  were  sent  here  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up  the  Republican  ranks. 
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Q.  From  all  yoa  saw  and  heard  during  the  oampaign,  what,  in  yoar  judgment,  would 
have  been  the  result  of  the  election  in  Sumter  County  had  the  United  States  troops 
not  have  been  introduced  into  the  State  and  into  the  county  f — A.  I  think  the  Demo- 
cratic candidates  would  have  received  very  many  more  votes  than  they  did  receive. 

Q.  Gfve  the  reason  on  which  yon  found  your  judgment? — A.  lu  ray  opinion  the  ap- 
pearance of  troops  here  had  the  effect  of  making  the  colored  Republicans  believe  that 
the  United  States  Government  wished  them  to  vote  the  Republican  ticket. 

Bat  your  committee  can  camber  this  record  with  no  further  extracts 
from  the  testimony  on  this  point.  Many  other  witnesses  testified  snb- 
stantially  as  those  whose  evidence  is  cited.  There  cannot  remain  a  doubt 
in  the  impartial  mind  that  the  sending  of  the  troops  of  the  United  States 
into  South  Carolina  and  the  uses  made  of  their  presence  did  produce  a 
marked  and  controlling  effect  upon  the  result  of  the  election,  amply  suf- 
ficient of  itself  to  justify  3'our  committee  in  declaring  the  election  null 
and  void. 

But  even  had  no  effect  been  proven,  we  are  not  prepared  to  say  but 
that  their  very  presence  at  the  polling-places,  the  mere  fact  of  their  being 
sent,  without  proof  of  effect,  would  of  itself  be  sufficient  to  set  aside  and 
annul  the  election.  Our  English  ancestors,  from  whom  our  laws  and 
ideas  of  constitutional  freedom  are  derived,  have  been  wisely  jealous  of 
the  slightest  tampering  or  interference  with  an  election  by  the  govern- 
ment, and  especially  through  its  armed  forces. 

Over  one  hundred  years  ago  an  English  statute  declared  the  will  of 
Englishmen  on  this  subject  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Kin^s  most  excellent  Majesty,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Lords,  spiritufJl  and  temporal,  and  Commons  in  Parliament  assembled, 
and  by  the  authority  of  the  same.  That  when  and  as  often  as  any  election  of  any  peer 
or  peers  to  represent  the  peers  of  Scotland  in  Parliament,  or  any  member  or  members 
to  serve  in  Parliament,  shall  be  appointed  to  be  made,  the  Secretary  at  War  for  the 
time  being,  or  in  case  there  shall  be  no  Secretary  at  War,  then  snch  person  who  shall 
officiate  in  the  place  of  the  Secretary  at  War,  shall,  and  is  hereby  required,  at  some 
convenient  time  before  the  day  appointed  for  snch  election,  to  issue  and  send  forth 
proper  orders,  in  writing,  for  the  removal  of  every  such  regiment,  troop,  or  company , 
or  other  number  of  soldiers  as  shall  be  quartered  or  billeted  in  any  such  city,  bor- 
ough, town,  or  place  where  such  election  shall  be  appointed  to  be  made,  out  of  every 
su^  city,  borough,  town,  or  place,  one  day  at  the  least  before  the  day  appointed  for 
such  election,  to  the  distance  oi  two  or  more  miles  from  such  city,  borough,  town,  or 
place,  as  aforesaid,  until  one  day  at  the  least  after  the  poll  to  be  taken  at  sucli  election 
shall  be  ended  and  the  poll-books  closed. 

It  is  saddening  to  the  political  student  to  read  this  statute  and  then 
reflect  that  one  hundred  years  later  a  government  which  boasts  its  free- 
dom the  most  enlarged  and  enlightened  that  men  have  ever  enjoyed, 
should  send  troops  into  the  very  presence  of  the  voters  to  overawe  and 
control  an  election. 

And  another,  the  greatest  of  law- writers,  perhaps,  declares: 

And  as  it  is  essential  to  the  very  being  of  Parliament  that  electious  should  be  ab- 
solutely free,  therefore  all  undue  influences  upon  the  electors  are  illegal  and  strongly 
prohibited.  For  Mr.  Locke  ranks  it  among  those  breaches  of  trust  in  the  executive 
magistrate  which,  according  to  his  notions,  amounts  to  a  dissolution  of  the  govern- 
ment,  '^  if  he  employs  the  force,  treasure,  and  offices  of  the  society  to  corrupt  the  repre- 
sentatives or  openly  to  pre-engage  the  electors  and  prescribe  what  manner  of  persons 
shall  be  chosen.  For  thus  to  regulate  candidates  and  electors,  and  new-model  the 
ways  of  elections,  what  is  it,"  says  he,  "  but  to  cut  up  the  government  by  the  roots  and 
poison  the  very  fountain  of  public  security  ?"  As  soon,  therefore,  as  the  time  and  place 
of  election,  either  in  counties  or  boroughs,  are  fixed,  all  soldiers  quartered  in  the  place 
are  to  remove,  at  least  one  day  before  the  election,  to  the  distance  of  two  miles  or 
more,  and  not  to  return  till  one  day  after  the  poll  is  ended.  (Blackstone's  Commen- 
taries, vol.  1,  p.  177.) 

And  this  has  been  the  underlying  doctrine  of  all  the  English  decisions 
in  cases  of  interference  with  elections. 
At  an  election  held  for  member  of  Parliament  for  Westminster,  over 
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ODe  hundred  and  thirty  years  ago,  by  order  of  three  magistrates,  a  body 
of  English  troops  were  marched  up  and  halted  in  the  churchyard  of 
St.  Paul,  Govent  Oarden,  very  near  the  polls,  where  the  balloting  was 
proceeding.  Upon  being  informed  of  this  fact  by  the  Speaker,  the 
House  of  Commons  passed  unanimously  the  following  resolution  : 

That  the  presence  of  a  regular  body  of  armed  soldiers  at  an  election  of  members  to 
serve  in  Parliament  is  a  high  infringement  of  the  liberties  of  the  sabject,  a  manifest 
violation  of  the  freedom  of  elections,  and  an  open  defiance  of  the  laws  and  constitution 
of  this  kingdom. 

And  by  the  order  of  the  House  the  three  offending  magistrates  were 
arrested  and  brought  to  its  bar  and  compelled  to  kneel,  in  which  posi- 
tion they  were  reprimanded  by  the  Speaker  for  the  breach  of  English 
liberty  in  daring  to  procure  the  presence  of  troops  at  an  election  for 
member  of  Parliament;  and  this  was  history  thirty-tive  years  before 
the  firing  of  the  first  gun  of  the  American  Revolution ;  it  was  law  and 
recognized  as  such  by  a  government  which  then  claimed  the  right  to 
impose  taxation  without  representation,  and  which  had  not  relaxed  the 
prerogatives  of  the  crown  and  taken  on  that  spirit  of  liberty  which  dis- 
tinguishes the  British  Government  to-day.  The  underlying  idea  was 
that  the  representatives  of  the  people  should  come  free  and  antram- 
meled  from  a  free  and  untrammeled  people;  that  the  body  of  the  Com- 
mons, being  the  representatives  of  the  people  and  a  check  in  favor  of  pop- 
ular liberty  against  the  kingly  power,  should  be  in  the  method  of  their 
election  free  from  all  kingly  influences.  For  if  the  king  could  interfere 
and  control  the  elections,  and  overawe  the  people,  and  occasion  the 
election  of  his  creatures  and  partisans,  then  would  this  great  represent- 
ative body  but  be  the  slave  and  tool  of  the  king,  and  the  triumph  of 
the  one-man  power  over  the  people  was  accomplished.  Such,  indeed,  is 
the  spirit  and  tenor  of  all  the  English  decisions. 

But  we  are  asked  by  contestee's  counsel  to  go  into  a  critical  examina- 
tion of  the  testimony  and  to  endeavor  to  ascertain  the  exact  results  of 
the  intimidating  influences.    He  contends  that  undue  influence  in  an 
election  must  be  shown  to  have  affected  the  result  materially.    In  this 
he  is  in  the  main  correct.    In  the  entire  district  over  34,000  votes  were 
polled.    Only  about  500  witnesses  were  examined,  and  many  of  these 
in  regard  to  facts  other  than  the  subject  of  intimidation.    It  is  impossi- 
ble to  tell  the  exact  change  produced  by  the  intimidating  influences, 
nor  is  it  essential.    It  is  sufficient  that  three  hundred  witnesses,  white 
and  colored,  Democratic  and  Republican,  and  some  of  them  men  of  the 
highest  character, swear  positively  to  the  general  widespread  and  pow- 
erful influence  and  change  produced  by  the  intimidating  influences. 
McOrary's  Law  of  Elections  lays  down  the  rule,  p.  326,  which  we  regard 
as  correct:  ''If  the  violence  and  intimidation  have  been  so  extensive 
and  general  as  to  render  it  certain  that  there  has  been  no  free  and  fair 
expression  by  the  great  body  of  electors,  then  the  election  must  be  set 
aside,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  in  some  of  the  precincts  or  counties 
there  was  a  peaceable  election."    And  in  the  Canada  case,  already  quoted 
from.  Justice  Ritchie  said  in  delivering  his  opinion,  ''And  though  I  have 
no  means  of  computing  or  ascertaining  the  exact  extent  of  the  terror  or 
undue  influences,  it  was  still  in  my  opinion  such  and  so  great  an  inter- 
ference with  the  freedom  of  the  elections  as  demands  that  the  election 
should  be  annulled."    That  these  undue  influences  were  general  and 
powerful  and  caused  the  greatest  change  is  admitted  by  the  counsel 
for  contestee,  himself  a  Carolinian  and  a  gentleman  of  great  attain- 
ments. 
On  pp.  58  and  59  of  his  brief,  after  giving  a  fearful  picture  of  the  ruin 
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aud  desolation  brought  on  Soath  Carolina  by  her  carpet-bag  rulers,  he 
continues : 

At  last  this  condition  of  thin^  became  nnendnrable.  The  better  class  of  Repabli- 
cans,  the  more  intelligent  and  industrions  of  the  colored  people  themselves,  felt  aud 
acknowledged  that  social  existence  was  in  danger. 

Early  in  1876  preparations  were  made  for  the  fall  elections.  At  first  it  was  uncer- 
tain whether  the  white  Democrats  would  Join  the  better  leaders  of  the  Republican 
X>arty  and  enable  them  to  reform  and  control  their  following.  In  many  portions  of  the 
State  the  colored  people  themselves  manifested  a  willingness  to  get  rid  of  their  cor- 
rupt and  insolent  leaders.  The  Democratic  party  finally  determined  that  their  only 
secarity  was  to  get  absolute  possession  of  the  government.  They  nominated  General 
Hampton  and  a  full  ticket.  This  nomination  was  a  resurrection  of  life  aud  spirit, 
almost,  I  believe,  entirely,  unparalleled.  From  the  mountain  districts,  in  which  the 
white  Democracy  had  a  snre  majority,  through  the  more  doubtful  middle  districts,  into 
the  very  heart  of  the  coast  districts,  where  the  vast  colored  majority  wern  concen- 
trated, the  enthusiasm  spread.  At  first,  and  to  some  extent,  it  caught  the  sympathy  of 
the  impulsive  negro;  but, as  it  spread,  the  Republicans  found  that  for  tbctn  it  was 
either  union  or  destruction.  The  character  of  the  ticket,  the  declarations  of  the  cam- 
paign, the  astounding  strength  and  passion  of  the  movement,  satisfied  the  Republican 
leaders  that  there  was  no  compromise  to  be  negotiated.  It  was  either  victory  or  such 
a  defeat  as  would  sweep  them  out  of  the  State.  They  selected  as  their  leader  Governor 
Chamberlain,  whose  culture,  ability,  and  honest  effort  at  reform  during  his  past  admin- 
istration made  him  by  far  the  best  representative  they  could  present  to  those  who,  out- 
side of  the  State,  were  watching  the  progress  of  the  conflict.  They  appeakd  to  the 
colored  man  with  even  more  vehemence  tnan  when  they  originally  won  hiui.  There 
was  not  a  prejudice,  an  apprehension,  which  they  did  not  arouse  skillfully.  They 
alarmed  hiin  with  the  prospect  of  disfranchisement,  return  to  slavery.  They  excited 
his-  wives  and  daughters  with  the  fear  of  restoration  to  their  menial  condition  and  the 
prohibition  of  all  tne  smaU  vanities  in  which  they  delighted.  They,  to  a  large  extent, 
succeeded,  and,  as  a  body,  the  negroes,  especially  in  the  old  large  slaveholdinjip  dis- 
tricts— the  former  districts  of  large  estates  and  great  owners — went  back  to  their  old 
convictions.  They  dropped  off  from  the  Democratic  clubs.  They  were  shy  of  talking 
politics  as  in  the  early  summer.  Their  preachers  preached  and  prayed,  aud  their 
women  stormed,  and,  as  a  general  rule,  they  all  voted  the  Republican  ticket. 

Here,  then,  is  the  fair  and  square  admission  of  the  social,  spiritual, 
and  actual  intimidation  of  the  colored  people  over  those  of  their  own 
race  who  thought  to  be  free  enough  to  vote  as  they  pleased. 

And  on  page  62  he  broadly  admits  the  intimidatiug  iufluences  of  the 
troops  by  reason  of  the  argMments  drawn  from  their  coming  into  and 
presence  in  the  State  and  near  the  polls.    He  says,  page  62 : 

The  campaign  of  1876  was  a  contest  between  the  intelligence,  character,  and  prop- 
erty of  the  State  on  one  side,  and  a  ruinous  and  coiTupt  administration  on  the  other. 
The  interests  at  stake  were  so  obvious  that  great  numbers  of  the  colored  people  hesi- 
tated, decided  to  abandon  their  party,  and  promised  to  vote  with  the  Democrats.  But 
the  sending  of  troops  into  the  State  made  them  aware  that  the  great  Rei>ublican  party 
of  the  North  and  the  administration  did  not  sympathize  with  the  Democratic  move- 
ment, thought  it  dangerous  for  the  colored  people  and  threatening  to  the  national  su- 
premacy of  the  Republican  party,  and  under  this  influence  the  vacillating  body  of  col- 
ored voters  went  back  to  their  party  allegiance. 

The  admission  of  his  counsel  is  the  admission  of  contestant;  and 
here  is  his  broad,  open,  frank  admission,  that  the  coming  of  the  troops 
made  a  great  change  in  the  minds  of  ^<  great  numbers  "  of  the  colored 
voters.  And  with  this  admission  on  his  lips  how  can  he  expect  to  retain 
his  seat  heref  He  admits  that  he  holds  it,  not  by  the  choice  of  a  free 
untrammeled  people,  but  by  the  majority  of  a  herd  of  frightened,  dis- 
mayed, duped,  and  terrorized  voters. 

But  contestant,  whose  pacific  and  manly  course  during  the  election,  as 
shown  by  the  record,  and  whose  consummate  ability  in  the  manage- 
ment of  his  cause,  or  rather  the  cause  of  his  people,  has  won  the  highest 
respect  and  sympathy  of  the  committee,  sets  forth  and  shows  that  the 
intimidating  influences  set  on  foot  by  the  Republicans  did  not  reach  or 
affect  the  entire  district;   that  troops  were  sent  into  but  four  of  the 
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eight  couDties  that  constitute  the  district,  and  he  contends  that  the 
intimidated  counties  and  precincts  should  be  thrown  out,  and  the  peace- 
ful counties  and  precincts  counted,  which  being  done,  would  elect  him 
and  entitle  him  to  the  seat.  And  he  cites  the  cases  of  Wallace  v.  Simp- 
son, Sheldon  v.  Hunt,  Sypher  v.  St.  Martin,  Darrall  v.  Bailey,  2d  Bart- 
lett,  pp.  699  to  754. 

It  is  very  true  that  these  cases  were  decided  by  a  Republican  Con- 
giess.  They  do  lay  down  the  doctrine  contended  for  by  the  contestant. 
Party  expediency  might  now  suggest  that  the  Kepublican  party  that 
made  these  precedents  ought  to  be  bound  by  them.  If  we  should  treat 
these  decisions  as  containing  the  true  doctrine  of  elections,  if  we  could 
regard  them  as  other  than  expressions  of  partisan  intolerance,  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  reporting  a  resolution  awarding  the  seat  io 
contest  to  the  contestant. 

But  in  the  first  place  the  undue  and  illegal  influences  exercised  by  the 
Bepublicans  upon  the  colored  people  through  their  social,  religious,  and 
semi-military  organizations  extended  nearly  throughout  the  entire  dis- 
trict; and  in  the  next  place  we  find  troops  sent  into  four  counties  the 
Aggregate  vote  of  which  was  21,691,  while  in  the  other  four  weaker 
counties,  where  there  were  no  troops,  the  vote  was  but  12,987.  To  ex- 
clude 21,691  votes  out  of  a  total  of  34,678  votes  and  count  the  residue 
and  declare  a  result  would  be  to  permit  an  election  by  a  minority. 
This  is  admissible,  it  is  true,  where  the  election  was  fair,  and  all  had  an 
opportunity  to  vote  as  they  chose  and  failed  only  through  apathy. 
Such  is  not  the  case  here  where  34,678  voters  cast  their  ballots.  Bat 
a  very  large  portion  of  these,  sufficient  to  have  changed  the  result,  cast 
their  ballots  under  such  undue  and  illegal  influences  as  to  utterly  de- 
stroy the  fairness  and  freedom  of  the  election.  Under  such  circum- 
stances we  cannot  admit  that  it  would  be  right  to  i>ermit  a  minority  to 
elect.  In  the  case  of  Sypher  cited  above,  the  report  of  the  committee 
which  laid  down  the  doctrine  of  minority  elections  was  expressly  over- 
ruled, vide  McCrary's  Lawof  Elections,  pp.  324,  325,  326. 

The  true  rule  in  such  cases  seems  to  your  committee  to  be,  that  a 
minority  can  only  elect  where  the  jnajority,  with  full  opportunity  and 
facility  to  vote  as  they  choose,  unrestrained  and  nntrammeled  by  undue 
influence,  refrained  through  apathy  or  neglect  from  voting.  But  when 
undue  influence,  terrorism,  intimidation,  or  illegal  influences  have  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  great  mass  of  the  voters,  and  they  have  been 
Influenced,  and  have  voted  subject  to  these  influences,  although  the  full 
and  accurate  extent  of  such  influence  cannot  be  arrived  at,  the  entire 
election  should  be  voided,  although  a  minority  may  have  voted,  free 
from  such  influences,  and  for  this  reason:  The  entire  people  in  such 
case  evinced  a  desire  to  vote.  The  right  of  the  majority  to  rule  is  fun- 
damental. In  such  a  case  the  will  of  the  majorit}'  is  defeated,  fiot  from 
apathy,  but  from  undue  influence.  The  true  remedy  is  to  void  the  elec- 
tion, remove  the  undue  influences,  and  give  the  majority  that  opportu- 
nity to  rule  which  is  its  undoubted  right. 

Your  committee  trusts  that  the  day  of  sending  troops  to  influence  and 
carry  elections  has  gone  by  forever.  In  the  case  of  South  Carolina,  in 
1876,  no  more  flagrant  violation  of  law  and  utter  disregard  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  country  and  the  rights  of  States  and  people  w^as  ever 
shown,  even  under  the  most  tyrannical  forms  and  administrations  of 
government. 

Your  committee  believe  that  troops  were  sent  into  that  State  for  no 
other  purpose  than  to  carry  the  election.  And  in  this  view,  they  sol- 
emnly declare  that,  in  their  opinion,  any  election  in  which  the  influences 
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of  armed  soldiers  are  apparent  to  any  general  extent,  in  which  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  nought  to  interfere  with  its  armed  forces,  and  has 
interfered  so  as  to  cast  doabt  upon  the  result,  ought  ipso  facto  to  be 
voided.  Such  influence  is  poisonous  to  the  very  life  of  free  institutions. 
It  should  be  checked  with  stern  and  prompt  resentment  by  voiding  and 
annulling  any  election  where  such  interference  has  occurred,  and  the 
influence  is  general,  although  impossible  to  estimate  it. 

After  full  and  patient  investigation  of  this  case,  your  committee  con- 
clude that  no  full,  fair,  or  free  election  was  held  in  the  first  Congres- 
sional district  of  South  Carolina  in  November,  1876 ;  and  therefore  re- 
port the  following  resolution  and  recommend  its  adoption  : 

Resolved,  That  there  was  no  free,  fair,  and  peaceable  election  in  the 
first  Congressional  district  of  South  Carolina  in  November,  1876,  and 
that  neither  Joseph  H.  Kainey  or  John  8.  Richardson  is  entitled  to  the 
seat  from  said  district  in  the  Forty  fifth  Congress  by  virtue  of  said  elec- 
tion, and  that  said  seat  is  hereby  declared  vacant. 

H.  Rep.  806 4 


Mr.  HiscoOE  sabmitted  the  followioa:  as  the 
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VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 

A  minorily  of  the  House  Committee  on  Elections  beg  leave  to  submit  the 

following  report : 

We  understand  the  majority  of  your  committee  to  recommend  Mr. 
Eiiuey's  election  to  this  House  be  declared  null  and  void,  and  bis  seat 
vacant,  upon  two  grounds: 

First.  The  colored  electors  of  bis  district  were  deprived  of  the  free 
exercise  of  the  elective  francbise  by  fear  of  violence  to  their  persons 
or  property,  or  social  ostracism  by  people  of  color,  and  to  an  extent  to 
render  it  doubtful,  except  therefor,  if  he,  Mr.  Rainey,  would  have  been 
elected ;  and, 

Second.  The  presence  of  United  States  troops  in  the  Oougressional 
district  upon  and  immediately  previous  to  election  day,  coerced  and 
unlawfully  influenced  the  colored  electors  to  vote  for  Mr.  Rainey  to  an 
extent  to  render  it  doubtful  if  he,  Mr.  Rainey,  would  have  been  elected 
excopt  therefor. 

The  majority  report  indulges  extensively  in  the  history  of  the  State 
of  South  Carolina  for  the  years  intermediate  the  close  of  the  war  and 
the  election,  or  the  opening  of  the  canvass  preceding  the  same. 

The  record  submitted  in  this  case  fails  to  furnish  the  evidence  of  the 
facts  alleged,  and,  in  our  judgment,  the  wailings  over  the  real  or  fan- 
cied past  wrongs  of  the  State  are  as  much  out  of  place  in  the  report  as  a 
discussion  of  the  causes  of  the  war,  or  any  of  its  results,  would  be. 

Our  examination  should  be  limited  to  the  issues  involved,  and  we  con- 
fess to  disappointment  it  should  be  deemed  proper  in  this  case  to  make 
use  of  the  stock  in  trade  of  the  stump-speakers  during  the  last  ten  years 
to  inflame  the  minds  of  the  majority  up  to  the  point  of  dismissing,  un- 
justly, as  we  believe,  a  colored  Representative  from  South  Carolina  from 
this  floor. 

And  it  seems  to  us  the  inflammatory  appeal  is  a  confession  of  the 
weakness  both  of  facts  and  logic  upon  which  to  base  the  action  recom- 
mended to  the  House. 

We  will  first  examine  the  proposition  of  intimidation  of  colored  elect- 
ors by  the  colored  people,  and  social  ostracism  among  themselves  on 
account  of  difference  in  political  views.  And  we  will  at  the  outset  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  law  in  this  or  any  other  country 
enjoying  a  popular  government  and  the  elective  franchise  making  it  a 
crime  for  those  of  adverse  views  to  refuse  to  associate  together.  On 
the  contrary,  the  social  relations  in  political  organizations  are  cultivated 
as  properly  strengthening  them. 

It  is  a  notorious  fact  in  this  country.  Presidential  elections  are  heated ; 
the  i>assions  of  the  people,  male  and  female,  aroused ;  angry  discus- 
sions are  of  the  most  frequent  occurrence,  even  between  members  of 
the  same  family  and  of  the  same  church.  The  press  appeals  to  the 
prejudices ;  monster  public  meetings  are  held  by  the  parlies  respect- 
ively; night  as  well  as  day  is  given  to  political  discussion;  mottoes  and 
songs,  demagogues  and  statesmen  vie  with  each  other  often  in  misstate- 
ments of  fact  or  ridicule.    The  business  of  the  people  is  in  part  sus- 
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pended.    Men  pour  out  their  money  freely  for  the  expenses  of  a  cam- 
paign, to  the  end  it  may  be  conducted  upon  a  plan  to  create  excitement 

We  have  stated  the  facts  in  regard  to  a  Presideutial  campaign  in  the 
most  temperate  community  in  the  United  States;  and  upon  election- 
day  scarce  a  poll  but  will  have  witnessed  heated  political  discussions 
between  personal  friends;  and  we  confidently  appeal  to  the  record  in 
this  case  nothing  occurred  among  the  colored  people  in  Mr.  Rainey's 
Congressional  district  more  violent,  there  were  no  more  extreme  disturb- 
ances of  the  social  relations  on  account  of  political  differences  among 
them,  than  we  have  described,  notwithstanding  so  much  to  which  we 
shall  refer  calculated  to  provoke  extreme  excitement. 

We  now  invito  attention  to  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

General  Hampton  was  nominated  for  governor  of  that  State  by  the 
Democratic  party  about  August  15,  187G. 

We  will  grant,  if  you  please — and  it  is  doubtless  true — bis  supporters 
believed  all  that  has  been  stated  of  misrule  in  the  State. 

It  was  the  determination  of  his  parly  to  elect  him;  believing  in  the 
misrule,  as  they  did,  that  they  were  subjugated  to  the  colored  race  and 
white  adventurers,  they  were  determined  to  regain  the  government  of  the 
State.  Paint  as  vividly  as  you  may  their  real  or  fancied  wrongs,  and 
the  same  language  will  meas^ure  tlieir  excitement,  their  anger,  and  their 
intolerance. 

Previous  to  the  nomination  of  General  Hampton  "  rifle-clubs"  and 
"  saber-clubs"  had  been  formed. 

We  shall,  further  on,  insert  brief  extracts  from  the  evidence  establish- 
ing the  fact ;  and  we  charge  the  record  is  replete  with  it ;  and  we  charge 
there  is  no  conflict  of  evidence  upon  the  point. 

The  nomination  of  General  Hampton  was  followed  by  public  meet- 
ings, addressed  by  him  usually,  and  in  the  first  Congressional  district 
by  the  contestant  also.  At  these  public  meetings  appeared  bands  of 
armed  men,  armed  with  pistols  and  sabers  or  guns,  mounted  on  horses. 
It  was  not  an  infrequent  occurrence.  .  Hundreds  thus  armed  and 
mounted  would  be  in  line— on  one  occasion  as  many  as  1,500  men.  They 
charged  through  the  streets;  they  were  sometimes  attended  with  ar- 
tillery, which  was  discharged.  VVhen  Republican  meetings  were  held 
bands  of  armed  men,  supporters  of  Hampton,  attended  them,  and  de- 
manded for  their  speakers  to  address  the  meetings.  But  we  can  scarcely 
describe  the  condition  of  affairs  more  briefly  or  graphically-  thau  is  done 
by  the  evidence. 

Testimony  of  James  D.  Blandiug,  p.  29: 

Q.  How  loDg  before  the  election  was  the  rifie-club  formed? — A.  Long  before  the 
campaigD  opened. 

Q.  Is  that  the  circniar  yon  iesned  t 

(Circular  produced  and  offered  in  evidence ;  no  objection.) 

A.  It  was,  and  was  widely  distributed.  It  was  the  instructions  of  the  State  execu- 
tive Democratic  committee. 

P.  29: 

Q.  How  many  rifle-clubs  were  formed  in  the  county  of  Sumter  ?— A.  I  heard  of  two- 
one  saber  and  one  rifle  club  in  Sumter. 

P.  28: 

Q.  Did  you  not,  on  Hampton's  day,  see  a  large  number  of  horsemen  f — A.  I  did. 
They  were  Democrats. 

Q.  Did  those  parties  have  side-arms  f — A.  Yes ;  I  saw  some  men  with  pistols. 

Q.  What  was  the  object,  on  Hampton's  day,  of  having  those  men  assembled  f— A.  I 
suppose  to  show  the  numbers  of  the  Democratic  party. 

Q.  Were  they  not  for  the  purpose  of  overawing  the  Republicans  T — A.  I  cannot  say 
fio ;  I  saw  both  parties  meet. 
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A.  J.  Moses,  p.  32 : 

Cross-ozamined  by  Mr.  D.  D.  McCall : 

Q.  What  was  the  object  of  the  formatioD  of  the  riflc-slubs  and  saber-clabsf — A.  To 
protect  the  members  from  the  iavasion  of  an  enemy. 
Q.  What  enemy  did  you  hear  of  f — A.  None. 

P.  33: 

Q.  Was  there  apprehension  in  the  community  of  violence  f — A.  I  know  of  none. 

W.  A.  Cooper,  p.  39 : 

Q.  Did  yon  belong  to  the  rifle-club  at  Mayesvillef — A.  I  did  until  Chamberlain's 
proclamation. 

Q.  What  was  it  formed  for? — A.  For  home  protection. 

Q.  If  there  was  general  peace,  why  raise  a  rifle-club  f — A.  We  wanted  to  be  prepared 
for  the  worst,  and  we  did  not  know  what  was  coming. 

Q.  How  often  did  it  meet? — A.  It  only  met  twice  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Had  they  officers,  and  how  were  they  known  ? — A.  We  had  a  captain  and  an 
orderly  sergeant. 

Q.  What  sort  of  gun  did  yon  have? — A.  A  double-barreled  shot-gun. 

Q.  How  many  of  the  company  had  rifles  f — A.  A  good  many  got  rifles  just  before 
Hampton's  election,  and  some  got  guns  afterward. 

James  A.  Mills,  p. : 

Redirect : 

Q.  You  are  asked  as  to  the  arms  owned  by  the  rifle-olubs  referred  to ;  now,  was  said 
arms  inst  the  shot-guns  or  other  arms  which  the  farmers  had  for  years  ? — A.  They  were. 

Q.  What  was  the  purpose  of  the  organization  ? — A.  Mutual  protection,  friendly  in- 
tercourse, and  to  aid  the  proper  authorities  in  preserving  peace  and  order. 

E.  H.  Deas  sworn,  p.  377  : 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  first  meeting  at  Timmonsville? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Please  state  what  you  saw  that  day. — A.  When  we  got  there  we  found  about 
1,200  or  1,.500  Democrats,  armed  and  dressed  in  red  shirts,  with  rifles, double-barrel 
shot-guns,  and  pistols.  The  Democrats  were  anxious  to  have  a  joint  discussion,  and 
asked  the  county  chairman  would  they  agree  to  it.  He  replied  that  he  could  not  tell 
them  nntil  the  rest  of  the  speakers  would  arrive.  When  B.  F.  Whittmore  with  the 
rest  of  the  speakers  came,  Colonel  Law,  the  Democratic  county  chairman,  with  several 
others,  consulted  with  Mr.  Whittemore  and  others  of  our  speakers  as  to  a  joint  discus- 
sion, and  he  told  him  that  he  would  not  have  a  joint  discussion  under  any  circum- 
stances with  them,  for  they  had  defied  him  to  come  there  to  speak,  and  they  would 
bring  on  a  row.  The  Democrats  said  that  if  they  spoke  at  the  stand  they  would  have 
a  Joint  discussion,  and  we  moved  to  another  place.  They  sent  the  committee  twice 
again  fur  a  joint  discussion,  which  was  put  to  the  meeting  and  refused.  Afterward 
they  came  up  before  we  concluded  the  speaking  and  surrounded  us  on  all  sides. 

Samuel  McDuffie  (colored)  sworn  (p.  420) : 

Question.  Where  do  you  live,  and  how  long  have  you  lived  here  ? — Answer.  Been 
living  in  Sumter  since  shortly  after  the  emancipation. 

Q.  You  are  familiar,  I  suppose,  with  the  character  of  the  last  campaign  ?*— A.  I  am. 

Q.  Was  the  campaign  very  exciting  and  hotly  contested  ? — A.  It  was. 

Q.  State  what  sort  of  a  campaign  was  it ;  what  was  done  by  the  Democrats  during  the 
campaign. — A.  Persuade  the  colored  people  to  come  over  and  vote  with  the  Democrats ; 
if  not,  that  they  would  be  discharged. 

Q.  Did  you  see  anything  like  rifle-clubs  or  organizations  ? — A.  I  have. 

(Objected  to  as  leading.) 

Q.  Wheie  did  you  see  them? — A.  In  Sumter;  they  were  drilling  with  guns;  had 
seven-shooters. 

Q.  When  was  it  yon  saw  the  rifle-clubs  drilling  with  gnus  ? — A.  Before  the  election 
and  after  the  election  ;  saw  them  drilling  night  before  last. 

Harrison  Weatberspoon  sworn,  p.  433 : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  the  rifle- club  at  Bishopville,  or  how  did  you  know  there  was 
one? — A.  I  been  up  there;  saw  some  of  their  guns  and  accouterments,  and  was  told 
by  Tyler  Dixon,  a  colored  Democrat,  that  one  was  in  existence  there. 

Q.  Will  you  say  on  your  oath  that  the  rifle-club  at  Sumter  ever  drilled  after  Gov- 
ernor Chamberlain's  proclamation  disbanding  the  rifle-clubs,  until  the  election  was 
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over! — A.  I  cannot  say  on  my  oath  that  they  drilled  after  the  proclamation  wasitisoed 
bnt  I  can  say  this  on  my  oath,  that  they  were  marching  through  the  streets  with  their 
gons  after  night  after  the  proclamation  was  issued. 

Q.  How  is  it  that  you  have  said,  in  your  answer  to  the  examination-in-chief,  "  that 
they  drilled  once  or  twice  every  week  f  '*— A.  I  said  that  the  ritie-club,  before  the  elec- 
tion, did  drill  ouce  or  twice  a  week  at  the  time  I  found  it  out. 

Q.  Were  there  any  Democratic  rifle-clubs  in  the  county  T — A.  They  were,  and  they 
drilled  ouce  or  twice  every  week. 

Q.  About  what  time  in  the  campai^rn  did  these  clubs  commence  drilling? — A.  They 
eommenci'd  drilling  four  or  five  weeks  before  the  election. 

W.  T.  Andrews,  testifying  of  the  Hampton  meeting  held  Octx)ber  7, 
1876,  says  (p.  478): 

Q.  Pleane  state  any  instances  of  violence  done  to  Republicans  by  Democratic  organi- 
zations.— A.  On  Hampton^s  demonstration  a  large  crowd  of  mounted  men — between 
500  and  1,000 — nome  with  pistols,  and  also  an  artillery  company  from  Columbia  was 
here,  which  paraded  though  the  streets,  the  artillery  firing  in  the  heart  of  the  town 
at  night,  creating  a  great  fear  among  the  Republicans,  both  in  the  country  and  in 
town  ;  seeing  such  crowds  of  mounted  men,  and  the  way  they  went  on,  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  Republican  voters  got  scared.    To  keep  them  from  being  frightened,  our 
Republican  executive  committee  made  and  gave  instructions  throughout  the  county 
that  every  Republican  voter  appear  in  the  town  of  Santee  on  the  next  Saturday,  for 
the  purpose  of  listening  to  speeches  from  speakers  from  abroad,  and  a  large  nnmber 
came  to  town  mounted,  as  instructed.    On  the  same  day  a  large  number  of  Demo- 
crats came  to  town  mounted,  rode  through  our  ranks  two  or  three  times,  and  the  Re- 
publicans got  thoroughly  frightened,  saying  that  there  was  going  to  be  a  row.    Also 
our  meeting  was  disturbed  once  or  twice  in  the  court-house  by  the  Democrat  a,  white 
and  colored.    At  Bishopville,  also,  we  went  up  there  to  make  a  speech,  about  one 
hnndr«-d  mounted  Democrats  were  in  the  town  ;  cursed  our  men  as  we  passed  through 
snd  we  were  informed  that  they  intended  to  break  up  our  meeting  if  we  spoke  ther 
that  day.    We  went  about  a  half  a  mile  from  the  village  and  bad  our  meeting  there. 

H.  M.  K.  Dargan  sworn  (p.  353) : 

Question.  State  what  happened  on  that  day. — Answer.  On  leaving  Darlington,  about 
9  o'clock  a.  m.,  about  fleven  miles  from  here  we  met  the  Timmousville  riile-clnb,  about 
120  strong,  with  red  shirts,  red  flannel  around  their  hats ;  some  bad  yellow  shirts,  also 
red  flannel  around  their  bats.  A  few  words  passed  between  Democrats  and  Republicans. 
Some  of  the  Democrats  said  that  we  would  meet  to-night  on  the  way  back,  and  we  git 
yon  then.  We  then  went  on  to  Timmousville.  About  an  hour  after  getting  there 
speaking  commenced ;  during  the  speaking  things  were  very  q  niet.  After  the  speaking 
was  over  we  bad  a  torchlight  procession — marched  around  the  town ;  coming  out  of 
town  we  met  the  same  rifle-club  returning,  and  they  attempted  to  break  through  our 
procession,  and  they  said,  ''  You  will  have  to  go  around,  as  we  are  not  going  to  give 
the  way."  W^e  thought  best  to  go  around  them ;  after  we  gone  around  them  they  went 
on  to  Timmousville. 

Q.  Where  were  you  on  the  day  of  election  T— A.  At  Timmousville. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  colored  men  being  shut  up  the  night  previous  to  the 
election  in  that  town  f 

(Objection  to  question  as  soliciting  answer.) 

A.  1  do.  I  got  there  on  the  morning  of  the  day  of  election  about  5  o'clock  ;  workini 
up  town,  I  heard  a  crowd  of  men  in  a  hall.  I  asked  some  one  outside  what  they  wer  3 
doing  in  there;  they  stated  that  the  Democrats  had  shut  those  colored  men  up  iu  there 
the  night  previous  to  keep  them  from  deceiving  the  Democrats  in  voting  the  Democratic 
ticket.  I  btaid  there  until  it  was  time  for  voting,  and  I  saw  about  twenty-flve  or  thirty 
colored  men  coming  out,  and  a  white  man  had  each  of  them  by  the  arm.  I  followed 
them  to  the  place  of  voting  ;  after  each  white  man  voted,  the  white  man  would  hand 
a  ticket  to  the  colored  man  he  had  by  the  arm  and  make  him  vote  it,  and  both  would 
come  out  together  after  they  had  so  voted,  and  then  would  turn  the  colored  men  loose. 
About  six  white  policemen  were  at  that  poll,  and  prevented  Republicans  from  voting 
nntil  that  crowd  got  through  voting.  During  the  day  white  Democrats  came  to  the  polls 
dressed  in  difierent  costumes,  representing  different  rifle-clubs,  some  with  the  pistols 
strapped  outside  of  their  clothes;  not  more  than  twenty  or  twenty-five  white  men  were 
there  that  day,  except  dressed  as  above.  Pistols  were  drawn  once  on  a  colored  man  on 
account  of  his  voting  the  Republican  ticket;  also  I  was  threatened  for  discharging  my 
duties  as  a  deputy  United  States  marshal,  and  they  went  on  so  bad  that  I  had  to  call 
on  the  United  States  troops  there.  After  they  drew  a  pistol  on  that  man,  I  went  up  to 
him,  trying  to  quiet  him,  and  they  made  threats  to  me  that  if  I  did  try  to  quiet  this 
man  tliry  cursed  me  and  said  that  they  would  shoot  hell  out  of  me  before  I  would 
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get  away  from  there.  I  told  them  that  I  was  a  United  States  depaty  marshal,  and 
m  the  discbarge  of  my  duties,  and  they  told  me  they  did  not  give  a  damn  for  my  mar- 
shalship.  While  writing  a  note  to  the  commanding  officer  of  the  soldiers  these  parties 
got  away.  While  counting  the  votes,  the  house  whore  the  polls  were  in  was  crowded 
by  both  parties.  I  heard  a  Damocrat  say  that  if  the  Republicans  outconnted  them  at 
that  poll  that  they  raise  hell  with  them  and  take  the  box ;  also  a  speech  was  made 
that  day,  right  at  the  poll,  to  the  effect  that  if  the  Republicans  did  not  vote  with  them 
so  that  they  could  get  rid  of  the  damn  rascals,  that  they  had  the  land  and  the  money, 
and  they  would  neither  renc  them  land  nor  hire  them. 

Joseph  Douglas  sworn  (p.  366) : 

Q.  At  which  poll  were  you  at  during  the  election  T — A.  At  poll  No.  1.  In  the  morn- 
ing, at  gray  daylight,  it  was  raining  pretty  rapid ;  I  got  up  and  dressed  myself;  went 
up  to  see  about  tickets ;  got  tickets ;  came  on  back.  I  met  about  150  Democrats  there. 
I  waited  for  a  considerable  time  until  most  of  them  voted ;  spoke  to  Col.  J.  A.  Law,  the 
Democratic  chairman,  and  told  him  that  I  had  some  friends  to  vote,  and  he  said, ''  Yon 
can't  come  in,  Douglas.''  I  replied,  ''Colonel,  your  men  have  voted,  let  them  get 
out  of  the  way.''  He  replied,  "That  is  my  business."  I  said,  "Colonel, you  treat 
me  with  contempt  this  morning ;  the  men  done  voted  are  to  get  out  of  the  way." 
He  told  his  men  to  keep  their  places.  I  then  saw  him  take  a  colored  man,  Peter  Mc- 
Keever,  by  the  hand,  lead  him  up  to  the  poll,  put  a  ticket  into  his  hand,  and  voted  the 
Democratic  ticket.  He  then  took  another  one,  Joe  Dicks,  by  the  hand  and  do  the  same 
thing.  Stepped  out  again ;  got  Jack  King  by  the  hand  and  gave  him  the  same  ticket 
to  vote ;  and  then  I  said,  "  Colonel,  I  don't  like  this ;  you  give  us  no  showing."  To 
which  he  replied,  "  I  don't  calculate  to  give  yon  a  showing."  I  asked  him  why.  His 
reply  was,  '*  We  don't  intend  to  live  under  radical  rule  any  more."  I  said,  "  Colonel, 
we  beat  you  anyhow."  He  replied,  **  If  yon  do  you  are  sorry  for  it.  If  yon  do  beat  uh 
by  the  ballots  we  beat  you  by  the  bullets.  I  know  where  yon  got  your  guns  stacked." 
I  said,  "  We  don't  vote  with  guns ;  we  vote  with  ballots."  The  men  I  alluded  to  were 
all  colored  men  Colonel  Law  took  by  the  hand. 

Then  some  one  called  Mr.  Whittemore^  who  was  a  United  States  depnty  marshal. 
Mr.  Wbittemore  said  to  him,  "  Colonel  Law,  after  your  men  voted  yon  are  to  give 
way  to  others."  He  said  to  Mr.  Whittemore,  '*  This  is  none  of  your  damned  busineas" ; 
but  Mr.  Whittemore  said,  **  You  must  give  way.  I  am  deputy  marshal,  and  I  must  see 
right  and  justice  go  on."  Mr.  Law  then  said,  "I  regard  you  no  more  than  any  other 
citizen."  Mr.  W^hittemore  then  said,  "  I  don't  want  you  to  regard  me  any  more  than 
any  other  citizen,  but  I  want  the  right  to  be  done,"  he  replied.  Colonel  Law  said, 
**  Your  men  have  their  arms  stacked,  and  I  know  all  about  it."  Mr.  Whittemore  said, 
^*  What  arms  have  they  f  "  He  said,  **They  have  j^uns  concealed  in  jail."  Mr.  Whit- 
temore called  me  and  asked  me  about  it.  I  told  hun  a  few  were  there,  and  I  had  them 
locked  up,  and  would  not  let  any  one  have  them  until  the  election  was  over,  but  that 
they  were  not  a  circumstance  to  the  gnus  the  Democrats  had  in  the  drug  store,  where 
they  had  150  or  more.  Then  Colonel  Law  gave  orders  to  his  men  to  give  way,  which 
they  did.  Colonel  Edwards  then  took  old  man  Gaston  by  the  hand  and  made  him 
vote  the  Democratic  ticket,  which  he  did,  crying.  After  that  Colonel  Law  said  to  Mr. 
Whittemore  in  my  presence  that  he  would  not  disturb  the  election  any  more.  The 
soldiers  camped  on  the  hill  by  Swift  Creek,  and  the  Democrats  reported  to  them  that 
we  had  guns  ab  the  jail,  and  they  pnt  a  guard  there  about  the  time  the  polls  closed, 
and  kept  them  there  until  10  o'clock  next  day.  We  had  no  other  disturbances  at 
that  poll. 

J.  A.  Smith  sworu  (testifying  of  the  Timuonsville  meeting): 

Q.  Please  tell  us  what  occurred  at  that  meeting. — A.  Seeing  the  Democrats  bearing 
arms,  school-boys  from  twelve  to  fifteen  years  old,  seeing  those  men  in  arms,  I,  as  the 
county  chairman,  fell  that  it  would  not  be  safe  for  a  joint  discussion.  I  consulted 
with  the  Democratic  county  chairman  and  the  other  leading  Republicans.  The  connty 
chairman,  on  the  part  of  the  Democrats,  promised  that  he  would  guarantee  that  there 
would  not  be  any  collision,  but  the  leading  Republicans,  with  me  as  chairman,  with 
the  threatening  outlook,  were  not  willing  to  risk  it,  and  withdrew  the  Republicans  a 
half  of  a  mile  from  the  stand  that  was  built  jointly,  and  commenced  speaking.  We 
were  not  interrupted,  only  by  a  Democratic  committee  of  five,  to  iusist  on  a  joint  dis- 
cussion. We  refused  a  second  time,  seeing  that  the  violence  was  still  existing,  and 
we  went  on.  Towards  the  end  of  the  speaking,  the  second  committee  of  five  came  to 
ask  us  if  they  could  come  to  listen  to  the  speeches,  and  were  allowed  to  do  so.  They 
came,  between  three  and  four  hundred,  mounted  and  footmen,  and  armed  with  sixteen- 
shooter  double-barrel  guns.  One  Bill  Oliver  had  a  wallet  of  pistols.  They  came  up 
and  surrounded  the  wagon  on  which  we  w^erc  speaking.  The  Republicans  then  ad- 
journed and  left. 
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Q.  The  William  Oliver  that  you  speak  of,  don't  you  know  that  he  has  for  the  last 
four  years  resisted  and  defied  the  process  of  the  law  in  thiscoanty  T — A.  He  has. 

Q.  On  the  occasion  of  this  meeting  at  Timmonsville,  did  yon  not  consider  a  col- 
lision or  bloodshed  as  imminent  f — A.  It  was  imminent.  Colored  people  were  fright- 
ened, and  so  much  so  during  the  first  speech  that  the  colored  people  commenced  to  ran 
as  soon  as  they  learned  that  the  Democrats  were  coming  down.  There  was  some  noise. 
I  think  a  horse  broke  loose,  and  they  commenced  to  run.    I  begged  them  to  be  easy. 

Dr.  John  Luuney  sworn  (pp.  374,  377): 

Question.  Did  you  attend  the  second  meeting  at  Timmonsville  f — Answer.  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  remember,  as  you  were  going  to  Timmonsville  that  day,  seeing  the  rifle- 
olub  coming  from  that  point  ? — A.  I  do.  We  met  them  on  the  road,  and  they  cursed 
and  abused  us  as  we  passed. 

Q.  How  were  they  dressed  and  armed  f — A.  Some  had  red  shirts,  others  pieces  of  red 
flannel  on  their  hats,  some  had  red  flannel  on  their  boots,  and  had  pistols  strapped 
around  them  on  the  outside. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  coming  out  of  Timmonsville  that  night  by  the  Republi- 
cans 7 — A.  I  do.  We  had  to  halt  a  long  time  in  order  to  avoid  a  collision  with  the 
rifle-clubs  that  were  returning  to  Timmonsville. 

Q.  Yon  are  an  intelligent  man  ;  and  I  will  ask  you  if  the  Republicans  of  this  connty, 
from  the  demonstrations  and  conduct  of  the  Democrats,  were  not  in  constant  appre- 
hension of  collision  and  bloodbhed  during  the  campaign  ? — ^A.  We  were ;  and  it  was 
only  prevented  by  the  greatest  forbearance  on  the  part  of  the  Republicans,  and  it 
was  averted. 

Q.  Contestant's  attorney  has  introduced  in  the  cross-examination  (in  evidence,  Ex- 
hibit A,  page  71)  a  pledge  universally  adopted  in  this  county  by  the  land-owners. 
What  effect  did  pledges  of  this  sort,  and  the  violent  demonstration  of  the  Democrats 
have  upon  the  colored  voters  f — A.  Jt  compelled  a  great  many  to  vote  the  Democratie 
ticket  who  otherwise  would  not  have  done  so. 

Q.  What  efiect  did  the  introduction  of  troops  have  upon  the  colored  voters  of  this 
county  f — A.  It  had  no  effect,  except  to  give  them  assurances  of  protection  to  vote  as 
they  pleased.  The  majority  did  not  know  that  the  troops  were  here,  and  they  were 
not  seen  at  or  near  the  polls  during  t  he  election. 

C.  R.  Howe  sworn  (p.  401): 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  acts  of  violence  or  demonstrations  of  violence  on  the  part  of 
Democrats  during  the  campaign? — A.  I  do.  I  heard  of  the  demonstrations  made  at 
the  first  Timmonsville  meeting  by  the  Democrats;  was  at  the  second  meeting  at  Tim- 
monsville, and  saw  violent  demonstrations.  Saw  the  Democrats  at  Darlington  turn 
out  with  arms,  dressed  in  red  shirts;  this  was  common  during  the  campaign.  I  knew 
more  of  Marion  Connty  than  of  Darlington  County;  they  had  rifle-clnbs  all  over  the 
county.  The  sheriff  of  the  county  was  a  captain  of  a  saber-club.  The  clab  in  the 
town  of  Marion  practiced  in  the  Masonic  Hall,  drilling  every  Tuesday  night,  up  to 
the  election.  On  Hampton's  day  they  turned  out  with  red  shirts  and  pistols  bucKled 
around  them,  which  was  after  the  proclamations.  During  the  campaign  a  colored 
man  was  killed  at  Simon  Crawford's,  and  he  had  to  leave  the  county,  and  is  in  Colum- 
bia now.  lu  Marion  Connty  the  colored  people  were  greatly  alarmed  on  account  of 
the  demonstrations  made  by  the  Democrats,  and  many  culored  people  staid  away  from 
the  polls  on  that  account  and  for  fear  of  losing  their  places. 

D.  D.  McOall  sworn  (pp.  403,  404,  405): 

Q.  What  effect  hrtd  the  presence  of  troops  upon  the  voters  of  the  county  f — A.  None 
whatever,  in  my  opinion,  towards  changing  the  vote  of  a  single  white  or  colored  voter. 
There  was  one  company  of  about  fifty-six  men  in  the  county,  and  stationed  on  day  of 
election  at  Hennettsville,  Brownsville,  and  lied  Blufif  polls;'  and  I  have  heard  promi- 
nent Democrats  as  well  as  Republic  ins  say  they  did  not  affect  the  voting  in  any  way. 
On  the  day  the  troops  came  into  tbe  county  the  Republicans  were  holding  at  Bennetts- 
ville  the  only  connty  mass-meeting  held  by  them  after  the  opening  of  the  campaign. 
A  large  number  of  mounted  Democrats  appeared  in  town  on  horseback,  it  was  said, 
to  divide  time,  and  bad  one  or  more  Democratic  speakers  from  abroad.  When  the 
Democrats  found  the  troops  were  coming  they  marched  in  procession  on  horseback, 
four  or  five  hundred  strong,  waving  tlags  and  hats,  out  about  a  mile,  to  meet  the  troops, 
and  marched  with  them  into  town,  cheering,  &c.,  and  in  no  way  attemptcyd  to  divide 
time  or  interrupt  the  Republican  meeting,  although  they  had,  before  it  was  generally 
known  that  troops  would  be  on  hand,  assembled  in  large  numbers  from  all  parts  of  the 
county,  coming  into  the  town  in  companies,  with  flags,  officers,  &c. 

Q.  How  was  the  campaign  conducted? — A.  With  unusual  excitement  and  bitterness, 
and  with  demonstrations  entirely  new  in  Marlborough  County.    I  refer  to  mounted 
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processions  of  Democrats.  On  the  8th  of  September  I  saw  a  large  number  of  Demo- 
crats from  Marlborough  and  Marion  County  pass  my  spring  place  on  horseback  and  in 
buggies,  armed  mostly  with  guns,  going  to  meet  Mr.  VVhittemore,  a  Republican  from 
Darlington  County,  who  it  was  reported  had  come  over  into  Marlborough  ;  this  report 
proved  unfounded.  On  Hampton's  day,  in  B^nnettsville,  a  large  mounted  procession, 
composed,  say,  of  one  thousand,  rode,  cheering  and  hallooing,  at  a  gallop  through  the 
town,  and  on  the  day  of  the  Republican  mass-meeting,  referred  to  before,  the  Demo- 
crats were  out  in  procession,  on  horseback,  in  strong  force,  and  the  excitement  was  in- 
tense. Any  little  difficulty  on  this  day  between  a  white  and  colored  man  might  have 
led  to  the  sacrifice  of  a  great  many  lives. 

I  heard  one  of  the  delegates  to  the  Democratic  State  convention  which  nominated 
Hampton  say,  after  he  came  home,  that  **  they,  the  Democrats,  were  determined  to 
have  heaven  or  hell,  one.''  I  heard  Colonel  Yeoromaos,  one  of  the  Democratic  speak- 
ers on  Hampton's  day,  say,  in  the  presence  of  Hampton,  in  his  speech,  that  they  in- 
tended to  carry  the  election ;  and,  if  they  did  not,  that  there  were  in  the  State  twice 
ten  thousand  men  who  were  prepared  to  know  the  reason  why.  Col.  J.  S.  Richardson, 
in  his  speech  on  this  occasion,  in  speaking  more  particularly  to  the  colored  people 
present,  stated  that  under  Republican  rule  in  this  State  no  white  man  had  ever  been 
convicted  of  murder  for  killing  one  of  their  color,  and  asked  them  for  this  reason 
to  support  the  Democrats,  saying  they  could  and  would  protect  them  from  such 
things. 

In  speaking  of  rifle-clnbs,  I  would  like  to  state  one  matter  within  my  knowledge. 
At  the  May  or  January  term  of  court  in  Marlborough,  1876,  a  white  man  by  the  name 
of  Ross  was  convicted  in  court  of  general  sessions  for  a  misdemeanor,  but  run  away 
before  sentence;  the  judge  sealed  the  sentence  and  a  bench-warrant  was  issued  for 
defendant  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  sheriff.  During  the  campaign  Ross  made 
his  appearance  in  the  county  and  rode  in  the  Hampton  procession  in  Bonnettsville,  and 
the  sheritf  received  a  note  from  the  county  democratic  chairman,  advising  him  not  to 
attempt  the  arrest  on  that  day,  owing  to  excitement,  <&c.  Shortly  afterward,  say  a 
week  or  more,  one  Powers  came  to  me,  solicitor  of  the  circuit,  saying  that  Ross  belonged 
to  the  same  club  with  him,  and  that  they  were  determined  to  protect  him  and  keep 
bim  from  being  arrested  or  going  to  jail  on  the  sentence  of  the  court,  and  he  has  never 
been  arrested  yet.  I  brought  this  to  the  attention  of  Judge  Townsend,  the  presiding 
judge  of  the  circuit. 

Labrt  Aiken,  sworn  (testifying  as  to  Darlington,  p.  331): 

Q.  Was  the  campaign,  on  the  part  of  the  Democrats  in  this  connty,  conducted  peace- 
ablr,  or  with  a  great  show  of  violence? — A.  They  expected  to  carry  the  election  with 
violence,  and  did  appear  that  they  intended  to  carry  the  election  by  storm.  The  very 
day  a  colored  man  was  shot,  on  tlie  day  General  Hampton  spoke,  and  I,  as  town  mar- 
shal, arrested  the  man  and  put  him  in  the  guard-house,  and  just  after  that  up  came  the 
whole  Hampton  cavalry  and  run  another  colored  man  in  the  gate  with  pistols  pointed 
at  him,  and  the  man  was  taken  out  of  the  guard-house  and  released,  his  fine  being 
paid.  At  Timmonsville  I  attended  both  Republican  meetings.  At  the  first  one  I  saw 
about  five  hundred  armed  Democrats  with  rifles  and  bayonets,  and  we  moved  from  the 
first  place  we  occupied  on  account  of  threats.  A  joint  platform  was  built  by  Demo- 
crats and  Republicans,  and  on  the  day  the  Republicans  held  their  meeting  they  with- 
drew from  the  platform  on  account  of  threats.  We  went  away  a  half  a  mile  and  held 
our  meeting.  Mr.  Whittemore  was  speaking.  Two  Democrats  cocked  their  guns  to 
shoot  him,  and  they  did  not  shoot  him,  because  my  men  were  there  and  cocked  their 
guns  at  them. 

Q.  After  they  had  returned  to  Timmonsville,  and  found  the  Republicans  there,  did 
they  not  make  threats  and  demonstrations  of  violence  there  f — A.  They  did. 

Q.  On  Hampton's  day,  in  the  town  of  Darlington,  about  how  many  armed  white 
mounted  men  were  in  the  procession  f — A.  About  four  hundred  armed  men  on  horse- 
back. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  as  to  whether  the  rifle-club  you  mentioned  of  being  in 
the  town  had  rifles  or  not  ? — A.  I  know  there  were  rifles  here,  brought  in  boxes  rrom 
the  depot  by  the  Democrats,  and  stored  in  different  houses. 

Q.  Did  yon  hear  any  threats  during  the  campaign  from  land-owners  ns  to  non- 
employment,  <&c.,  to  colored  people  for  voting  the  Republican  ticket ! — A.  I  did,  a  heap 
of  them.    I,  for  myself,  was  turned  out  for  voting  the  Republican  ticket. 

Q.  Did  these  threats  of  turning  off  those  who  voted  the  Republican  ticket,  and  the 
violence  exhibited  during  the  campaign  by  the  rifle-club,  cause  many  Republicans  to 
vote  with  the  Democrats  against  their  wishes  f 

(Objected  to  as  leading,  and  as  calling  for  expression  of  opinion.) 

A.  It  did,  and  kept  many  others  from  voting;  some  of  them  I  know  by  name. 

Cross-examlDation : 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  Democratic  rifle-club  except  Captain  Floyd's  f — A.  I 
do;  all  over  the  county. 
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Q.  How  do  you  know  ?— A.  As  a  depaty  sherifif,  I  saw  them  driUiDg  in  different  sec- 
tions of  the  connty. 

Q.  Please  state  where.— A.  At  Ebenezer,  at  Palmetto,  and  near  Black  Creek  chorch. 

Q.  Who  did  you  see  at  Ehenezer? — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Who  at  Palmetto? — A.  Don't  know  any. 

Q.  Who  at  Block  Creek  f — A.  Don't  know  any. 

Q.  How  do  yon  know  they  are  Democrats  t — A.  Because  they  were  white. 

Q.  How  were  they  armed  t — A.  With  guns. 

Q.  Can  you  say  that  the  colored  man  shot  hy  the  white  man  on  Hampton's  day  at 
Darlington  was  fired  upon  on  account  of  his  politics! — A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Was  the  man  who  was  arrested  for  the  shooting  drunk  f — A.  No. 

Q.  Was  the  authority  of  the  marshal  interfered  with  f — A.  It  was.  This  man  was 
taken  from  him  hy  the  Hampton  cavalry  and  carried  to  the  speaking. 

Q.  You  have  stated  in  your  direct  examination  that  this  man's  fine  was  paid  and  he 
was  released.  Yon  now  say  that  he  was  forcibly  taken  from  the  custody  of  the  mar- 
shal. Explain  the  matter. — A.  As  soon  as  the  Hampton  cavalry  fonud  out  this  man 
was  arrest^'d  they  came  and  took  him  away,  and  Colonel  Law  had  him  put  back  in 
the  possession  of  the  town  council. 

Q.  You  have  said  that  500  armed  men,  Democrats,  were  atTimmonsville.  How  many 
armed  Republicans  were  at  Timmonsvillef — A.  About  two  or  three  hundred. 

Q.  On  the  day  of  election  did  you  see  any  of  the  rifle-clubs,  at  or  near  the  poll,  march- 
ing through  the  town  f 

(Objected  to,  not  being  in  reply.) 

A.  I  saw  fifty  or  bixty  marching  through  the  town  on  the  day  of  election,  dressed  in 
red  shirts,  with  a  red  flannel  around  their  hats,  about  four  or  five  o'clock  in  the 
evening. 

Q.  On  the  day  before  the  election,  or  for  two  or  three  days  previously,  did  yon  see 
any  red-shirted  procession  marching  about? 

(Ohjected  to,  as  not  being  in  reply.) 

A.  I  did  not  see  any  myself,  but  heard  of  them. 

LARRY  AIKEN. 

Alfred  Smith  sworn  (p.  335) : 

Question.  Can  yon  mention  some  demonstrations  and  incidents  that  would  indicate 
n  show  of  violence? — Answer.  At  Timmonsville,  at  the  first  meeting  of  the  campaign, 
there  were  alK)ut  four  or  five  hundred  Democrats  met  at  Timmonsville  for  a  joint  dis- 
<'nssiou,  having  heard  that  the  Republicans  intended  to  have  a  meeting  there  that  day. 
At  first  the  Republicans  of  Darlington  went  to  Timmonsville  and  found  that  a  stand 
was  erected  between  the  Democrats  and  Republicans.    After  waiting  there  for  a  little 
while  Republicans  concluded,  by  seeing  so  many  armed  men  come  into  Timmonsville, 
ihere  would  be  certainly  a  row  should  the  Republicans  attempt  to  have  a  joint  discus- 
^ion.    On  that  account  the  Republicans  withdrew  a  half  of  a  mile  and  held  their  meet- 
ing.  About  12  o'clock  the  meeting  was  called  to  order,  Jourdan  Lang,  chairman.   After 
several  speakers  had  spoken,  the  Democrats  sent  a  committee  of  five  to  ask  for  a  division 
of  the  time,  which  offer  wan  brought  before  the  people  and  voted  down.    The  commit- 
tee then  returned  to  the  Democratic  stand  and  anotner  one  was  sent  to  ask  whether  the 
Democrats  might  come  and  listen  to  the  speeches.    This  request  was  granted.    The 
coumiittee  returned,  and  in  about  one-quarter  of  an  hour  about  four  or  five  hundred 
Democrats,  armed  with  rifles,  shot-guns,  and  pistols,  mounted  and  partly  on  foot, 
marched  up  to  where  we  had  our  meeting.    One  man  had  twelve  pistols.     After  the 
Democrats  got  near  our  stand  they  formed  a  semicircle.    A  good  many  commenced 
asking  questiops,  interrupting  the  speaker.    At  that  time  B.  F.  Whittemore  got  npon 
the  stand,  and  he  was  insulted.    Good  many  asked  him  ^'  Hog,  where  is  that  forty-four 
hundred  dollars  that  you  grabbed  from  this  county  7 ''    Whittemore  did  not  reply,  and 
I  saw  Mr.  Heunegan  point  a  rifle  at  him,  and  Pawley  told  him  not  to  shoot  him.    Hen- 
negan  replied  that  we  did  not  come  down  to  shoot.    I  stepped  off  a  little  piece,  and 
stood  near  the  man  who  had  the  twelve  pistols,  who  said,  **I've  lost  the  best  chance 
I  ever  had  to  kill  the  damned  hog  Whittemore."    About  that  time  the  chairman  an- 
nounced the  meeting  adjourned,  and  said  that  any  one  who  wished  to  stay  to  hear  Mr. 
Richardson  could  do  so.    I  was  about  the  last  to  leave  for  Darlington.    A  few  of  the 
Republicans  staid  at  the  stand,  but  the  greater  portion  of  the  Republicans  left,  owing 
to  the  fear  of  being  shot  down. 

Q.  The  Democrats  that  were  armed  with  shot-guns,  &c.,  how  were  they  dressed?— 
A.  They  had  not  any  uniforms  that  time. 

This  meeting  was  ^>ptembe^  23,  187G. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  riding  by  men  in  uniform  during  the  campaign  ? — A.  I  seen  about 
8,100  mounted  men,  in  red  shirts,  with  pistols  around  them,  in  the  town  of  Darlington, 
on  Hamptoit'H  day,  the  pintols  being  buckled  on  the  outside.  I  don't  mean  to  say  that 
all  ^^  ere  uniformtd  red,  but  liad  some  kind  of  a  uniform.     I  was  at  the  stand  when 
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General  Hampton  spoke.  While  Mr.  Richardson,  of  Snmter,  was  speaking,  a  report 
caine  to  the  stand  that  the  colored  people  and  the  rifle-olnhs  were  fighting  down  town. 
I  saw  at  that  time  the  riile-clabs  formed  a  circle  aroand  the  stand,  got  on  their  horses, 
and  many  of  them  got  guns  from  haggles;  came  to  town,  saying  that  we  are  ready  for 
anything;  among  the  men  coming  from  the  stand  were  Preacher  Hart.  When  they 
came  down,  the  marshal  had  Sidney  Kelly,  a  whito  Democrat,  pat  in  the  guard-house 
for  shooting  Furman  Brown.  When  they  came,  a  company  of  cavalry  from  the  stand, 
rode  up  in  Iront  of  the  guard-house,  cocked  their  guns,  and  demanded  the  prisoner. 
The  priFoner  jumped  on  a  horse  behind  one  of  the  men  and  went  to  the  Hampton  stand. 
On  the  day  of  election  I  was  at  Lydia,  and  nearly  every  white  man  come  to  vote  was 
dressed  in  a  red  shirt,  red  band  on  his  hat,  and  a  great  many  with  pistols  buckled  on 
the  outside;  and  a  man  with  name  of  Stephan  Woodruff  drew  and  cocked  his  pistol 
on  me ;  he  was  forcing  two  or  three  colored  men  up  to  the  polls  to  vote,  and  I  remarked 
to  leave  the  men  untrammeled,  they  could  vote  as  they  pleased  and  get  their  tickets 
from  whom  they  pleased.  He  curaed  me,  saying  he  woukl  blow  out  my  brains — "  these 
men  are  living  on  my  plantation.''  I  was  one  of  the  supervisors  at  that  poll.  Simeon 
Perry,  another  Democrat,  brought  four  colored  men  to  the  polls  and  marked  their  tickets 
in  order  1*0  find  out  from  the  Democratic  managers  whether  thf  semen  voted  the  Demo- 
cratic ticket.  A  colored  man  came  up  to  vote  at  the  poll  and  asked  for  a  Republican 
ticket,  and  Sydney  Kelly  told  him,  **  Here  is  a  Democratic  ticket'' ;  he  refused  to  take 
it,  and  a  Republican  came  up  with  Republican  tickets  in. his  hands  and  offered  one  to 
this  voter,  which  he  took  and  voted.  After  leaving  the  box,  the  same  man  who  offered 
him  the  Democratic  ticket  asked  him  who  he  voted  tor,  and  he  said,  '^  Of  course  I  voted 
for  Chamberlain  and  Hayes,"  and  Sydney  Kelly  struck  him  in  the  mouth.  When  the 
counting  of  the  votes  began,  O.  D.  Lee  exhibited  his  list  he  had  of  colored  voters  iu 
order  to  find  out  how  they  voted  by  comparing  his  list  with  the  marked  tickets  given 
colored  people  to  vote  by  Democrats.  Simeon  Perry  said  **  Four  damn  niggers  deceived 
me,  for  they  did  not  vote  the  tickets  I  marked  for  them."  He  then  said,  **They  have 
lost  their  best  fiiend  by  telling  me  a  lie." 

Q.  On  the  4th  day  of  November  did  yon  see  the  Timmonsville  rifle-club  come  into 
Darlington  T — A.  I  did  see  them  come  in,  cheering,  yelling;  one  man  had  a  gun  strap- 
ped across  his  back  ;  saw  another  one  in  a  wagon ;  all  members  were  dressed  in  red 
shirts;  nearly  all  had  pistols  strapped  around  their  waists  on  the  outside,  and  the  one 
in  front  had  the  gnn  strapped  across  his  shoulder.  I  was  standing  in  the  post-office 
door  looking  on,  and  one  of  them  cursed  me  for  a  damned  Republican  son  of  a  bitch. 
I  had  not  said  one  word.  I  saw  a  wagon  in  the  rear  of  the  proce8e>ion  covered  with 
fodder  said  to  contain  guns;  this  was  the  same  wagon  had  the  gun  exposed  with  a 
bayonet  fixed ;  and  the  same  wagon  followed  the  procession  on  their  homeward  march, 
with  the  fodder  over  it. 

Alfred  Sinilh,  sworn,  coDtiuuod  testifyiug  of  a  meeting  held  Novem- 
ber 4,  187G : 

Q.  Can  you  specify  any  other  instances  of  show  of  violence  except  the  ones  you  have 
already  stated  I — A.  At  the  second  meeting  in  Timmonsville  we  met  rifle-clubs  and 
men  on  horseback  with  rifles  strapped  around  their  backs  coming  to  Darlington  ;  when 
we  got  on  the  other  side,  six  or  seven  miles  from  Darlington,  we  met  those  men.  They 
cursed  Whittemore  and  Sam  Keith.  Mr.  Morris,  the  leader,  came  up  and  apologized 
by  saying  that  he  did  not  wish  for  his  men  to  insult  anybody.  On  arriving  in  Tim- 
monsville we  found  a  stand  erected.  An  hour  afterward  the  speaking  began,  and  we 
did  not  have  any  trouble  during  the  meeting  at  all;  had  a  torchlight  procession  and 
started  for  home;  and  Just  coming  out  of  Timmonsville  met  the  same  men,  who 
stopped  in  the  road  to  prevent  us  from  coming  out,  and  drew  their  gnns  and  pistols 
and  had  on  red  shirts.  I  heard  a  good  many  of  them  say  they  intended  to  have 
Hampton  and  reform,  and  not  a  negro  should  rent  a  piece  of  their  land.  We  had,  in 
order  to  avoid  a  collision,  to  take  the  ditch.  Captain  Whipper,  iu  charge  of  the  torch- 
light procession,  then  requested  that  they  either  give  away  or  move,  and  they  would 
not  do  either.  We  went  across  the  ditch  over  in  the  woods,  and  then  the  red-shirt 
men  went  on  home  without  any  tronble. 

Q.  Yon  know  that  a  large  Democratic  meeting  was  held  at  Darlington  that  day,  and 
that  distinguished  speakers  were  to  address  the  meeting? — A.  I  do  not  know,  and  did 
not  hear;  we  met  them  going  to  Darlington,  and  on  our  way  returninij. 

Q.  How  many  men  did  you  meet  that  morning  and  in  the  evening  wearing  red 
shirts  ?— A.  About  200  or  300. 

Q.  Can  yon  specify  any  other  show  of  violence  except  the  ones  mentioned  ? — A.  I 
can't  name  any  others  just  now. 

Q.  You  say  there  were  about  400  or  500  Democrats  there  that  day ;  how  many  Repub- 
licans were  there  on  that  day  t — A.  About  200  or  300  were  present. 

Q.  How  many  guns  did  you  see  in  the  party  you  met  returning  from  Timmonsville 
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to  Darlington  the  second  time,  at  Timmonsvillet— A.  About  35  of  the  party  bad  im- 
proved guns  and  repeaters. 

Q.  How  many  mounted  men  went  op  to  the  Republican  stand  in  the  evening  T— A. 
About  400  or  5()0,  of  which  200  were  on  horseback. 

Q.  Did  not  these  men  simply  ride  up,  and  ride  up  to  the  opposite  side  of  the  stand 
from  the  militia  you  spoke  of  ?— A.  They  formed  a  half-circle  to  the  side  of  the  militia, 
the  hea<l  of  the  horses  to  the  stand. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  of  these  meu  make  any  intdrruptton  except  a  request  to  be 
heard  f — A.  They  did. 

Q.  What  was  it  t— A.  I  heard  a  Ddmocrat  ask  what  I  stated  already  in  my  examina- 
tion-in-chlef. 

Q.  Who  made  use  of  that  remark  to  Whittemoret — A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Yon  say  Mr.  Oliver  had  twelve  pistols ;  how  did  you  count  them  f — A.  The  han- 
dles were  sticking  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  bag. 

S.  J.  Keith  sworu,  p.  345  : 

Q.  On  the  4th  day  of  November  did  not  the  Republicans  have  another  mass-meeting 
at  Timmonsville  T — A.  We  did  ;  it  was  the  last  meeting  we  had  ;  the  Democrats  also 
had  one  at  the  court-house.  While  going  to  Timmonsville  we  met  three  clubs  on 
horseback,  with  red  and  blue  shirts,  pistols  on  the  outside  of  their  shirts,  and  rifles 
across  their  backs;  before  we  got  to  Timmonsville  we  met  another  club.  I  had  a 
wagon,  and  some  of  the  speakers  were  with  me,  Whittemore ;  and  as  they  were  pass- 
ing us,  one  man  with  the  name  of  Atkinson  holloed  out  three  cheers  for  Whittemore, 
the  damned  old  son  of  a  bitch  ;  they  cursed  every  Republican,  and  would  get  into  a 
fuss  right  there,  if  we  had  not  been  quiet.  Tbey  yelled  and  fussed  a  great  deal.  We 
went  on  to  Timmonsville  ;  had  a  very  quiet  party,  because  the  Democrats  were  not  there, 
and  the  presence  of  the  soldiers  had  a  great  deal  to  do  in  keeping  the  peaee.  We  re- 
mained to  have  a  torchlight  procession,  and  as  we  were  coming  near  Ragsdale's  store, 
a  lot  of  white  men  came  to  my  wagon,  where  Mr.  Whittemore  was,  and  curacMl  him 
shamefully,  and  by  the  time  we  got  into  the  road  leading  to  Darlington  we  heard  the 
Democratic  band  returning  from  Darlington.  We  halted,  the  road  being  very  narrow, 
that  they  might  go  on  and  pass,  for  fear  of  a  collision  and  to  avoid  trouble ;  they  in- 
sisted upon  turning  the  street  we  were  on,  and  make  us  give  way,  and  when  we  would 
not  give  way  ther  went  on ;  they  turned  out  of  the  direct  way ;  after  they  passed 
we  came  home.     We  had  no  other  trouble  except  at  the  places  stated. 

JouuDAN  Lang  (colored)  sworn,  p.  326: 

(The  meeting  was  held  first  part  of  September.) 

Question.  State  what  occurred  at  Timmonsville. — Answer.  I  was  at  the  meeting  at 
Timmonsville.  A  platform  was  erected  by  Republicans  and  Democrats.  After  the 
Republicans  from  Darlington  got  there  they  split,  because  it  was  reported  that  there 
would  be  a  fuss,  a  fight  on  that  day,  or  confusion,  in  case  that  the  Republicans  refused 
to  have  a  joint  discussion.  The  Republicans  withdrew  from  the  stand,  gave  it  up  to 
the  Democrats,  and  removed  to  about  a  half  of  a  mile  from  there.  After  we  bad  re- 
moved, a  committee  came  from  the  Democrats  requesting  a  Joint  discussion ,  which 
was  refused.  A  committee  of  five  Democrats  were  then  sent  to  listen  at  the  discussion 
of  the  Republicans.  I  was  chairman  of  the  Republican  meeting  after  they  withdrew 
from  their  former  place  of  meeting.  After  that  they  sent  a  committee  to  ask  if  they 
all  could  come  to  attend  our  meeting ;  this  was  also  granted.  As  chairman  of  the  meet- 
ing I  know  that  this  request  was  granted.  Tbey  came  down  mounted ;  about  four  or 
five  hundred,  mounted  and  well  armed.  Our  meeting  adjourned  about  half  of  an  hour 
after  they  got  there.  Mr.  Richardson  came  with  them.  I  was  requested  to  induce  Mr 
Richardson  to  speak,  but  declined,  not  having  any  time,  having  long  ways  to  go ;  but 
a  considerable  crowd  remained,  but  not  long  enough  for  Mr.  Richardson  to  speak,  who 
did  not  speak. 

It  is  most  respectfully  submitted  the  evidence  establishes  General 
Hampton's  supporters  had  determined  from  the  day  of  his  nomination 
to  elect  him — by  force  and  extreme  violence,  if  need  be. 

Tbe  colored  people  had  been  lately  enfranchised,  and  were  most  jeal- 
ous lest  they  might  lose  their  liberty,  and  were  watchful  of  every  act 
on  the  part  of  their  late  masters. 

It  is  asserted  in  the  majority  report  the  policy  of  the  Hampton  can- 
vass was  conciliatory,  and  resolutions  of  conventions  and  public  speeches 
are  referred  to  as  proof  of  the  fact. 

We  have  examined  the  record  with  the  greatest  care  for  any  explana- 
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tion  from  auy  standpoint  of  the  armed  maraading  we  have  described 
consistent  with  a  conciliatory  policy  we  feel  justified  in  characterizing 
as  an  intimidation  policy,  coupled  with  the  violence  the  evidence  de- 
scribes. 

The  Democratic  committee  called  upon  the  supporters  of  General 
Hampton  to  adopt  the  following  pledges: 

SuMPTER,  S.  C,  October  25,  1876. 

The  Democratic  executive  committee  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  folJowiug 
pledge : 

J.  D.  BLANDING, 
Chairman  Democratic  Executive  Committee. 
A.  W.  SuDKR,  Secretary. 

The  State  of  South  Carolina : 

We,  the  uudersigned  citizens  of  Sumter  County,  hereby  pledge  ourselves  (each  for 
himself)  that  we  will  not  assist  or  extend  any  favor  to  any  i^erson  of  either  race  or 
color  who  shall  vote  for  the  Republican  State  or  county  ticket  at  the  election  on  7th 
November  next;  and  that  we  will,  in  all  business  transactions,  give  the  preference  to 
8uch  persons  as  shall  vote  the  Democratic  State  and  county  ticket  at  said  election. 

Exhibit  A. 

Darlington  County  Township : 

We  hereby  pledge  ourselves  to  each  other  that  we  will  not  rent  or  lot  lands  or 
houses,  nor  advance  supplies  on  credit,  to  any  person  who  shall  vote  the  Radical  ticket 
at  the  election  to  be  ht-ld  on  the  7th  of  November  next;  nor  will  we  employ  as  a 
mechanic  any  person  who  shall  so  vote  at  said  election,  or  keep  in  his  employment 
those  who  do  so  vot« ;  nor  will  we  employ  in  any  capacity  such  persons  as  may  be 
designated  by  the  executive  committee  of  the  Democratic  party  for  this  connty.  in  a 
list  to  be  furnished  by  said  committee.    This  pledge  to  be  of  force  until  January  1, 

ia78. 

And  of  which  General  Hampton  said,  mildly,  "  that  policy  has  not  my 
approbation.''^  (P.  249  of  record.)  He  says  he  knew  of  "  that  policy." 
He  does  not  say  be  condemned  it ;  and  yoa  fail  to  find  an  utterance  of 
his  advising  otherwise;  and  in  speaking  of  the  '^Eifle  Clubs,"  at  p. 
248,  he  says  :  "  As  soon  as  the  proclamation  was  issued  I  ad^nsed  all  the 
clubs  to  di^bandP  The  majority  report  abounds  with  quotations  from 
the  evidence  of  General  Hampton  and  others,  all  in  sympathy  with  him, 
judges  and  sheriffs,  that ''  all  was  quiet  in  South  Carolina ;"  '*  there  were 
no  disturbances."  South  Carolina  was  doubtless  quiet ;  she  endured,  or 
enjoyed,  as  yon  please,  the  quiet  of  a  conquered  people,  subjected  to 
military  rule.  She  had  the  peace  and  order  the  strong  arm  of  a  mili- 
tary despot  may  maintain. 

The  colored  electors  were  in  the  majority,  and  General  Hampton  must 
have  their  votes  divided.  Prizing  their  lately  acquired  freedom,  they 
naturally  regarded  this  ^'conciliatory  policy  "  as  threatening  it.  Their 
late  masters,  in  a  time  of  peace,  with  arms  in  their  hands,  were  demand- 
ing their  votes  for  Hampton.  They  did  not  say  to  them, ''  Except  you  do 
this  thing  we  will  kill  yon";  that  was  left  for  inference.  They  did  say 
to  them,  '*  Except  you  do  this  thing  we  will  starve  you  ;  we  will  not  give 
you  shelter  for  your  heads;  we  will  neither  employ  you  nor  rent  you 
land." 

Any  race  of  men,  except  one  subjected  to  involuntary  servitude  for 
AgcSy  would  have  been  frantic  with  despair,  but^  these  mute  *'  hewers 
of  wood  and  drawers  of  water  "  prepared  to  again  endure  the  yoke,  or 
at  least  make  terms  with  the  apparent  masters.  The  armed  men  could 
intend  nothing  but  their  subjugation;  the  pledges  not  to  hire  them,  or 
rent  them  land,  threatened  them  with  starvation,  yet  they  were  not 
'^  unanimous  for  Hampton."    In  their  churches  and  by  their  firesides, 
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oat  of  sight  of  the  ''armed  bands,"  they  grew  strong  in  thoaght;  and  it 
woald  seem  there  mast  have  been  in  this  Congressional  district  twenty 
or  twenty-five  blac^^  men,  either  so  ignorant  as  not  to  view  the  sitaation 
''as  dangerons  to  their  race,  or  so  debased  as  to  be  indififereot  if  they 
did,  or  to  have  been  able  to  read  the  fntare  with  a  prophetic  eye,  and 
recognize  amid  all  this  distnrbanoe,  Hampton  as  their  prophet;  and  of 
these  men  their  fellows  were  intolerant;  and  tbe  eight  handred  pages 
of  evidence  disclose  that,  in  a  voting  popnlation  of  upwards  of  30,000, 
in  7,500  sqnare  miles  of  territory,  twenty  colored  men  had  personal 
altercations,  and  were  tbreatened  with  social  ostracism  if  they  voted 
the  Democratic  ticket;  neverthe\eB9,  were  not  intimidated  thereby.    One 
cow-pen  was  burned ;  one  man  had  a  quarrel  with  his  wife,  struck  her,  and 
was  abandoned  by  her;  she  bad  left  bim  twice  before;  and  one  mio  was 
strnck  in  the  face  by  a  woman,  armed  with  an  umbrella.    (See  Record 
p.  87.) 

Area$  of  the  counties  embraced  in  the  first  dictrict. 

Square  mile§ 

Chesteifield «79 

Darlington 873 

Georgetown 688 

Horry 1,082 

Marion 1,219 

Marlborough 546 

Sumter 953 

Williamsburg 1,062 

Total 7,502 

There  is  nothing  in  the  record  to  show  either  social  ostracism  or  fear 
was  preventing  tbe  colored  voters  from  supporting  Hampton.  On  the 
contrary,  tbe  ^'policy"  we  have  described,  according  to  the  evidence  of 
General  Hampton,  according  to  all  the  witnesses  called  by  the  contest- 
ant, according  to  tbe  majority  report,  was  *^ conciliating^  them,  and  they 
were  promising  to  support  the  Democratic  candidates  until  Gh>vernor 
Chamberlain's  proclamation  appeared. 

It  is  true  there  were  some  members  of  tbe  State  militia  still  in  pos- 
session of  State  arms,  bat  there  is  nothing  in  the  case  evideDciog  an 
improper  use  of  them. 

We  submit  there  is  nothing  in  this  case  to  justify  the  expulsion  of 
Mr.  Eainey  upon  the  score  of  intimidation  or  social  ostracism. 

We  subjoin  a  table  of  the  voting  population  of  tbe  first  Congressional 
district,  taken  from  the  census  of  1875,  showing — 

White  voters 14,147 

Colored  voters 20,473 

Aggregate 34,620 

Majority  colored  voters 6,326 

Rainey^s  (Kepnblican)  vote  was 18,103 

Richardson's  (Democrat)  vote  was 16,575 

Aggregate 34,678 

Tbe  vote  verifies  tbe  census.  Rainey's  majority  was  1,528,  showing 
Richardson  mast  have  received  4,798,  nearly  one-fifth  of  the  colored  vote, 
demonstrating  it  was  not  operated  upon,  either  by  fear  of  violence  or 
social  ostracism  among  themselves,  to  vote  for  Mr.  Rainey. 
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Voters  aver  21  years  of  age. 


Counties. 


Chesterfield  .. 
DarliogtoQ . . . 
Georjj^etown .. 

Horry 

Marion 

Marlborough  . 

Sumter 

Williamsburg 

Total  .. 


w. 

B. 

1,543 

1,199 

2.362 

643 

1,696 

3,747 

3,119 

712 

3,081 
1,583 
1,827 

2,833 
1,925 
4,362 

1,412 

2,576 

14. 147 


20, 473 


As  to  the  second  point,  intimidation  by  the  Federal  troops : 

It  is  not  claihied  that  the  troops  coerced,  intimidated,  or  persuaded  ; 
that  an  officer  or  soldier  did  or  said  aught,  indicating  a  personal  prefer- 
ence for  one  side  or  the  other. 

They  were  stationed,  usually,  so  far  as  the  evidence  discloses,  out  of 
sight,  and  in  no  case  immediately  at  the  polls;  250  or  400  yards  are 
given  as  their  nearest  approach  to  the  polls. 

An  officer  and  twenty-nine  men  were  divided  between  Sumter  Court- 
House  and  Lynchburgh,  places  10  miles  apart,  in  Sumter  County. 

Charles  H.  Morse  (evidence  at  page  90  of  the  record) : 

Q.  14.  Where  were  the  United  States  troops  stationed  in  this  county ;  nearest  to 
what  polls,  and  bow  near  to  the  polls  f  Were  any  of  the  United  States  troops  at  or 
near  the  polls  on  the  day  of  the  election  f ~A.  A  small  detachment  of  Unitea  States 
troops,  under  M^jor  Kelley,  arrived  in  this  town  a  few  days  before  the  election,  and 
went  away  a  few  days  after  the  election.  They  were  encamped  east  of  the  railroad 
depot,  about  half  a  mile  from  the  polls.  They  did  not  appear  at  or  near  the  polls  on 
the  day  of  the  election. 

Wilder  (pp.  31,32): 

Q.  How  many  soldiers  were  there  in  the  county  of  Sumter  f — A.  About  fifteen  pri- 
vates and  two  officers,  at  Sumter  Court-House.  At  Lynchburg  there  were  one  lieuten- 
ant and  about  ten  men,  brought  from  Timraonsville ;  and  I  heard  Mr.  Wells  say  he 
brought  them  there;  in  all  about  twenty-nine  men. 

An  officer  and  fifty  six  men  were  in  Darlington  County. 
(See  evidence  as  to  Timmonsville.) 
Culpeper  (157, 158) : 

Q.  When  were  United  States  troops  sent  into  the  county  f— A.  They  arrived  here 
on  Friday  night,  November  3,  and  left  about  one  week  after  the  election;  56  men  iu 
aU  came  here;  25  or  30  remained  during  the  election,  several  squads  having  been  sent 
off  to  Darlington,  Florence,  and  Lynchburg. 

Timmonsville,  Darlington,  and  Florence  are  in  Darlington  County, 
and  the  twenty-five  or  thirty  men  were  divided  between  those  points^ 
or  ten  miles  apart. 

So  far  as  the  record  shows,  the  foregoing  discloses  the  troops  in  the 
first  Congressional  district,  comprising  the  counties  of  Chesterfield, 
Marlborough,  Darlington,  Sumter,  Marion,  Horry,  Williamsburgh,  and 
Georgetown. 

The  Constitution,  section  4,  article  1,  provides,  in  reference  to  the 
election  of  Representatives  to  Congress — 

But  Congress  may  at  any  time  by  law  make  or  alter  such  regulations. 

The  attention  of  the  House  has  in  so  marked  a  manner  and  so  recently, 
in  the  Dean-Field  case,  been  called  to  the  legislation  upon  the  subject 
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of  Congressional  elections  as  to  render  qaotations  from  the  laws  upon 
that  suliject  hardly  necessary;  but  see  General  Statutes: 

Sec.  5506.  Every  person  who,  by  any  unlawful  means,  hinders,  delays,  prevents,  or 
obstructs,  or  combines  and  confederates  with  others  to  binder,  delay,  prevent,  or  ob- 
struct any  citizen  from  doing  any  act  required  to  be  done  to  qnalify  him  to  vote,  or 
from  voting,  at  any  election,  in  any  State,  Territory,  district,  county,  city,  parish, 
township,  school-district,  municipality,  or  other  territorial  subdivision,  shall  be  fined 
not  less  than  five  hundred  dollars,  or  be  imprisoned  not  less  than  one  month  nor  more 
than  one  year,  or  be  punished  by  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment. 

Sec.  5507.  Every  person  who  prevents,  hinders,  controls,  or  intimidates  another  from 
exercising  or  in  exercising  the  rights  of  snfi'rage,  to  whom  that  right  is  gnarant-eed  by 
the  fifteenth  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  by  means  of  bribery 
or  threats  of  depriving  such  person  of  employment  or  occupation,  or  of  ejecting  such 
person  from  a  rented  hou80,lauds,or  other  property,  or  by  threats  of  refusing  to  renew 
leases  or  contracts  for  labor,  or  by  threats  of  violence  to  himself  or  family,  shall  be 
punished  as  provided  in  the  preceding  section. 

The  last  clauvse  of  section  8  of  article  1  of  the  Constitution  gives 
Congress  the  power  *'  to  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  neces-sary  and 
proper  for  carrying  into  execution  the  foregoing  powers,  and  all  powers 
vested  by  this  Constitution  in  the  government  of  the  United  States,  or 
any  department  or  officer  thereof." 

The  last  clause  of  section  3  of  article  2,  speaking  of  the  President, 
says : 

He  shall  take  care  that  the  laws  be  faithfully  executed. 

Section  4,  of  article  4,  is : 

The  United  States  shall  guarantee  to  every  State  in  this  Union  a  republican  farm  of 
government, and  shall  protect  each  of  them  against  invasion;  and  on  application  of 
the  legislature  or  of  the  executive  thereof  (when  the  legislature  cannot  be  convened) 
against  domestic  violence. 

In  pursuance  of  the  foregoing  provisions  of  the  Constitution,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  highest  law,  both  to  an  individual  and  a  government,  of 
self-preservation,  Congress  has  enacted  section  5297. 

Sec.  5297.  In  case  of  an  insurrection  in  any  State  against  the  government  thereof, 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  President,  on  application  of  the  legislature  of  such  State,  or 
of  the  executive  when  the  legislature  cannot  be  convened,  to  call  forth  such  number  of 
the  militia  of  any  other  State  or  States,  which  may  be  applied  for,  as  be  deems  suf- 
ficient to  suppress  such  insurrection,  or,  on  like  application,  to  employ  for  the  same 
purposes  such  part  of  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  as  he  deems  neces- 
sary. 

Sec.  5298.  Whenever,  by  reason  of  unlawful  obstructions,  combinations,  or  assem- 
blages of  persons,  or  rebellion  against  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  it  shall  be- 
come impracticable,  in  the  judgment  of  the  President,  to  enforce,  by  the  ordinary  course 
of  Judicial  proceedings,  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  within  any  State  or  Territory, 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  President  to  call  forth  the  militia  of  any  or  all  of  the  States, 
and  to  employ  such  parts  of  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  as  he  may 
deem  necessary  to  enforce  the  faithful  execution  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  or 
to  suppress  such  rebellion  in  whatever  State  or  Territory  thereof  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  may  be  forcibly  opposed,  or  the  execution  thereof  forcibly  obstructed. 

Sec  5299.  Whenever  insurrection,  domestic  violence,  unlawful  combinations,  or 
conspiracies  in  any  State  so  obstructs  or  hinders  the  execution  of  the  laws  thereof,  and 
of  the  United  States,  as  to  deprive  any  portion  or  class  of  the  people  of  such  State  of 
any  of  the  rights,  privileges,  or  immunities,  or  protection  named  in  the  Constitution 
and  secured  by  the  laws  for  the  protection  of  such  rights,  privileges,  or  immunities,  and 
the  constituted  authorities  of  such  State  are  unable  to  protect,  or,  from  any  cause,  fail 
in  or  refuse  protection  of  the  people  in  such  rights,  such  facts  shall  be  deemed  a  denial 
by  such  State  of  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws  to  which  thev  are  entitled  onder  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States;  and  in  all  snch  oases, or  whenever  any  such  insnr- 
reotion,  violence,  unlawful  combination,  or  conspiracy,  opposes  or  obstructs  the  laws 
of  the  United  States,  or  the  due  execution  thereof,  or  impedes  or  obstructs  the  due  course 
of  justice  under  the  same,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  President,  and  it  shall  be  his  duty,  to 
take  such  measures,  by  the  employment  of  the  militia  or  the  land  and  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States,  or  of  either,  or  by  other  means,  as  he  may  deem  necessary,  for  the 
soppression  of  snch  insurrection,  domestic  violence,  or  combinations. 
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Sec.  5300.  WheneTer,  in  the  judgment  of  the  President,  it  beoomea  neoeesary  to  use 
the  military  forces  onder  this  title,  the  President  shall  forthwith,  by  proclamation, 
command  the  insurgents  to  disperse  and  retire  peaceably  to  their  respective  abodes, 
within  a  limited  time. 

Ko  qaestion  is  made  bat  the  proper  proclamation  was  made  by  Governor 
Chamberlain,  the  proper  call  apon  the  President,  and  the  proper  procla- 
mation issued  by  the  Federal  Government 

It  has  not  been  claimed  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Sonth  Caro- 
lina might  have  been  convened  to  take  appropriate  action  in  reference 
to  the  disorders  we  have  referred  to.  It  has  not  been  claimed  disorders 
did  not  exist.  On  the  contrary,  the  majority  report  asserts  so  great  was 
the  terrorism  exercised  by  the  majority  of  the  colored  people  as  to  pre- 
vent the  exercise  of  the  elective  franchise  by  the  minority.  Arms  are 
alleged  in  their  hands  for  improper  nses.  That  we  expressly  deny.  We 
have  mildly  depicted  from  our  standpoint  the  utter  perversion  of  a  free 
popular  government  by  the  Hampton  party,  a  condition  of  terrorism 
and  violence  without  parallel  in  any  land  under  a  constitutional  govern- 
ment. 

Grant  the  premises  of  either  report,  grant  the  existence  of  evidence 
fairly  tending  to  show  the  same,  the  governor  of  South  Carolina  was 
called  to  act  judicially  in  appealing  to  the  United  States  Government 
for  aid. 

The  majority  report  fails  to  suggest  he  acted  corruptly.  Called  upon, 
the  President  of  the  United  States  had  but  one  duty  to  perform — assign 
the  forces  at  his  disposal  to  the  police  duty  of  preserving  order. 

The  citizen  was  not  to  be  influenced  in  the  exercise  of  his  personal 
rights  by  that  police  force,  and  he  was  to  be  protected  in  that  exercise. 

We  do  not  insist  the  President  acted  ministerially.  He  acted  judi- 
cially, and  in  the  exercise  of  a  wise  discretion,  in  the  light  of  the  evi- 
dence submitted  to  him. 

As  we  have  already  stated,  it  is  not  alleged  the  soldiers  did  anything 
to  influence  the  election,  that  is,  committed  any  overt  act.  Located  as 
aforesaid,  it  appears  they  were  silent  and  passive  spectators  of  the 
scenes,  without  expressing  preference  in  the  result  of  the  electioq.  And 
it  is  claimed  these  men  coerced  the  colored  voters  to  a  support  of  the 
Bepublican  ticket. 

We  grant  their  presence  emboldened  the  theretofore  despairing  black 
man  to  dare  to  exercise  a  freedman's  right  and  vote  his  choice. 

The  majority  report  advises  us  thete  was  no  violence  before  the  troops 
came.  We  grant  there  was  none,  because  terrorism  had  stamped  out 
resistance,  threatened  starvation  had  crushed  the  souls  of  these  men, 
and  when  the  Federal  soldiers  appeared  upon  the  scene,  and  it  was  un- 
derstood the  rifle-clubs  and  saber-clubs,  while  they  would  valiantly 
frighten  negroes,  did  not  want  a  conflict  with  Federal  authorities,  we 
assert,  these  freed  men  to  a  great  extent  took  courage  to  enjoy  their 
highest  privilege  and  right 

The  proposition  of  the  majority  is,  a  police  force  detailed  by  the 
Federal  authorities,  that  simply  enables  the  citizen  to  epjoy  his  rights, 
is  illegal,  and  renders  that  enjoyment  illegal  and  void. 

The  proposition  of  the  majority  is,  that  a  community  terrorized  into 
a  course  of  involuntary  action,  or  subjugated  to  the  extent  of  being 
unable,  through  fear  of  violence,  to  take  their  lawful  part  in  an  election, 
if  from  the  presence  of  troops  they  are  relieved  of  their  apprehension, 
and  exercise  their  rights  as  electors,  such  exercise  is  illegal  and  void. 

Another  novel  proposition  is  introduced  into  this  case.  Governor 
Hampton  swears,  with  others,  that  they  were  told  (the  colored  men 
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were  told)  the  troope  were  placed  there  to  make  them  vote  the  Bepnbli- 
can  ticket,  and  oo  this,  solely,  is  based  the  idea  of  coercion.  It  does  not 
appear  the  colored  voters  believed  it 

It  does  not  appear  any  responsible  person  told  them  so.  It  does  not 
appear,  in  fact,  any  considerable  nnmber  were  told  thas.  It  was  a  ramor 
that  reached  the  ears  of  the  witnesses.  The  fact  doubtless  is  they 
believed  the  troops  were  sent  there  to  enable  them  to  vote  the  Bepab- 
lican  ticket  if  they  desired  to.  Bat  one  fact  stands  oat  clear  in  the 
case,  the  colored  popnlation  was  not  operated  npon  by  fear  of  the  sol- 
diers. The  fact  is  manifest  the  only  effect  of  the  troops  npon  the  freed- 
men  was  to  g^ve  them  confidence  to  vote  the  ticket  of  their  choice. 

The  report  discnsses  the  English  law  in  regard  to  the  presence  of 
troops,  and  fails  to  discover  the  dissimilarity  of  the  governments,  in  the 
case  of  the  United  States  justifies  the  legislation  anthorizing  the  use  of 
troops  as  a  police  force  even  at  an  election,  in  the  case  of  England  calls 
for  legislation  prohibiting  such  use. 

Here  the  government  is  of  the  people,  and  a  free  and  fair  election  is 
an  absolute  necessity  to  give  a  lawful  government ;  in  England  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  government  is,  or  was  at  the  time  of  the  enactment 
of  the  law  cited,  a  privileged  class,  and  to  the  end  the  people  might 
not  be  encroached  upon  by  the  Grown,  we  find  the  rule  and  the  legisla- 
tion referred  to  prohibiting  the  presence  of  troops. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  undersigned,  the  action  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment was  justified,  and  incumbent  upon  it,  in  stationing  the  troops  as  it 
did  in  South  Carolina ;  that  nothing  in  the  conduct  of  the  troops,  neither 
did  the  fact  of  their  being  stationed  there,  influence  the  electors  to  vote 
otherwise  than  as  their  judgments  and  consciences  dictated ;  bat  to  the 
contrary,  the  action  of  the  Federal  Government  and  the  presence  of  the 
troops  enabled  the  freedmeu  to  participate  in  the  election  and  vote  for 
the  candidates  they  preferred ;  and  at  this  time,  removed  from  the  election, 
we  trust  a  great  political  party  will  not  deem  it  proper  to  expel  from  the 
House  a  Representative  reflecting  honor  upon  his  race  and  creditably 
representing  his  constituency  for  that  action  on  the  part  of  the  general 
government  the  impartial  observer  cannot  but  justify. 

Inferentially,  at  least,  the  report  of  the  majority  denies  the  right  of  the 
general  government,  upon  the  call  of  the  State,  as  provided  by  Federal 
laws,  under  any  conceivable  state  of  facts,  through  the  aid  of  the 
Army  as  a  police  tbrce,  to  protect  the  elector  in  his  right  of  franchise  at 
a  Congressional  or  electoral  election.  With  that  view  we  have  no  sympa- 
thy. We  directly  affirm  thecontrary  right.  The  question  has  been  involved 
directly  in  the  successful  efforts  of  the  nation  to  maintain  our  nationality 
from  dismemberment,  and  all  the  States  are  now  represented  here  be- 
cause of  the  firm  establishment  of  the  principle  by  the  highest  power  tx) 
which  the  contending  parties  could  appeal.  The  denial  of  the  ^^author- 
ity" here  will  neither  weaken  nor  disturb  the  ^* judgment"  which  has  been 
^< given"  by  the  people;  and  we  doubt  not,  in  the  future,  the  government 
will  protect  the  citizen  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  his  right  of  safRrage,  by 
whichever  party  it  may  be  administered.  And  we  submit  it  is  most 
unprofitable  to  enter  a  useless  and  feeble  protest,  which  only  avails  to 
serve  a  temporary  purpose. 

The  undersigned  recommendls  the  passage  of  the  fbllowing  resolution : 

Besolvedj  Jbseph  H.  Bainey  was  duly  elected  and  is  entftled  to  a 
seat  in  the  House  as  the  Bepreseutative  in  Oougtess  firom  the  fijrst 
Congressional  district  in  the  Statie  of  South  Carolina. 

FEAliTK  HISeOGK 


4BTH  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.     i  Report 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  807. 


ELECTION  OF  A  DELEGATE  FROM  THE  INDIAN  TERRITORY. 


May  18, 1878. — Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Throckmorton,  from  the  Committee  oq  Indian  Afifairs,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  4868.  J 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to  whom  the  foregoing  report  and 
substitute  for  the  original  bill  were,  by  order  of  the  House,  recommitted, 
were,  after  such  recommitment,  attended  by  the  agents  of  the  Choctaw, 
Chickasaw,  Creek,  Seminole,  and  Cherokee  Nations,  who  all  concurred 
in  the  expression  of  a  wish  that  if  a  Delegate  should  be  granted  to  the 
Indian  Territory,  such  Delegate  should  be  appointed  by  the  Indian 
Council  of  the  Territory,  and  claimed  that  they  had  such  right  under  the 
Choctaw  and  Chickasaw  treaty  of  April  28, 1866. 

The  eighth  article  of  that  treaty  provided  for  the  establishment  of  a 
great  territorial  council  for  the  Territory,  to  consist  of  delegates  from  all 
the  tribes  inhabiting  said  Territory. 

Under  that  provision  a  Territorial  council  has  been  organized  in  said 
Territory,  in  which  a  number  of  tribes  are  represented  by  delegates. 
Congress  has  repeatedly  recognized  said  council. 

The  eighth  article  of  the  treaty  above  mentioned  further  provides 
that— 

Whenever  Consrefls  shall  authorize  the  appointment  of  a  Dele^j^ate  from  said  Terri- 
tory, it  shall  be  the  province  of  said  council  to  elect  one  from  amoug  the  nations  rep- 
resented in  said  council. 

The  committee,  in  deference  to  the  wishes  of  the  agents  of  the  five 
nations  specially  mentioned  in  our  former  report,  and  in  compliance  with 
said  provisions  of  said  treaty,  now  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  sub- 
stitute for  the  original  bill,  attached  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  report. 
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May  20, 1878. — Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Indiaa  Afifatrs  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Boone,  from  tbe  Committee  on  ladian  Affairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing as  the 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4868.] 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to  whom  has  been  referred  bill 
H.  R.  4868  as  a  substitate  for  bill  H.  R.  979,  <<to  anthorize  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Delegate  to  Congress  from  the  Indian  Territory,"  having 
by  a  majority  of  said  committee  agreed  to  recommend  to  the  Honse  for 
its  passage  a  substitate  bill  for  tbe  same  purpose,  entitled  <^A  bill  to 
authorize  the  appointment  of  a  Delegate  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives by  tbe  council  of  the  Indian  tribes  resident  in  the  Indian  Terri- 
tory," the  undersigned,  as  a  minority  of  said  committee,  beg  leave  to 
present,  as  they  now  do,  their  views  to  the  House  adverse  to  the  passage 
of  said  bill,  which  they  ask  to  be  printed  and  considered  by  the  House, 
and  which  are  substantially  as  follows : 

1st.  The  Indian  nations  and  tribes  to  be  affected  by  the  passage  of 
this  bill  comprise  about  thirty-three  tribes,  embracing  the  Cherokees, 
Greeks,  Seminoles,  Choctaws,  Chickasaws,  Pawnees,  Keechies,  Confed- 
erated Peorias,  Eastern  Shawnees,  Absentee  Shawnees,  Black  Bob  Shaw- 
nees,  Ottawas,  Modocs,  Sacs  and  Poxes,  Mexican  Kickapoos,  Witchita^, 
lowas,  Wacoes,  Comanches,  Tawaconies,  Caddoes,  Andarcos,  Dela  wares, 
Kaws,  Osages,  Pottawatomies,  Cheyennes,  Arapahoes,  Wyandotts, 
Quapaws,  Senecas,  Mandans,  &c.,  and  aggregate  a  j)opulation  of  about 
70,000  souls,  and  occupy  a  country  of  about  44,154,240  acres  immediately 
west  of  Arkansas  and  south  of  Kansas,  and  outside  of  the  limits  of 
any  State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States.  It  is  not  an  organized 
Territory  of  the  United  States,  but  embraces  a  region  set  apart  by 
the  act  of  Congress  of  May  28, 1830  (United  States  Statutes,  volume 
4,  page  411),  and  the  Indian  treaties  as  a  home  for  such  tribes  as 
are  now  there,  or  as  shall  hereafter  be  located  thereon  by  the  gov- 
ernment. This  country  is  sometimes  referred  to  by  our  statutes  and 
treaties  as  the  *^ Indian  country"  and  the  <^ Indian  Territory,"  and  the 
tribes  inhabiting  the  same  have  been  recognized  by  the  government 
as  having  distinct  tribal  organizations — some  of  which  are  written  and 
republican  in  form,  not  unlike  those  of  our  States.  The  bill  in  ques- 
tion, without  the  consent  of  the  majority  of  these  tribes,  provides  for  a 
Delegate  to  represent  them  in  Congress,  the  same  as  the  Delegate  from 
New  Mexico  represents  that  Territory,  and  also  contains  the  further 
provision  that  eiuch  Delegate  (after  the  same  is  provided  for)  shall  be 
appointed  by  the  Indian  council  of  the  tribes,  according  only  to  the 
treaty  of  1866  between  the  government  and  two  of  the  tribes — ^the 
Choctaws  and  Ohickasaws^and  ignores  the  treaties  of  the  other  thirty- 
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ODe  tribes  in  the  country ;  and  this,  if  it  becomes  a  law,  will  work  a 
radical  change  in  the  existing  relations  of  the  tribes  to  be  afifected  and 
the  government.  As  this  change  in  the  relations  of  the  Indians  will  be 
to  them  of  a  grave  character,  a  fair  investigation  of  it  necessarily 
involves  the  qnestion  :  Have  the  Indian  natioiM  and  tribes  of  the  Indian 
country  or  territory  given  their  consent  to  stu^h  change  f  We  maintain  that 
such  consent  of  the  tribes  has  not  been  granted  by  them  as  will  aathor- 
ize  Congress  to  pass  the  bill  referred  to,  and  that  the  consent  of  the 
tribes  should  be  a  condition  precedent  to  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

It  cannot  be  successfully  denied  that  these  trib^  all  have  treaties  of 
protection  with  the  government,  executed  by  the  executive  department 
and  by  acts  of  Congress  as  binding  obligations.  Of  the  thirty-three 
tribes  to  be  affected  by  the  bill,  only  three,  the  Cherokees,  Cboctaws, 
and  Chickasaws,  have  ever  given  their  implied  or  expressed  consent  by 
treaty  stipulations  to  be  represented  by  a  Delegate  in  Congress,  while 
the  treaties  with  the  other  thirty  tribes  have  no  such  provisions.  The 
Cherokees  have  made  two  treaties,  the  last  one  in  1836,  under  which 
they  were  entitled  to  the  privilege,  if  they  accepted  it,  of  sending  a 
Delegate  to  Congress  whenever  Congress  should  make  provision  for  the 
purpose  (Bevisiou  Indian  Treaties,  p.  70).  But  this  treaty  of  1836  only 
had  reference  to  the  Cherokees,  who  alone  made  it,  and  certainly  ought 
not  to  be  applied  to  the  other  thirty-two  tribes  of  the  Indian  Territories 
who  were  not  represented.  But  it  is  respectfully  submitted  that  even 
this  treaty  provision  of  the  Cherokees  has  been  suspended  by  their  sub- 
sequent treaty  of  1846  (Revision  Indian  Treaties,  p.  80),  which  secures 
to  the  Cherokee  people  the  privilege  of  ^^  petition"  to  and  discassion  be- 
fore the  Government  of  the  United  States,  in  the  maintenance  of  their 
rights,  on  the  passage  by  them  (the  Cherokees)  of  laws  for  these  pur- 
poses. And  no  act  of  Congress  is  therefore  necessary  to  enable  the 
Cherokees  to  be  represented  before  the  government.  In  pursaancse  of 
this  special  treaty  provision,  which  is  but  an  acknowledgment  of  an  in- 
herent right  that  naturally  belongs  to  all  the  tribes,  the  Cherokee  Na- 
tion, through  its  national  council  or  legislature,  has  enacted,  and  may 
continue  to  enact  if  it  chooses,  laws  sending  delegates  before  the  gov- 
ernment to  present  the  petitions  and  discuss  the  rights  of  the  Cherokee 
Nation  and  people  at  their  own  expense  and  at  no  expense  to  the  gov- 
ernment. 

Such  delegates  h*ave  been  and  may  continue  to  be  received  and  ad- 
mitted by  the  President,  by  the  departments,  as  well  as  by  the  oom- 
mittees  of  Congress,  and  their  petitions  and  discussions  are  pYoperly 
admissible  before  the  President,  the  departments,  and  Congress. 

Indeed,  many  of  these  delegates  have  negotiated  treaties  of  the  high- 
est order  with  the  government 

As  regards  the  treaty  of  1866  of  the  Ohoctaws  and  Chickasaws  (Re- 
vised Indian  Treaties,  p.  291)  that  provides  for  the  election  of  a  Delegate 
to  Congress  from  the  Indian  Territory,  and  to  which  fdone  the  bill  un- 
der consideration  refers,  we  suggest  that  the  same  principle  applies  to 
it  that  we  have  applied  to  the  Cherokee  treaty  alluded  to,  viz :  that  it 
only  binds  the  two  tribes  that  made  it,  the  Cboctaws  and  Chickasaws, 
and  places  no  obligations  upon  the  other  thirty-one  tribes  that  are  not 
parties  to  it.  This  treaty  of  the  Cboctaws  and  Chickasaws  provides 
that  '^  whenever  Congress  shall  authorize  the  appointment  of  a  Delegate 
from  said  (Indian)  Territory,  it  shall  be  the  province  of  said  (Indian) 
council  to  elect  one  from  among  the  nations  represented  in  said  cooncil." 

The  '^Indian  council"  referred  to  above  is  provided  for  by  articled 
of  the  Choctaw  and  Chickasaw,  article  12  of  the  Cherokee,  article  10 
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^f  the  Greek,  article  7  of  the  Seminole  treaties  of  1866  (Kevision  Indian 
Treaties,  pp.  90, 119,  289,  815),  and  was  organized  in  1869  by  the  exec- 
ntive  department  of  the  government  and  the  Indian  tribes  under  these 
treaty  provisions,  and  none  of  these  treaty  stipulations,  except  those  with 
the  Ghoctaws  and  Ghickasaws,  authorize  a  Delegate  to  Gongress.  This 
Indian  council  is  a  legislative  body  or  ^'congress"  of  the  Indians,  and 
was  leffitimized  by  Gongress  in  1870  by  an  act  of  that  date  (United  States 
Stats.,  vol.  16,  p.  359),  which  made  appropriations  for  its  expense,  as 
provided  for  by  the  treaties,  and  since  that  time  every  succeeding  Gon- 
gress have  made  the  legitimate  appropriations  to  defray  the  expenses 
of  the  conncil,  and  which  is,  in  view  of  our  treaties,  a  regularly  organ- 
ized Indian  legislature. 

Besides  the  Ghoctaws  and  Ghickasaws,  whose  treaty  provides  for  a 
Delegate  to  Gongress,  the  other  thirty-one  tribes  (including  the  Ghero- 
kees,  Greeks,  and  Seminoles)  are  also  represented  in  this  Indian  coun- 
cil, but  their  treaties,  as  before  stated,  do  not  authorize  the  Delegate 
provided  for  in  the  bill  now  under  review.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
manifestly  unjust  to  apply  the  terms  of  the  Ghoctaw  and  Ghickasaw 
treaty  to  all  the  rest  of  the  tribes  in  the  Territory,  without  their  cansenty 
and  in  the  face  of  their  protests  that  have  been  filed  before  Gongress  in 
writing.  Besides,  the  most  of  the  tribes  that  have  not  given  their  assent 
to  be  represented  in  Gongress  by  one  Delegate,  and  who  have  the  right 
to  se  ndtheir  own  respective  Delegate  before  the  government,  are  suffi- 
ciently intelligent  to  know  and  appreciate  their  rights,  and  as  human 
beings  it  is  but  natural  to  sup|)ose  that  they,  like  the  white  race,  are 
sensitive  as  to  these  rights.  They  also  have  governments  of  their  own 
which  they  love  and  respect,  and  which  they  have  been  inclined  to  be- 
lieve our  own  government  will  respect.  For  these  reasons,  if  for  no 
other,  the  dictates  of  ordinary  justice  and  prudence  would  seem  to  in- 
dicate that  these  tribes  should  at  least  be  consulted  as  to  their  wishes 
with  regard  to  their  being  represented  in  Gongress  by  one  joint  Dele- 
gate to  attend  to  their  interests,  which  are  not  confined  to  Gongress  but 
also  extend  to  the  departments.  The  majority  of  the  committee,  in 
acknowledgment  that  the  consent  of  all  the  tribes  is  a  condition  pre- 
cedent to  the  passage  of  the  bill  nnder  discussion,  evidently  have  en- 
deavored to  frame  the  bill  so  as  to  comply  with  the  Indian  treaties  and 
thus  obviate  tbe  difficulty  by  having  a  provision  in  the  bill  that  the 
Delegate  may  be  elected  by  the  Indian  council.  But  it  will  be  seen  that 
this  ^ort  is  a  failure,  as  none  of  the  treaties  authorize  such  Delegate, 
nor  authorize  his  election  by  the  council,  except  that  of  the  Ghoctaws 
and  Ghickasaws,  to  which  alone  the  bill  refers. 

2d.  Having  shown,  as  we  believe  successfully,  that  the  passage  by 
Gongress  of  the  bill  in  question  is  not  warranted  by  the  relations  exist- 
ing between  the  tribes  to  be  afiected  and  the  government,  we  further 
object  to  it  because  we  believe  it  unnecessary,  impolitic,  and  that  it 
will  entail  additional  expense  to  the  government,  and  that  the  passage 
would  be  unwise,  in  that  it  might  disturb  the  present  quiet  and  pros- 
perous condition  of  the  tribes,  by  stirring  up  strife  and  dissatisfaction 
among  them  and  between  them  and  the  government  and  its  citizens. 
We  have  already  shown,  in  the  case  of  the  Gherokees,  that  this  bill  is 
not  necessary  to  enable  the  Indian  tribes  to  send  their  delegates  or 
representatives  before  the  government  to  secure  their  rights.  This  is  a 
privilege  they  always  have  bad  and  still  have,  and  under  it  the  tribes 
present  their  petitions  and  discuss  their  rights  before  the  departments, 
the  President,  and  Gongress,  as  before  stated.  The  passage  of  the  bill 
providing  for  one  general  Delegate  to  Gongress  will  not  in  any  manner 
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abridge  the  rigbt  of  the  tribes  to  send  their  tribal  delegates  before  the 
goverumeDt.  So  that,  if  the  bill  becomes  a  law,  these  tribes  may,  as 
they  doubtless  will,  continue  to  send  their  tribal  delegates  before  the 
government  at  their  own  expense.  The  bill  is  not  in  the  interest  of 
economy,  because  it  will  not  prevent  the  expenditure  by  the  tribes  of 
their  own  funds  on  their  respective  representatives  before  the  govern- 
ment. Besides,  these  funds  are  due  the  tribes,  and  must  be  paid  an- 
nually to  them,  if  we  keep  faith  with  them  under  our  treaties,  by 
appropriations  from  Congress.  On  the  other  hand,  the  bill  will  impose 
an  additional  tax  oh  the  government,  to  the  extent  of  the  expense  that 
will  attach  to  the  Delegate  provided  for. 

The  trust  imposed  upon  the  government  as  the  guardian  of  the  Indi- 
ans is  as  important  to  the  Indians  as  it  is  responsible  to  the  govern- 
ment. It  is  the  desire  and  hope  of  the  government,  as  it  is  its  obliga- 
tion to  the  Indians,  to  encourage  their  civilization,  aud  no  wise  states- 
man, in  the  light  of  experience,  will  doubt  that  the  civilization  and 
preservation  of  the  ludians  center  in  cordiality  and  friendship  among 
themselves,  and  a  friendly,  social  feeling  toward  and  confidence  in  the 
white  race.  We  therefore  think  it  would  be  unwise  to  pass  an  act  like 
the  one  under  consideration  without  the  consent  of  the  tribes  interested 
and  contrary  to  their  solemn  protests,  and  which,  under  the  most  char- 
itable construction,  will  be  liable  to  breed  discord  among  the  Indians 
and  create  distrust,  if  not  antagonism  and  open  rupture  of  peace,  toward 
the  government  and  its  citizens. 

From  the  reports  of  the  Indian  Bureau  and  the  Board  of  Indian  Com- 
missioners, the  tribes  of  the  Indian  Territory  are  at  perfect  peace  with 
the  government,  are  increasing  in  wealth  and  population,  and  are  rap- 
idly advancing  in  education,  agriculture,  and  all  the  acquirements  of  a 
civilized  people.  Any  legislation  that  might  possibly  tend  to  a  fatal 
interference  with  this  hopeful  condition  of  our  wards  we  think  should 
be  carefully  avoided. 

For  the  general  reasons  indicated,  the  undersigned,  as  a  minority  of 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  recommend  that  the  bill  as  reported 
by  the  majority  of  said  committee  be  not  passed  by  the  House,  and 
further  recommend  the  passage  of  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives^  That  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs  appoint  a  subcommittee  of  three  of  its  members  to  proceed,  a8 
soon  as  convenient  after  the  adjournment  of  the  present  session  of  Con- 
gress, to  the  Indian  Territory,  aud  ascertain  whether  or  not  the  Indian 
nations  and  tribes  therein  desire  Congress  to  legislate  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  them  to  have  representation  in  Congress  through  a  Delegate 
to  be  elected  by  them ;  and  also  whether  said  tribes,  or  the  majority  of 
the  members  thereof,  desire  any  change  of  government  over  them  through 
the  legislation  of  Congress. 

A.  R.  BOONE. 
A.  M.  SCALES. 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPBESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       ]  \  Ko.  808. 


ARREARS  DUE  CHICKASAW  NATION. 


March  8, 1878.— Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Afifairs  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 

Mat  18, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honse  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  GuNTER,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3729.] 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
B.  F.  Overton^  governor^  and  Josiah  Brown  and  John  JEJ.  Anderson^ 
commissioners^  of  t\\e  Chickasaw  Nation^  respectfully  stdfmil  the  following 
report: 

In  the  years  1832  and  1834  the  Chickasaw  Nation  ^  then  occupying 
their  ancient  lands  in  the  State  of  Mississippi,  entered  into  four  treaties 
with  the  United  States,  whereby  they  sold  to  the  United  States  all  of 
their  lands  east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and  agreed  to  emigrate  to  ter- 
ritory west  of  that  river,  and  the  United  States  agreed  to  dispose  of  the 
proceeds  of  sales  of  their  lands  in  Mississippi  in  accordance  with  the 
following  stipulation : 

The  fnnds  thence  reanltin^,  after  the  necessary  expenses  of  snrveyini;  and  selling 
and  other  advances  which  may  be  made  are  repaid  to  the  United  States,  shall,  from 
time  to  time,  be  invested  in  some  seonre  stocks,  redeemable  within  a  period  of  not  more 
than  twenty  years,  and  the  United  States  will  canse  the  interest  arising  therefrom 
annually  to  be  paid  to  the  Chickasaws.    (7  Stat.,  382,  385,  454  ) 

In  1852  the  United  States  and  the  Chickasaw  Nation  entered  into  a 
treaty  which  contains  the  following  provision : 

Article  5.  The  Chickasaw  Nation  desires  that  the  whole  amount  of  their  national 
fnnd  shall  remain  with  the  United  Stat-es  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  this  people,  and 
that  the  same  shall  on  no  account  be  diminished.  It  is  therefore  agreed  that  the 
United  States  shall  continue  to  hold  the  said  fund  in  trust  as  aforesaid,  and  shall  con- 
stantly keep  the  same  invested  in  safe  and  profitable  stock,  the  interest  upon  which 
shall  be  annually  paid  to  the  Chickasaw  Nation:  Provided,  That  so  much  of  said  fund 
as  the  Chickasaws  may  require  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  effect  the  permanent 
settlement  of  the  tribe,  as  contemplated  by  the  treaty  of  1834,  shall  be  subject  to  the 
control  of  their  general  council;    (10  Stat.,  975.) 

By  the  treaty  entered  into  April  28, 186C,  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Choctaw  and  Chickasaw  Nations,  it  is  provided  as  follows : 

Article  5.  A  general  amnesty  of  all  past  offenses  against  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  committed  before  the  signing  of  tliis  treaty  by  auy  member  of  the  Choctaw  or 
Chickasaw  Nations  is  hereby  declared ;  and  the  united  States  will  especially  request 
the  States  of  Missouri,  Kansas,  Arkansas,  and  Texas  to  grant  the  like  amnesty  as  to  all 
offenses  committed  by  any  member  of  the  Choctaw  or  Chickasaw  Nations ;  and  the 
Choctaws  and  Chickasaws,  anxious  for  the  restoration  of  kind  and  friendly  feelin(|p 
among  themselves,  do  hereby  declare  an  amnesty  for  all  past  offenses  against  their 
respective  governments,  and  no  Indian  or  Indians  shall  be  prosecuted,  or  any  act  of 
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forfeitnre  or  confiscafcion  passed  against  those  who  ma^  have  remained  friendly  to  the 
United  States,  but  they  snail  eqjoy  ec^nal  privileges  with  other  members  of  said  tribes, 
and  all  laws  heretofore  passed  inconsistent  herewith  are  hereby  declared  inoperative. 

Article  10.  The  United  States  reafiQrms  all  obligations  arising  ont  of  treaty  stipa- 
lations  or  acts  of  legislation  with  regard  to  the  Choctaw  and  Chickasaw  Nationl^  en- 
tered into  prior  to  the  late  rebellioni  and  in  force  at  that  time,  not  inconsistent  here- 
with ;  and  further  agrees  to  renew  the  payment  of  all  annuiues  and  other  moneys 
accruing  under  such  treaty  stipulations  and  acts  of  legislation  from  and  after  the  close 
of  the  nscal  year  ending  on  th*)  30th  of  June,  in  the  year  1866. 

Article  40.  All  the  rights,  privileges,  and  immunities  heretofore  posaeesed  by  said 
nations,  or  individuals  thereof,  or  to  which  the^  were  entitled  under  the  treaties  and 
legislation  heretofore  made  and  had  in  connection  with  them,  shall  be,  and  are  hereby, 
declared  to  be  in  full  force,  so  far  as  they  are  consistent  with  the  proviaiona  of  this 
treaty.    ( 14  Stat..  770, 774, 779.) 

These  articles,  constraed  together,  afforded  a  general  amnesty  to  all 
members  of  the  Chickasaw  Nation  for  all  past  offenses  against  the  United 
States  committed  by  any  member  of  said  nation  before  the  signing  of 
the  treaty ;  the  United  States  reaffirming  all  obligations  arising  oat  of 
treaty  stipulations  or  acts  of  legislation  with  regard  to  the  Cbic.kasaw 
Nation,  entered  into  prior  to  the  late  rebellious  not  inconsistent  with  the 
stipulations  of  the  treaty  of  April  28, 1866. 

This  action  on  the  part  of  the  United  Slates,  taken  on  the  28th  day 
of  April,  1866,  restored  the  Chickasaw  Nation,  from  and  after  said  date, 
to  the  same  rights  and  privileges  which  they  held  before  the  war  of  the 
rebellion,  in  accordance  with  their  treaty  stipulations.  But  no  provision 
was  then  made  for  the  payment  of  the  accrued  interest  which  was  due 
or  might  have  been  due  on  the  30th  day  of  June,  1866.  The  provision 
then  made  was  this : 

That  the  United  States  agrees  to  renew  the  payment  of  all  annuities  a^nd  other 
moneys  acominff  under  treaty  stipnlations  and  acts  of  legislation  from  and  after  the 
close  of  the  fisc^  year  ending  on  the  30th  day  of  Juue,  in  the  year  1866. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  a  written  communication  to  the  com- 
mittee, dated  January  25, 1878,  states  that  from  the  records  of  hin  de- 
partment it  appears  that  there  is  due  the  Chickasaw  Nation,  as  accrued 
and  unpaid  interest  on  bonds  held  by  the  United  States  in  trast  for  the 
use  of  said  Ohickasaw  Nation,  the  sum  of  $222,290.25,  as  follows  : 

For  arrears  of  interest  from  January  1,  1861,  to  July  1,  1866,  on  616,000 
Tennessee  bonds,  at  6  per  cent,  per  annum,  for  54  years $203, 280  00 

For  arrears  of  interest  from  January  25,  1865,  to  July  1, 1866,  |66,666.66f , 
Tennessee  bonds,  at  5^  per  cent,  per  annum,  5  years  and  157  days 19, 010  25 

The  petitioners  claim  that  there  is  due  as  interest  on  said  trust-fund, 
which  accrued  prior  to  July  1,  1866,  the  sum  of  $297,890.25.  This 
proves  to  be  a  mistake,  and  is  explained  as  follows : 

The  United  States  purchased,  for  the  use  of  the  Chickasaw  Nation, 
bonds  of  the  State  of  Arkansas  in  the  sum  of  $90,000.  On  these  bonds 
the  State  of  Arkansas  failed  to  pay  the  interest,  and  on  the  Ist  day  of 
July,  1866,  there  was  due  on  the  bonds  interest  at  6  per  cent,  per  an- 
num from  July  1, 1852,  fourteen  years,  at  6  per  cent.,  anloanting  to 
$75,600. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  an  act  approved  December  13, 
1872  (17  Stat.,  397)  these  bonds  of  the  State  of  Arkansas,  originally  pur- 
chased in  the  sum  of  $90,000,  were  funded  in  new  bonds  of  that  State, 
and  the  interest  then  due  from  the  State  was  also  funded  by  the  issue 
of  bonds. 

The  accrued  interest  ($75,600)  and  the  amount  of  the  principal  of  the 
bonds  originally  purchased  of  the  State  of  Arkansas  ($90,000),  with 
some  additional  interest  added  at  the  time  of  payment,  making  in  all  the 
sum  of  $168,300,  was  funded,  in  1873,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  of  December  13, 1872,  and  now  stands  to  the  credit  of  the 
Chickasaw  Nation  on  the  books  of  the  Interior  Department 
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The  reasons  for  the  non-paymeDt  of  the  interest  which  accrued  on  the 
Tennessee  bonds  between  the  dates  of  January  1, 1861,  and  July  1, 1866, 
in  the  sum  of  $222,290.25,  may  be  briefly  stated  as  follows : 

First  Congress  has  not  as  yet  made  any  appropriation  for  the  pay- 
ment of  said  interest. 

Second.  The  first  section  of  the  act  of  July  3,  1862  (12  Stat.,  582) 
provides  that  all  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  to  carry 
into  efi'ect  treaty  stipulations  or  otherwise  in  behalf  of  any  tribe  or  tribes 
of  Indians,  all  or  any  portion  of  whom  shall  be  in  a  state  of  actual  hos- 
tility to  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  including  the  Ghickasaws, 
may  and  shall  be  suspended  and  postponed,  wholly  or  in  part,  at  and 
during  the  discretion  and  pleasure  of  the  President. 

During  this  period  of  the  fiscal  years  from  July  1, 1861,  to  July  1, 1872, 
no  estimates  appear  to  have  been  made  to  Congress  by  the  Interior 
Department  for  the  payment  of  the  accrued  interest  in  question. 

On  the  13th  day  of  April,  1872,  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
submitted  to  Congress  an  estimate  of  appropriation  for  payment  to  the 
Chickasaw  Nation  of  Indians  of  the  balance  of  accrued  interest  then 
due,  and  requested  the  favorable  action  of  Congress  upon  the  said  esti- 
mate. 

On  the  23d  day  of  April,  1874,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  resub- 
mitted to  Congress  the  estimate  of  appropriation  required  to  pay  the 
said  accrued  interest  to  the  Chickasaw  Nation  that  had  been  submitted 
the  year  before. 

It  appears  thatCongress  failed  to  make  the  appropriation  as  requested. 

The  petitioners,  having  ascertained  from  the  communication  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  to  whiqh  reference  has  been  made,  that  by  the 
refunding  of  the  Arkansas  bonds  and  interest  the  amount  due  the  Chick- 
asaw Nation  in  the  premises  has  been  reduced  from  $297,890.25,  the 
amount  stated  in  their  petition,  to  $222,290.25,  now  ask  that  the  amount 
due  may  be  provided  for  by  an  investment  of  $100,000  in  bonds  of  the 
United  States,  to  be  held  in  trust  for  the  Chickasaw  Nation  by  the 
United  States,  and  an  appropriation  of  the  sum  of  $122,290.25,  to  be 
paid  in  money  into  the  treasury  of  the  Chickasaw  Nation. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  his  communication  of  January  25, 
1878,  informs  the  committee  that*he  is  of  opinion  that  the  Chickasaw 
Nation  has  both  a  legal  and  equitable  claim  against  the  United  States 
for  the  sum  of  $222,290.25,  being  for  interest  which  accrued  between 
the  dates  of  January  1, 1861,  and  July  1, 1866,  on  certain  bonds  held  in 
trust  by  the  United  States  for  the  use  of  the  Chickasaw  Nation. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  purchase  of  these  railroad  and  turn- 
pike bonds  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  was  a  full  discharge 
of  its  duty  under  article  11  of  the  treaty  of  1834  and  article  5  of  the 
treaty  of  1852,  and  that  therefore  no  obligation  rests  upon  the  United 
States  to  provide  for  interest  on  the  non-paying  stocks.  The  commit- 
tee have  carefully  considered  this  objection,  and  are  unable  to  find  in  it 
any  justification  for  a  refusal  to  pay  the  arrears  of  interest  due  the 
Chickasaw  Nation. 

1.  In  the  first  place,  the  question  snggested  is  not  an  open  question. 
Few  questions  have  been  more  effectually  settled.  Congress  has  in 
twenty-one  different  statutes,  covering  a  period  of  thirty-three  years, 
asserted  and  affirmed  the  obligation  of  the  government  to  meet  the  in- 
terest on  the  non-paying  stock.  Eight  of  these  statutes  were  enacted 
before  the  late  war;  the  first  on  the  3d  of  March,  1845,  and  thirteen 
have  been  enacted  since  the  war ;  the  last,  on  the  3d  day  of  March,  1877. 
Moreover,  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Forty-fifth 
Congress  have,  in  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,  passed  at  the  presen 
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sesaioD,  afiBrmed  the  same  obligation  by  providiDg  for  tbe  payment  of 
the  current  interest  on  all  these  non-paying  stocks,  incladiug  those 
held  for  tbe  Cbickasaws  as  well  as  those  held  for  the  other  nations. 
In  these  bills  appropriations  have  been  made  for  every  penny  of  inter- 
est which  accrued  on  the  non-paying  stocks  in  favor  of  all  the  natioDS 
before  the  war,  dnrvig  the  war,  and  after  the  war,  except  the  interest 
which  accrued  in  favor  of  the  Cbickasaws  on  these  railroad  and  turn- 
pike bonds  between  the  1st  of  January,  1861,  and  the  1st  of  July,  1866. 
Every  dollar  which  accrued  to  the  Cbickasaws  before  and  after  that 
period  has  been  appropriated  and  paid.  Of  these  acts  six  contained 
appropriations  wholly  or  partly  for  arrears  of  interest  and  the  re^^t  for 
current  interest. 

If  legislative  action  can  possibly  settle  any  question,  this  questioD 
would  seem  to  be  ''res  judicata."  Tbe  present  Congress  cannot  repu- 
diate the  obligation  to  pay  this  interest  without  trampling  upon  the 
precedents  of  twenty  former  Congresses,  nor  can  it  repudiate  the  obli- 
gation without  stultifying  itself;  for  it  has  already  engrafted  on  the 
Indian  appropriation  bill  of  the  present  session  an  appropriation  for  the 
interest  on  all  tbe  non-paying  stocks,  including  those  held  for  the  Cbick- 
asaws themselves. 

2.  The  treaty  stipulations  bearing  upon  this  question  have  already 
been  cited  on  page  1  of  this  report.  The  non-paying  stocks  on  which 
arrears  of  interest  are  due  the  Cbickasaws  are  the  following : 

Nashville,  Marfreeeboroagh  and  Shelby ville  Turopike  Company  bonds  (.^ 

percent.) $66,666  6f>} 

Nashville  and  Chattanooga  Railroad  Company  bonds  (6  per  cent.) 512, 000  00 

East  Tennessee  and  Georgia  Railroad  Company  bonds  (6  per  cent. ) 104, 000  00 

6dS,666  66} 

These  bonds  were  guaranteed  by  tbe  State  of  Tennessee. 

In  view  of  the  relations  between  the  United  States  and  the  Ghiokasavr 
Nation,  of  the  history  of  these  relations,  of  the  origin  of  this  fund  re- 
sulting from  the  sale  of  the  ancient  homes  of  the  Chickaaaws,  of  the 
treaty  stipulations  of  the  United  States  to  ^^  keep  the  same  invested  io 
some  secure  stocks,"  to  ^^  cause  the  interest  arising  therefrom  annually 
to  be  paid  to  the  Cbickasaws,"  to  ^^  constantly  keep  the  same  invested 
in  safe  and  valuable  stoeks,  the  interest  upon  which  shall  be  annually 
paid  to  tbe  Chickasaw  Nation,"  and  in  view  of  the  nature  of  these  in- 
vestments, the  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  no  court  of  equity, 
here  or  elsewhere,  if  it  had  jurisdiction  of  this  case,  and  if  the  questious 
involved  were  open  questions,  and  not,  as  they  are,  res  judicata^  could 
permit  the  United  States  to  thrust  this  loss  upon  the  Indians,  who, 
under  our  Constitution  and  laws,  have  never  been  permitted  to  enter 
our  courts,  as  plaintiifs,  for  the  enforcement  of  their  rights. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  Cbickasaws  were  implicated  in  the 
late  rebellion,  and  that  tbe  war  extinguished  this  debt. 

Your  committee  have  given  to  this  objection  tbe  careful  consideration 
which  its  importance  demands,  and  find  it  to  be  invalid  for  the  follow- 
in  cf  reasons : 

1.  In  tbe  first  place,  the  question  involved  in  this  objection  is  not  an 
open  question.  It  has  been  repeatedly  adjudicated  by  Congress,  as  well 
as  by  tbe  executive  departments  of  tbe  government  The  Ghootaws, 
Cherokees,  Creeks,  and  Seminoles  were,  like  the  Cbickasaws,  implicated 
in  the  late  rebellion;  and  yet  tbe  Government  of  the  United  States  has 
paid  all  tbe  interest  which  accrued  on  non-paying  stocks  in  favor  of 
those  four  nations  between  the  Ist  of  January,  1661,  and  the  1st  of  July, 
1866. 

An  estimate  wa^  mad^  lot  IIl^  arceara  which  accrued,  in  favor  of  all 
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the  nations  except  the  Ghickasaws,  between  the  Ist  day  of  January, 
1861,  and  the  Ist  day  of  July,  1866,  on  pages  110  and  112  of  the  esti- 
mates of  the  first  session  of  the  Thirty-eighth  Congress.  This  estimate 
was  $350,220.80,  and  included  $1,925  interest  on  trust-funds  of  the 
Chiskasaw  ^^  incompetent,"  together  with  all  arrears  due  all  the  other 
tribes.  No  appropriation  was  made  at  that  session.  But  the  next  year 
an  estimate  was  made,  on  page  160  of  the  estimates  of  the  second  session 
of  the  Thirty-eighth  Congress,  tor  $446,433.50,  which  included  interest 
to  July  1, 1866.  This  whole  amount  was  appropriated  in  the  general 
act  approved  March  3, 1865.  (13  Stats.,  559.)  Under  that  act  all  the 
arrears  of  interest  on  non-paying  stocks  due  the  Choctaws,  Cherokees, 
Creeks,  and  Seminoles  were  paid  by  the  United  States. 

It  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  neither  satisfy  the  demands 
of  justice  nor  comport  with  the  dignity  of  the  government  to  adopt  one 
rule  for  the  Chickasaws  and  a  different  rule  for  the  other  nations. 

2.  If  it  were  a  principle  of  public  law  that  a  state  of  war  discharged 
antecedent  public  debts,  that  principle  would,  of  course,  apply  to  both 
belligerents  alike.  Upon  that  theory,  public  debts  due  from  the  enemy 
to  the  United  States  would  have  been  discharged  by  the  existence  of 
the  war  equally  with  those  due  from  the  United  States  to  the  enemy. 
Such  a  rule  of  law  would  effectually  discharge  every  dollar  of  interest 
which  accrued  daring  the  war,  on  bonds  of  Southern  States  held  in  the 
North,  and  would  also  absolutely  extinguish  all  liability  for  the  prin- 
cipal of  such  bonds. 

3.  But  there  is  no  such  principle  of  public  law.  The  opposite  doc- 
trine is  universally  recognized. 

While  a  state  of  war  may  suspend  paytnents  upon  a  public  debt,  it 
never  extinguishes  the  debt  itself.  On  this  point  there  is  no  conflict  in 
the  authorities. 

Phillimore  states  the  law  as  follows :  ^^The  subject  of  debts  due  from 
the  state,  in  its  corporate  capacity,  to  individuals — money  invested  in 
the  public  funds  and  the  like — has  been  already  discussed.  The  opinion 
of  Vattel  upon  this  poiut  is  thus  emphaitically  expressed :  '  The  State 
never  touches  the  moneys  which  it  owes  to  its  enemy ;  funds  intrusted 
to  the  government  are  exempt  Irom  confiscation  and  seizure  in  case  of 
war.'  Emerigon  (Des.  Assur.,  1. 1,  p.  567)  and  Martens  (vol. 3,  o.  2,  s.  5) 
are  of  the  same  opinion.  Indeed,  it  is  one  which  now  may  happily  be 
said  to  have  no  gainsayers."    (3  Phillimore,  135.) 

.Vattel  further  says :  ^^  Thus  claims  founded  on  a  debt,  or  on  an  injury 
which  has  been  done  prior  to  the  war,  but  which  made  no  part  of  the 
reasons  for  undertaking  it,  still  stand  on  their  former  footing,  and  are 
not  abolished  by  the  treaty  unless  it  be  expressly  ext^ended  to  the  ex- 
tinction of  any  claim  whatever."    (Vattel,  439.) 

Grotius  says :  ^'  Yet  those  debts  which  were  due  to  private  persons 
at  the  beginning  of  the  war  are  not  accounted  forgiven,  for  these  are 
not  acquired  by  the  right  of  war.  Therefore,  the  impediment  being  re- 
moved, i.  e.,  the  war  ended,  they  remain  in  full  force."  (3  Gro.,  c.  20, 
8.  16.) 

Kent  states  the  law  in  these  words :  '^  Debts  existing  prior  to  the  war 
and  injuries  committed  prior  to  the  war,  but  which  made  no  part  of  the 
reasons  for  undertaking  it,  remain  entire,  and  the  remedies  are  revived." 
(1  Kent,  170.)  ^^  Where  treaties  contemplate  a  permanent  arrangement 
of  national  rights,  or  by  their  terms  are  meant  to  provide  for  the  event 
of  an  intervening  war,  it  would  be  against  every  principle  of  just  inter- 
pretation to  hold  them  extinguished  by  the  event  of  the  war.  They  re- 
vive at  peace  unless  waived,  or  new  or  repugnant  stipulations  be  made." 
(1  Kent,  177.) 
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4.  Bat  then  if  this  obligation,  instead  of  being  a  public  debt  dae 
from  the  government  itself  to  the  Ohickasaws,  which,  under  the  law  of 
nations,  is  incapable  of  confiscation,  had  been  a  private  debt  dae  from 
individuals  to  the  Ohickasaws,  and  the  government  corild  have  lawfully 
confiscated  it,  nevertheless,  when  those  Ghickasaws  who  took  part  in  the 
rebellion  ceased  to  be  enemies  and  the  possibility  of  confiscation  was 
extingnished  by  the  amnesty  of  article  5  of  the  Choctaw  and  Chicka- 
saw treaty  of  April  28, 1866,  and  by  the  first  danse  of  article  10  of 
that  treaty,  their  title  to  this  interest  was  jast  as  complete  as  it  would 
have  been  if  none  of  them  had  participated  in  the  rebellion. 

The  first  clause  of  article  5  is  in  these  words :  ^^A  general  amnesty  of  all 
pdst  offenses  against  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  committed  before  the 
signing  of  this  treaty,  by  any  member  of  the  Choctaw  or  Chickasaw  Na- 
tions, is  hereby  declared."  And  the  first  clause  of  article  10  is  in  the  fol- 
lowing words :  ^^  The  United  States  reaffirms  all  obligations  arising  out  of 
treaty  stipalations  or  acts  of  legislation,  with  regard  to  the  Choctaw  or 
Chickasaw  Nations,  entered  into  prior  to  the  late  rebellion,  and  in  force 
at  that  time,  and  not  inconsistent  herewith.'' 

If,  therefore,  this  had  been  a  private  debt  due  to  the  Chickasaws,  and 
the  government  had  had  a  right  to  confiscate  it,  yet  that  right,  not 
having  been,  in  fact,  exercised,  articles  5  and  10  of  the  treaty  of  1866 
would  have  extinguished  the  right  and  the  possibility  of  confiscation. 

It  has  also  been  suggested  that  the  last  clause  of  article  10  of  tlie  treaty 
of  1866  between  the  United  States  and  the  Choctaw  and  Chickasaw  Na- 
tions did  not  provide  for  the  payment  of  their  interest  which  accrued 
between  January  1,  1861,  and  July  1,  1866,  but  only  for  annuities  and 
other  money  accruing  after  July  1, 1866,  and,  therefore,  the  arrears  of 
interest  due  the  Chickasaws  are  not  to  be  paid. 

But  the  committee  are  unable  to  see  how  a  failure  to  provide  in  that 
treaty  for  t\ie  payment  oi  a  debt  which  was  of  perfect  obligation  under 
the  public  law,  without  regard  to  the  treaty,  could  extinguish  the  debt. 
Besides,  the  consequences  of  the  adoption  of  such  a  principle  would  not 
be  limited  to  the  Chickasaws ;  for  this  treaty  of  1866  was  a  treaty  with 
the  Choctaws  as  well  as  with  the  Chickasaws.  If  it  contains  no  provis- 
ion for  the  payment  of  the  interest  which  accrued  before  July  1,  1866, 
in  favor  of  the  Chickasaws,  so,  also,  did  it  contain  no  provision  for  the 
payment  of  the  interest  which  accrued  before  July  1, 1866,  in  favor  of 
the  Choctaws.  And  yet,  by  the  act  of  March  3,  i865,  all  the  interest 
on  the  non-paying  stocks  which  accrued  in  favor  of  the  Choctaws  be- 
tween the  1st  day  of  January,  1861,  and  the  1st  day  of  July,  1866,  was 
appropriated  and  paid. 

Furthermore,  treaties  were  made  with  many  other  tribes,  including 
the  Cherokees,  Creeks,  and  Seminoles,  daring  the  year  1866.  In  none 
of  these  treaties  was  any  provision  made  for  the  payment  of  interest  ac- 
crning  during  the  period  mentioned,  and  yet  every  dollar  of  such  interest 
has  been  appropriated  and  paid. 

The  committee  have  been  unable  to  find  any  grounds  of  fairness  or 
justice  for  these  discriminations  against  the  Chickasaws. 

They  are  of  opinion  that  payment  of  the  arrears  of  interest  in  question 
cannot  be  refused  by  Congress  unless  at  the  expense  of  its  own  consist- 
ency, in  disregard  of  treaty  obligations,  in  violation  of  public  law,  and 
in  opposition  to  repeated  adjudications  by  the  legislative  and  executive 
departments  of  the  government. 

They  concur  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  rec- 
ommend the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


Mr.  Page,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  submitted  the  follow- 
ing as  the 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 

The  minority  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred the  bill  "(H.  R.  3729)  entitled  *'A  bill  to  provide  for  the  payment 
of  arrears  of  interest  due  the  Chickasaw  Nation," 

This  bill  proposes  to  pay  to  the  Chickasaw  Nation  the  interest  on 
certain  railroad  bonds  guaranteed  by  the  State  of  Tennessee,  arising  for 
the  years  1861  to  1866,  inclusive.  The  moneys  arose  from  the  sale  of 
Chickasaw  lands  east  of  the  Mississippi  Biver  under  treaty  of  1834,  in 
the  eleventh  article  of  which  is  the  following  provision :  ^ 

The  funds  thence  resulting,  after  the  necessary  expenses  of  surveying  and  selling 
and  other  advances  which  may  be  made  are  repaid  to  the  United  States,  shall,  from 
time  to  time,  be  invested  in  some  secure  stocks,  redeemable  within  a  period  of  not  more 
than  twenty  years,  and  the  United  States  will  canse  the  interest  arising  therefrom  an- 
unaUy  to  be  paid  to  the  Cbickasaws.    (7  Stat.,  382, 385, 454.) 

A  considerable  sum  of  money  was  realized  under  the  provisions  of  the 
above  treaty,  and  was  in  the  bands  of  the  government  or  under  gov- 
ernmental control  in  1852 ;  and  in  1853  the  United  States  and  the  Chicka- 
saw Nation  entered  into  a  treaty  which  contains  the  following  pro- 
vision : 

Article  5.  The  Chickasaw  Nation  desires  that  the  whole  amount  of  their  national 
fnnd  shall  remain  with  the  United  States  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  this  peopl^,  and 
that  the  same  shall  on  no  acconut  be  diminished.  It  is  therefore  agrecMl  that  the 
United  States  shall  continue  to  hold  the  said  fund  in  trust  as  aforesaid,  and  shall  con- 
stantly keep  the  same  invested  in  safe  and  profitable  stock,  the  interest  upon  which 
shall  be  annually  paid  to  the  Chickasaw  Nation :  Provided,  That  so  much  of  said  fnnd 
as  the  Chickasaws  may  require  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  effect  the  perma- 
nent settlement  of  the  tribe,  as  contemplated  by  the  treaty  of  1834,  shall  be  subject  to 
the  control  of  their  general  council,    (io  Stat.,  975.) 

Yonr  committee  submit  that  nnder  the  provisions  of  these  treaties  the 
government  did  not  assume  any  absolute  obligation  to  be  responsible 
for  the  principal  or  interest  of  the  moneys  arising  from  the  sale  of  the 
Chickasaw  lauds.  Had  the  government  intended  to  assume  an  absolute 
responsibility  for  the  moneys,  the  government  would  have  simply  cov- 
ered the  money  into  the  Treasury  and  held  itself  liable  to  pay  a  stip- 
ulated interest,  as  should  be  agreed,  and. to  pay  to  the  Chickasaws  the 
principal  at  such  time  and  in  such  manner  as  should  be  stipulated.  On 
the  contrary  the  government  simply  assumed  the  role  of  trustee  and 
became  responsible  '^  to  keep  the  same,"  i.  e.,  the  moneys  '^  invested  in 
safe  and  profitable  stocky  the  interest  upon  which  shall  be  annually  paid  to  the 
Chickasaw  Nation."  Under  this  provision  the  government  became 
responsible  to  the  Chickasaws  for  the  principal  and  interest  to  the  same 
extent  as  other  trustees  are  responsible  to  their  cestui  que  trusts,  and 
to  no  other  or  greater  extent.  Under  such  a  provision  a  cestui  que  trust 
could  only  hold  the  trostee  responsible  for  investing  the  funds  in  stocks 
fairly  reputed  to  be  safe  and  profitable  and  afterward  exercising  adequate 
vigilance  in  relation  to  it. 

These  moneys  were  loaned  upon  the  guarantee  of  the  State  of  Tennes- 
see, partly  in  the  year  1837  and  partly  in  the  year  1851.  At  that  time 
the  investment  was  considered  to  be  one  of  the  safest  investments 
which  it  was  possible  to  make. 

Under  the  rules  of  law  and  equity  prevailing  in  England  and  Amer- 
ica, the  trustee,  i.  «.,  the  United  States,  could  not  be  held  absolutely 
responsible  for  the  moneys  so  invested,  or  for  the  interest  upon  it ',  and 
for  that  reason  this  bill  ought  not^to  pass. 
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But  there  is  a  farther  and  better  reason  why  this  bill  shoald  not  be- 
come a  law.  The  State  of  Tennessee,  in  1861,  went  into  rebellion 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  in  conseqaence  of 
such  rebellion  neglected  and  refused  to  pay  any  of  the  interest  on  the 
investments  for  the  years  1861,  '62,  '63,  '64,  '65,  and  '66.  The  Chickasaw 
Nation  conld  scarcely  be  held  to  be  in  allegiance  to  the  United  States. 
They  were  at  least  in  alliance  with,  or,  in  other  words,  boand  to,  the 
United  States  by  treaty  stipulations.  But  the  Chickasaws  took  up 
arms  as  open  enemies  of  the  United  States,  and  to  the  best  of  their 
power  worked  for  their  destruction.  By  these  acts  they  forfeited  all 
the  rights  secured  by  the  treaties  quoted. 

But  in  process  of  time  peace  came,  and  a  forgiving  nation  in  1866  con- 
sented to  negotiate  a  new  treaty  with  this  Indian  nation. 

By  the  treaty  entered  into  April  28,  1866,  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Ghoctaw  and  Chickasaw  Nations,  it  is  provided  as  follows : 

Article  5.  A  general  amnesty  of  all  past  offenses  against  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  committed  before  the  signing  of  this  treaty  by  any  member  of  the  Choctaw  or 
Chickasaw  Nations  is  hereby  declared ;  and  the  United  States  wiU  especially  reqaest 
the  States  of  Missouri,  Kansas,  Arkansas,  and  Texas  to  gmnt  the  like  amnesty  as  to 
all  offenses  committed  by  any  member  of  the  Choctaw  or  Chickasaw  Nations ;  and  the 
Choctaws  and  Chickasaws,  anxious  for  the  restoration  of  kind  and  friendly  feeliojct 
among  theniselves,  do  hereby  declare  an  amnesty  for  all  past  offenses  against  their 
respective  governments,  and  no  Indian  or  Indians  shall  be  proseonted,  or  any  act  of 
forfeiture  or  confiscation  passed  against  those  who  ma^  have  remained  friendly  to  the 
United  States,  but  they  shall  enjoy  equal  privileges  with  other  members  of  said  tribes, 
and  all  laws  heretofore  passed  inconsistent  herewith  are  hereby  declared  inoperative. 

Article  10.  The  United  States  reaffirms  all  obligations  arising  out  of  treaty  stipa- 
latio^s  or  acts  of  legislation  with  regard  to  the  Choctaw  and  Chickasaw  Nations, 
entered  into  prior  to  tne  late  rebeUion.  and  in  force  at  that  time,  not  incoDsistent  here- 
with ;  and  further  agrees  to  renew  tne  payment  of  all  annuities  and  other  moneys 
accruing  under  such  treaty  stipulations  and  acts  of  legislation  from  and  after  the  close 
of  the  fiscal  year  ending^  on  the  30th  of  June  in  the  year  1866. 

Article  40.  All  the  rights,  privileges,  and  immunities  heretofore  XKMsessed  by  ssid 
nations,  or  individuals  tnereor,  or  to  whioh  they  were  entitled  under  the  treaties  and 
legislation  heretofore  made  and  had  in  connection  with  them,  shall  be,  and  are  hereby, 
declared  to  be  in  full  force,  so  far  as  they  are  consistent  with  the  provisions  of  this 
treaty.    (14  Stat.,  770,  774,  779.) 

By  these  provisions  the  Chickasaw  Nation  were  so  far  restored  to  their 
former  relations  to  the  government  that  the  government  agreed  ''  to 
renew  the  payment  of  all  annuities  and  other  moneys  accraiug  under 
sach  treaty  stipulations  and  acts  of  legislation /rom  and  after  the  close 
of  the  fiscal  year  erring  on  the  30th  of  June  in  the  year  1866.''  Now  the 
report  of  the  majority  proposes  to  go  beyond  the  treaty,  and  pay  to  this 
Indian  nation  the  interest  accruing  before  the  30th  day  of  June,  1866. 
The  undersigned  cannot  assent  to  this  proposition.  We  deem  that  the 
government  burdens  are  sufficiently  heavy  without  adding  this  additional 
burden.  It  is  said  that  we  ought  to  pay  this  interest  l^cause  we  have 
paid  interest  upon  other  similar  bonds  on  which  interest  has  been  sus- 
pended. We  submit  that  this  case  should  stand  by  itself.  We  shall 
close  this  report  by  stating  that  the  Interior  Department  now  hold 
bonds  issued  by  States  of  the  Union,  or  guaranteed  by  States,  on  which 
interest  has  been  entirely  suspended  since  1861  to  the  amount  of 
$166,666.61),  and  to  the  amount  of  $1,427,800  on  which  very  little  inter- 
est has  been  paid,  while  this  government  has,  except  in  the  case  of  this 
portion  of  the  Chickasaw  fund,  paid  over  every  dollar  of  the  interest  to 
the  Indians. 

MARTIN  I.  TOWN8END. 

HORACE  F.  PAGE. 
O 


45th  Oonqbess,  \    HOUSE  OP  BBPEESENTATIVES.      (  Eepobt 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  809. 


THE  NAVIGATION  OP  TWELVE  MILE  BAYOU. 


May  18, 1878.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Rea,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  sabmitted  the  foUowiug 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  4878.] 

The  Committee  on  Comm^erce^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  bill  (H.  R.  2576)  to 
incorporate  the  Cross  Lake  Canal  and  Drainage  Company^  having  had  the 
same  under  consideration^  beg  leave  to  report  as  follows  : 

Cross  Lake  is  a  shallow  lake  in  Caddo  Parish,  in  the  State  of  Loaisi- 
ana,  near  the  city  of  Shreveporl,  overflowing  abont  18,000  acres  of  land, 
as  near  as  yonr  committee  can  learn.  The  bill  proposes  to  create  a  cor- 
poration in  the  State  of  Louisiana,  for  the  purpose  of  draining  said  lake 
by  means  of  a  canal  or  ditch  and  levees,  so  as  to  reclaim  the  landd  now 
covered  and  overflowed  with  water,  and  to  grant  to  said  corporation  the 
overflowed  lands  in  the  bed  of  said  lake,  as  a  consideration  for  services 
rendered  in  draining  said  lake. 

The  committtee  caused  the  bill  to  be  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  for  information  touching  its  provisions,  and  received  the  follow- 
ing letter  in  answer  thereto  from  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office: 

Department  op  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Waskingianf  D.  C,  March  29, 1878. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  my  report  upon  House  biU  No.  2576, "  To 
incorporate  the  Cross  Lake  Canal  and  Draioage  Company,"  referred  to  me  on  the  12th 
instant,  by  Hon.  Darid  Rea,  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  for  an  expression  of  my 
views. 

The  bill  proyldes  for  the  incorporation  of  a  body  politic  created  by  the  act,  for  the 
purpose  of  draining  by  means  of  a  canal  or  ditch,  with  proper  levees,  &c.,  what  is 
known  as  Cross  Lake,  covering  a  large  portion  of  several  townships  of  land  in  Caddo 
Parish,  Louisiana,  and  for  a  grant  of  the  lands  thereby  reclaimed  to  the  company  so 
created,  as  a  consideration  for  the  completion  of  the  work. 

Mr.  Rea  asks  whether  or  not  the  bill  properly  defines  the  line  between  the  surveyed 
land  and  the  lake. 

To  this  I  have  to  answer,  that  the  meander-lines  of  this  lake  were  fixed  by  the  sur- 
vey of  18:)9,  and  the  public  lands  bordering  thereon  have  been  thus  far  disposed  of 
according  to  such  plats  of  survey,  except  in  township  numbered  18  north,  of  range  14 
west,  which  was  reenrveyed  in  1871,  so  far  as  respects  the  lake  in  that  township,  and 
the  public  surveys  and  subdivisional  lines  were  extended  over  its  bed,  as  shown  on  the 
diagram  furbished  herewith,  and  the  newly-surveyed  area  thus  formed  has  been  treated 
as  public  land  and  subject  to  disposal  since  that  date,  some  of  it  having  already  been 
entered. 

It  is  not  easy  to  fix,  upon  the  diagram,  the  specified  point  of  intersection  named  in 
the  bill,  between  Cross  Lake  and  Twelve-Mile  Bayou,  for  the  mason  that  said  bayou 
appears  to  have  been  the  original  eastern  boundary  of  the  lake,  and  although  mean- 
dered on  its  western  bank,  if  bank  it  had,  the  same  meander  is  shown  as  the  eastern 
line  of  the  lake,  and  the  allottings  of  the  public  lands  are  made  to  bound  on  the  east- 
ern bank  of  the  bayou  except  a  small  distance  at  its  entrance  into  Red  River,  in  sec- 
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tioD  23,  and  the  anrvey  of  1871  abnts  upon  the  western  bank  of  the  bayon  as  the 
bonndary  of  the  former  lake  bed.  The  point  might  be  made  definite  by  reciting  iti 
exact  location  by  reference  to  the  official  plate  of  enrvey,  and  thos  all  misonderBtand- 
inff  be  avoided. 

Mr.  Rea  also  invites  snggestions  ''  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  passage  of  this  bill." 

Upon  this  point  I  wonld  remark  that  I  am  not  aware  of  any  pnblio  interest  that 
wonld  require  the  creation  of  a  body  corporate  nnder  United  States  laws  to  construct 
a  small  canal  across  a  single  township  in  one  of  the  States  of  the  Union,  or  Justify  the 
conferring  of  grants  for  such  purpose  similar  to  those  bestowed  aiK>n  the  constructori 
of  great  national  works  of  public  improvement.  Such  local  matters  shonld,  in  my 
Judgment,  be  left  to  the  States,  to  be  carried  on  by  the  municipal  aothorities  more 
particularly  interested,  or  in  such  other  manner  as  any  State  by  her  legiolatore  shall 
specially  direct. 

The  lands  and  lake  lie  along  the  line  of  the  Visksbnrg  and  Shreveport  Railroad  grant 
of  June  3, 1856 ;  and  a  possible  question  of  title  under  the  statute  may  embarrass  the 
attempt  to  bestow  them  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  bill. 

But  whatever  may  be  said  on  this  point,  I  consider  the  main  question  to  lie  upon  the 
condition  of  these  lands  as  the  bed  of  an  alleged  shallow  lake,  a  portion  of  which  hag 
already  been  subjected  to  the  extension  of  the  public  surveys,  and  the  whole  of  which 
is  claimed  to  be  susceptible  of  reclamation. 

Upon  lands  in  this  situation  I  have  fully  expressed  my  views  on  paee  11  ofmj 
last  annual  report,  in  which  I  recommend  that  whatever  of  title  may  still  remain  in 
the  United  States  be  surrendered  by  an  act  of  Congress  to  the  States  respectively  in 
which  they  may  lie,  leaving  all  further  questions  of  right  respecting  them  open  for 
settlement  by  the  proper  judicial  tribunals. 

Not  deeming  this  case  in  any  manner  an  exception  to  the  general  class  falling 
under  such  recommendation,  I  would  favor  its  disposal  in  the  same  manner,  either 
by  special  act  or  by  public  statute  embracing  the  whole  class. 

I  inclose  the  bill,  with  a  copy  of  Mr.  Rea's  communication. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  A.  WILLIAMSON,  Commiationtr. 

Hon.  C.  ScHURZ, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Tbe  title  to  ansarveyed  overflowed  lands  in  the  bed  of  lakes  covered 
with  water  remains  in  the  United  States  and  does  not  pass  to  the  States  in 
which  they  are  situated  ander  swamp-land  grants.  (See  letter  of  Commis- 
sioner of  the  General  Land  Office,  dated  January  25, 1873,  Ex.  Doc  No. 
31,  3d  session  42d  Congress.) 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  committee  that  the  drainage  of  this  lake  wonld 
relieve  the  city  of  Shreveport  and  surrounding  country  to  a  very  great 
extent  from  miasmatic  diseases  incident  to  that  locality  in  conseqneuce 
of  decayed  vegetation  and  stagnant  waters.  On  this  subject  the  com- 
mittee beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  communication  from  the  mayor 
of  said  city  of  Shreveport : 

Shreveport,  La.,  March  18,  J  878. 

Dear  Sir  :  On  tbe  part  of  the  city  of  Shreveport,  we  wonld  like  to  have  yon  respect- 
fully represent  to  the  members  of  Congress  that  it  is  a  matter  of  great  importance  that 
Cross  Lake,  near  the  city  of  Shreveport,  should  be  drained,  as  it  would  add  very 
materiallv  to  the  general  health  of  the  city,  and  do  away  in  a  great  measure  with  the 
miasma  that  caused  the  yellow  fever  and  other  miasmatic  and  other  diseases  so  malig- 
nant in  our  vicinity,  and  would  also  give  us  some  assurance  of  better  navigation  to 
Jefferson,  Tex. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

N.  W.  MURPHY, 

Mayor, 
W.  D.  Wylib,  Esq., 

Waehington  City,  D.  C. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  committee,  the  building  of  the  necessary  levees 
to  drain  said  lake  will  prevent  the  flowage  of  water  from  Twelve  Mile 
Bayou  into  said  Gross  Lake,  and  will  thereby  improve  the  navigation 
of  Twelve-Mile  Bayou  and  other  waters  between  Shreveport  and  Jef- 
ferson, Tex. 

There  are  precedents  where  the  lands  in  the  beds  of  lakes  have  been 
granted  to  counties  for  reclamation.    (See  act  granting  the  lands  in 
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Beaver  Lake,  Indiana,  to  the  connty  of  Newton,  in  said  State,  United 
States  Statutes  at  Large,  vol.  17,  page  409 ;  also  act  granting  lands  in 
bed  of  Tarkeo  Lake  in  Holt  Ooanty,  Mo.,  to  said  coanty,  United  States 
Statutes  at  Large,  vol.  16.) 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  committee  that  Oongress  has  no  constitattonal 
power  to  create  a  private  corporation  within  a  State  for  sach  purposes  as 
are  proposed  in  this  bill. 

A  careful  consideration  of  this  subject  has  satisfied  the  committee 
of  the  propriety  of  the  proposed  work.  The  committee  therefore  reports 
the  accompanying  bill  as  a  substitute  and  recommends  the  passage  of 
the  same. 

The  substitute  grants  the  overflowed  lands  in  the  bed  of  said  lake  to 
certain  persons  therein  named,  their  successors  and  assigns,  on  the  con- 
ditions that  they  shall  within  five  years  from  the  passage  of  the  bill 
cause  the  water  in  said  lake  to  be  drained  and  the  said  lands  reclaimed 
from  overflow. 

These  persons  are  to  be  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  bill ; 
and  when  the  lake  has  been  drained  and  the  lands  reclaimed  and  the 
terms  of  the  bill  have  been  complied  with  by  said  corporation,  then  it  is 
their  duty  to  make  a  report  in  writing  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  that  effect ;  whereupon  it  is  made  the  duty  of  said  Secretary  to  cause 
the  work  to  be  inspected  by  three  competent  engineers  of  the  Army  of 
the  United  States,  and  upon  their  report  that  the  terms  and  provisions 
of  the  bill  have  been  complied  with  and  the  lake  drained  and  said  lands 
reclaimed,  then  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  execute 
and  deliver  to  said  persons  a  patent  for  said  lands ;  and  the  title  to  said 
lands  shall  not  vest  in  said  persons  until  the  execution  and  delivery  of 
said  patent.  If  said  persons  fail  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  the  bill 
within  five  years  from  its  passage,  they  fodeit  all  right  to  said  lands  or 
any  part  thereof. 

The  rights  of  all  valid  claimants  to  any  portion  or  part  of  said  lands 
are  reserved  and  protected  by  the  bill. 
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May  18, 1878.— Read,  recommitted  to  the  Committee  of  Private  LaDd-ClaimSi  and 

ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Turner,  from  the  Committee  on  Private  Land-Claims,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4886.] 

The  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  House 
bill  No.  1871,  entitled  '^  A  bill  to  authorize  the  correction  of  boundaries 
of  certain  lands  in  San  Mateo  County,  .California,"  have  considered  the 
same,  and  report  the  accompanying  bill  as  a  substitute  therefor,  with 
the  recommendation  that  the  substitute  do  pass.  The  facts  are  fully 
set  forth  in  the  printed  report  of  the  Hon.  S.  L.  Mayham,  made  to  the 
Forty -second  Congress,  which  is  hereto  annexed  and  made  a  part  hereof. 


The  undersigned  suicommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Private  Land-Claims^ 
to  whom  was  referred  House  bill  No.  1308,  respectfully  submits  the  follow- 
ing report : 

The  facts  of  this  case  are  fully  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  Hon.  S.  L* 
Mayham,  on  file  in  this  case;  and  your  subcommittee  concurs  with  his 
predecessor,  the  Hon.  S.  L.  Mayham,  that  injustice  has  been  done  to 
the  parties  asking  the  relief  sought  by  the  bill,  but  doubts  whether 
they  have  not  an  adequate  remedy  under  existing  laws.  On  mature  ex- 
amination, however,  of  the  cases  cited  by  counsel,  he  has  grave  doubts  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  State  courts  of  California  and  the  Federal  courts 
have  not  decided  that  they  are  without  a  remedy,  and  as  to  whether 
under  existing  laws  there  is  any  State  or  Federal  jurisdiction  to  remedy 
the  injustice  of  which  the  parties  asking  the  passage  of  this  bill  com- 
plain. Such  seems  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  best  California  attorneys, 
and  the  language  of  the  courts  is  probably  susceptible  of  such  construc- 
tion ;  and  your  subcommittee  has,  therefore,  reluctantly  concluded  to 
recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill,  after  first  amending  it  in  the  13th 
line,  after  the  word  "names,"  by  inserting  "and  that  of  the  United 
States,"  and  by  adding  at  the  close  of  the  bill  these  words :  "and  said 
court  may  proceed  to  adjust  the  rights  of  the  parties  and  the  United 
States  arising  under  its  decision,  and  to  that  end  may  cause  all  proper 
parties  to  be  made;  and  the  defendants  may  rely  on  all  proper  defenses, 
except  time,  and  all  persons  in  possession  of  or  claiming  said  lands 
shall  be  made  defendants  to  said  bill  in  equity." 

THOMAS  TCTRNER, 
Subcommittee  of  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims.. 
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Bt^Mni  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Private  Land^Claime  in  the  matter  of  the  boundary  line  of  ike 

Las  Pulgas  rancho. 

The  nnderoigDed  Subcommittee  on  Private  Land-Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
petition  of  Dennis  Martin  and  others,  asking  for  authority  to  contest  the  correctness 
of  the  sarvey  and  location  of  a  land  nant  in  California,  respectfully  reports  to  the 
Committee  on  Private  Land-Claims  as  follows : 

That  on  the  27th  day  of  November,  lS35f  Jos^  Castro,  political  chief  and  governor 
cd  interim  of  Alta  California,  ffrauted  to  the  heirs  of  Arguello  a  tract  of  land  called 
Las  Pnlgas,  and  bounded  on  the  south  by  the  arroyo  of  San  Francisquito ;  on  the  north 
by  the  Ban  Mateo ;  on  the  east  by  the  estuaries  or  bay ;  on  the  west  by  Caliada  de  Rai- 
mnndo,  and  in  said  grant  described  the  same  as  being  fonr  leagues  in  latitude  and  ods 
in  longitude.  That  the  western  boundary  of  said  grant  was  surveyed  and  marked,  and 
juridical  possession  was  given  to  said  grantee  establishing  the  westerly  bonuda  thereof 
one  league  west  of  the  estuary  or  bay  of  San  Francisco.  {Arguello  vs.  U.  8.,  18  How- 
ard, 539.) 

In  1852  the  Las  Pulgas  claimants  petitioned  the  California  laud  commiaaioners  for  » 
confirmation  of  their  claim  to  the  amount  of  twelve  leagues,  and  the  commiasionetB 
rejected  the  claim  for  twelve  leagues,  but  confirmed  the  claim  for  four  leagues,  which 
decision  was  ccmflrmed  by  the  United  States  district  court,  from  which  an  appeal  was 
taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  heard  at  the  December  term, 
1855,  when  the  decision  of  the  district  court  was  affirmed  and  the  land  described  in  the 
decree  as  follows:  **  Bounded  on  the  south  by  arroyo  or  creek  of  San  Francisquito; 
on  the  north  by  the  creek  of  San  Mateo ;  on  the  east  esteros  or  waters  of  the  bay  oif 
San  Francisco,  and  on  the  west  by  the  eastern  borders  of  the  valley  known  as  the 
Cafiada  de  Raimundo,  said  land  being  of  the  extent  of  fonr  leaguea  in  length  and  one 
in  breadth,  be  the  Bame  more  or  less.^ 

On  the  19th  of  December,  1856,  John  C.  Hayes,  United  States  surveyor-general  for 
California,  returof  d  to  the  General  Land  Office  field-notes  and  a  map  parporting  to  be 
a  snrvey  of  the  Las  Pulgas  rancho,  including  an  area  of  land  of  the  amount  d 
35,240  acres,  and  the  2d  day  of  October,  1857,  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office  issued  a  patent  to  the  heirs  at  law  and  legal  representatives  of  Luis  Arguello, 
deceased — a  patent  for  the  land  embraced  in  that  survey,  but  provided  in  said  pateot 
that  in  virtue  of  the  fifteenth  section  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1051,  the  confirmation  of 
said  claim  and  the  patent  shall  not  affect  the  rights  of  third  parties. 

The  survey  by  Haye8,  and  the  patent  issued  in  accordance  therewith  of  the  Pulgas 
rancho,  was  not  liuiif ed  in  quantity  to  the  amonnt  in  the  original  grant  or  that  speci- 
fied in  the  decree  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  confirming  the  same,  bat 
was,  as  appeals  by  the  certificate  of  the  county  surveyor  of  San  Mateo  Coanty,  three 
Spanish  leagues  wide  at  the  southerly  end,  one  and  four-tenths  leagues  at  the  center, 
and  one  and  six-tenths  leagues  at  the  northerly  end,  and  embraced  land  in  excess  of 
the  original  grant  of  one  league  in  width  to  the  amount  of  17,490  acres,  or  nearly 
double  that  of  the  original  grant. 

2.  On  the  3d  of  Au^st,  1840,  Governor  Alvarado,  then  governor  of  California, 
granted  to  John  Coppingtr  the  tract  of  land  known  as  the  Caliada  de  Raimundo. 
This  grant  was  bounded  on  the  east  by  the  Rancho  de  Las  Pulgas,  which,  at  that  time, 
must  have  been  understood  as  extending  but  one  leagne  from  the  Bay  of  San  Fran- 
cisco according  to  the  terms  of  the  grant.  On  the  15th  of  March,  1843,  John  Coppu- 
ger  conveyed  by  deed  (which  was  duly  recorded)  to  Dennis  Martin  a  large  portion  of 
the  southeast  portion  of  this  grant,  and  in  said  deed  described  the  same  as  bounded  on 
the  south  by  the  creek  of  San  Francisquito,  and  on  the  east  by  the  jj^rant  of  Las 
Pulgas,  and  said  Martin  regarding  the  extreme  westerly  bound  of  the  Las  Pulgas  to  be 
located  one  league  from  the  bay,  took  possession  of  said  land  described  in  his  deed  and 
continued  in  undisturbed  i>osses8ion  thereof  while  it  remained  under  the  Mexican  Gov- 
ernment, and  for  a  long  time  thereafter,  and  made  improvements  to  the  amount  of 
175,000  to  $100,000  on  the  same.  The  balance  of  the  grant  to  Coppinger  was  occupied 
by  him  until  his  death  in  1846,  except  such  portions  of  the  same  as  he  had  conveyed 
to  other  parties.  The  claimants  of  the  Coppinger  grant  petitioned  the  commissiooen 
to  be  allowed  to  intervene  in  the  name  of  the  United  States,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  March  3, 1851,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  Pulgas  rancho  did  not 
extend  but  one  league  from  the  bay,  but  were  denied  that  privilege  at  the  hearing  of 
the  Pnlgas  claim  in  18.52. 

But  there  does  not  appear  to  be  anything  in  the  decision  of  the  commissioners,  or  of 
the  district  or  supreme  court,  that  afiects  the  rights  of  the  Coppinger  claimants, « 
that  in  any  way  extends  the  rights  of  the  Pulgas  claimants  beyond  the  leagne  line,  or 
over  one  leagne  from  the  bay.  On  the  contrary,  the  language  of  the  court  in  the  case 
of  Arguello  r».  The  United  States  (18  Howard,  .539)  seems  to  be  adverse  to  the  floating 
of  the  Pulftas  rancho  beyond  one  leagne  from  the  bay.  The  court  says :  **  The  Mexi- 
can authorities  have  themselves  given  a  construction' to  this  grant  in  1840,  when  they 
granted  the  Caflada  de  Raimundo  to  Coppinger,  calling  for  Las  Pulgas  as  its  eastern 
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bonndary.  Moreover,  laridical  poBeession  was  given  to  the  ArgQ^noe^  establishioff  the 
western  boundary  of  the  Lae  Pulgaa  one  league  west  of  the  estuary  or  bay  of  Ban 
Francisco." 

The  inference  is  inevitaUe  from  this  language  that  the  court  regarded  the  lea^^ue 
line  as  the  westerly  liniite  of  the  Pulgas  rancho,  and  if  this  is  so,  then  the  adjudica- 
tion of  the  Supreme  Court  is  an  adjudication  in  favor  of  and  not  against  the  rights  of 
the  petitioners,  and  their  rights  are  affected  only  by  the  acts  of  the  surveyor  in  making 
the  survey,  and  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  in  issuing  a  patent  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  grant  or  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

On  the  23d  of  November,  1863,  the  commissioners  of  California  confirmed  the  title 
of  the  Co]>pin^er  grant,  and  bounded  on  the  east  by  the  Rancho  de  Las  Pulgas.  If 
the  westerly  line  of  the  Pulgas  rancho  had  been  the  league  line,  or  a  line  one  league 
from  the  bay,  this  would  have  been  a  correct  description.  But  by  the  survey  and 
patent  the  Pulgas  rancho  had  been  floated  beyond  the  limits  of  the  league  line  from 
the  bay.  In  other  words,  the  grant  which  had  the  bay  as  one  of  its  fixed  boundaries, 
and  which  by  its  terms  was  limited  to  one  league  in  width  from  the  bay,  had  been  ex- 
tended two  leagues  beyond  that  limit,  and  in  that  way  the  Coppinger  grant  had  been 
crowded  back  to  make  room  for  the  growing  dimensions  of  the  I^ulgas  rancho,  and  to 
this  proof  of  expansion  and  removal  the  heirs  of  Coppinger  have  failed  to  interpose 
any  effectual  resistance. 

But  to  the  grantees  of  Coppinger,  who  had  purchased  their  lands  and  paid  for  them 
when  the  line  one  league  from  the  bay  was,  oy  all  parties,  regarded  as  the  exterior 
boundary  of  the  Pulgas  grant,  this  extension  of  the  Pulgas  rancho  was  total  absorp- 
tion and  annihilation,  and  unless  they  can  be  protected  in  the  courts  or  in  Congress 
they  are  remediless. 

Can  they  be  protected  in  the  courts  ?  If  so,  they  would  not  seek  Congressional  aid. 
In  Waterman  r«.  Smith  (13  Cal.  R.,  373),  the  court  says  the  patent  is  conclusive  evidence 
of  the  right  of  the  patentee  to  the  land  described  therein,  not  only  between  himself 
and  the  United  States,  but  as  between  himself  and  a  third  person,  who  has  not  supe- 
rior title  from  a  source  of  paramount  proprietorship. 

'*This  being  the  settled  law  of  California,  and  conclusive  evidence  of  title  in  the 
patentee,  he  can  maintain  ejectment  at  law  for  all  lands  embraced  in  his  patent  against 
persons  in  possession  holding  adversely  to  him,  or  may  defend  himself  in  his  possession 
against  any  person  seeking  to  evict  him  by  or  under  an  adverse  title.'' 

But  it  can  hardly  be  pretended  that  this  power,  under  a  patent,  is  so  crystallized  as  to 
defy  the  power  of  Congress  in  cases  where  a  patent  has  been  either  erroneously  or 
fraudulently  located,  especially  if  the  party  injured  was  not  a  party  to  the  location  or 
the  fraud. 

By  the  terms  of  section  15 of  the  act  of  March  3, 1851,  as  well  as  by  the  express  lan- 
guage of  the  Pulj^as  patent,  the  rights  of  third  parties  are  reserved  and  protected,  and 
in  the  case  of  Mmturn  r^.  Bovee  (24  Cul.  R.,  644),  the  court  says :  **  Third  persoos 
must  be  regarded  to  be  all  peisons  who  are  not  parties  to  the  proceeding  before  the  laud 
commissioners,  or  standing  in  such  relation  with  those  who  were  parties  thereto  as  to 
become  affected  and  bound  as  privies,  and  the  interest  of  third  persons  that  remain  un- 
affected by  the  final  confirmation  and  patent,  and  those  subsisting  in  perfect  title  de- 
rived from  a  source  of  paramount  proprietorship,  which  could  be  used  in  resisting  suc- 
cessfully the  action  of  the  government  respecting  them." 

The  grant  to  Coppinger  was  perfect  in  itself.  It  was  an  absolute  conveyance  to  him 
as  full  and  ample  as  letters-patent  could  be  from  the  United  States. 

This  deed  to  his  grantees  passed  to  and  vested  in  them  a  perfect  title,  which  they 
held  at  the  *^ime  of  the  acquisition  of  this  territory  by  the  United  States. 

The  treaty  of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo  imposed  upon  the  United  States  the  duty  of  pro- 
tecting the  title  of  those  who  had  perfect  titles  to  real  estate  under  the  Mexican  (^v- 
ernment,  as  well  as  that  of  perfecting  such  titles  as  were  in  their  nature  inchoate. 

These  parties  having  been  divested  of  their  legal  title  by  a  proceeding  to  which  they 
were  not  parties,  and  over  which  they  could  not  exercise  any  control,  are  still  the  equi- 
table owners  of  these  lands,  and  the  persons  in  whom  the  legal  title  is  by  this  patent 
vested  should  be  treated  as  trustees  for  the  benefit  of  those  having  the  equitable 
title. 

That  they  have  bought  and  held  these  lands  in  good  faith  is  evidenced  by  their 
original  purchase  and  title-deed,  and  by  their  long  occupancy  and  substantial  im- 
provements. 

They  were  transferred  by  the  act  of  annexation  from  one  sovereignty  to  another,  and 
every  principle  of  justice,  humanity,  and  civilization  requires  that  the  government 
extending  its  jurisdiction  over  them  should  extend  its  protection  as  wefl  as  its  au- 
thority. 

The  petitioners  have  not  had  a  day  in  court,  or  an  opportunity  to  defend  themselves 
against  the  overshadowing  claim  of  the  Pulgas  rancho.  Their  grantor  did  not  con- 
test the  location  of  the  line  on  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  that  question  has 
never  been  presented  to  that  tribunal  or  adjudicated  by  it.    The  only  question  that 
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seems  to  have  been  litigated  is,  as  to  the  validity  of  the  respective  grants,  and  not  as 
to  their  location  or  bonndaries,  excei>t  as  that  qaestion  has  incidentuiy  occurred  in  the 
description  of  the  land  as  contained  in  the  grant. 

Unless  the  petitioners  are  permitted  to  contest  the  correctness  of  the  location  of  the 
exterior  lines  of  the  Pnlgas  rancho  and  the  snrvey  of  the  grant,  they  will  be  forced  to 
relinqnish  their  claim  to  their  lands,  which  they  bought  in  good  faith  of  a  grantor  hav- 
ing a  valid  Mexican  title,  and  have  occupied  for  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century,  and 
upon  which  they  have  made  valuable  and  expensive  improvements. 

I  therefore  recommend  that  the  bill  introduced  by  Mr.  Luttrell  be  reported  to  the 

House,  and  that  this  committee  recommend  its  passage.  

S.  li.  B4LAYMAM, 
Suhcommittee  Private  Land-ClaimB. 
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May  18, 1878.  —Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Priyate  Land-Claims  and  ordered 

to  be  printed. 


Mr.  TuBNEB,  fi*om  the  Committee  oq  Private  Land-ClaimSf  submitted 

the  followiug 

REPORT: 

[To  aooompany  bill  H.  B.  4867.] 

The  Committee  on  Private'  Land-Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
bill  (H.  B.  1870)  for  the  relief  of  settlers  on  oertain  lands  in  the  State 
of  California,  have  considered  the  same  and  report  back  a  sabstitate 
therefor,  with  a  recommendation  that  the  sabstitate  pass,  and  ask  that 
that  report,  the  bill,  and  snbstitute  be  printed,  and  the  sabstitate  pass. 
The  facts  are  set  forth  in  the  printed  report  *  of  the  Hon.  S.  L.  May- 
ham  to  the  Forty-second  Congress,  which  is  referre<i  to  as  part  hereof. 

THOS.  TUBNEB. 


APPENDIX  A. 

[Report  No.  39.— Forty-first  Congress,  third  session.] 

Mr.  Mayham,  a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Private  Land-Claims,  submitted 

the  foUowiug  report,  to  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2037 : 

The  undersigned,  eubeomimitiee  an  Private  Land-Claime,  to  whom  ufos  rrferred  House  MH 

No,  2037,  makes  (he  following  report : 

I.  In  1835  the  Lagnna  de  la  Marced  was  granted  bv  the  Mexican  goyernment  to  one 
Antonio  Qalindo,  and  was  described  in  the  grant  as  follows : 

1st.  Commencing  at  the  river  Con  do  San  Bruno,  on  the  northeast  comer  of  the 
rancho  Buriburi,  at  low-water  mark  on  the  shore  of  the  bay  of  Francisco,  thence 
westerly,  in  a  straight  line,  along  the  north  boundaries  of  the  rancho  Buriburi, 
through  the  La|;una  Alta,  to  the  ocean ;  2d.  Commencing  again  at  the  first  station, 
thence  in  a  straight  line  to  the  top  of  the  hill  of  Sau  Bruno,  thence  along  the  ridge  of 
the  range  of  hil^  extending  thence  in  nearly  a  northern  directiou  to  the  portesueTo  or 
hollow,  where  the  road  leadiugfrom  San  Jo&6  to  San  Francisco  crosses  the  range  of 
said  bills ;  3d.  Thence  north  30^  GO'  west,  in  a  straight  line  to  the  ocean  ;  and  4th. 
Along  the  beach  of  the  ocean  to  the  terminating  pomt  of  the  first  above-described 
lioe,  containiug  a  little  more  than  one  league  from  north  to  south,  and  a  half  league 
from  east  to  west,  more  or  less. 

On  the  27th  of  September,  1835,  a  grant  was  issued  by  the  Mexican  Government 
to  said  Galindo  for  said  land,  who  immediately  took  possession  thereof^  and  on  the 
12th  of  May,  1837.  conveyed  the  same  to  Don  Francisco  de  Haro. 

On  the  loth  of  March,  1852,  De  Haro  having  died,  his  heirs  filed  their  petition  before 
the  board  of  California  land  commissioners  in  California,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1851,  praying  a  confirmation  of  their  title  to  the  above  grant,  and  the  same  was  con- 
firmed for  one-half  league,  the  amount  called  for  in  the  grant. 

On  the  .3d  day  of  June,  1863,  the  district  court  of  the  northern  district  of  California 
made  a  decree  whereby  they  confirmed  the  title  of  the  petitioners  to  the  land  under 
said  grant,  but  restricted  the  same  to  one-half  league,  and  described  the  same  as  fol- 
lows :  *'A  tract  of  land  shall  be  located  and  surveyed  within  the  exterior  bounds  named 
in  the  grant,  which  tract  shall  be  measured  by  north,  south,  east,  and  west  lines,  so  as 

*  See  Appendix  A. 
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to  inolade  a  tract  of  half  a  square  leagae,  being  one  league  from  north  to  sooth,  and 
one-half  leagne  from  east  to  west.^ 

On  the  27tn  of  Jnly,  1863,  a  sarvey  pursuant  to  said  decree  was  presented  to  the  said 
district  court  and  duly  confirmed. 

By  this  decree  and  determination,  a  large  tract  of  land  now  in  controversy,  and 
lying  within  the  exterior  bounds  of  the  De  Haro  grant,  but  not  confirmed  to  the  repre- 
sentatives of  De  Haro,  became  United  States  lands,  unless  the  same  were  euibraced 
within  a  grant  made  by  the  Mexican  Government  to  Jacob  P.  Lees  on  bis  petition  filed 
in  that  government  on  the  14th  day  of  November,  1831).  That  grant  is  described  in 
the  petition  as  bounded  on  the  west  by  the  road  as  far  as  the  mountain  pass;  on  the 
south  by  the  ranchoof  Francisco  Haro  and  that  of  Jos^  Sanches,  and  on  the  east  by 
the  sea. 

At  this  time  the  range  of  mountains  of  San  Bruno  seems  to  have  been  nnderstood  as 
the  eastern  boundary  of  the  De  iforo  ranch,  and  that  does  not  seem  to  have  been  dis- 
puted by  any  one  until  the  decree  of  the  district  court  limiting  the  extent  of  that 
ranch  to  one  by  one-half  league. 

If  this  view  of  the  case  be  correct,  then  at  the  time  of  the  grant  of  the  Visitation 
ranch  to  Jacob  P.  Lees  it  was  intended  to  extend  only  to  the  cop  of  the  range  of  the 
San  BruDO  Mountains,  and  embraced  none  of  these  lands  which  are  now  the  subject  of 
controversy. 

On  the  1st  of  June,  1854,  the  surveyor-general  of  the  United  States  entered  on  said 
land  and  townshiped  and  seotionized  the  same  at  public  lands  of  the  United  States* 
and  sent  to  the  General  Land  Office  in  Washington,  and  the  local  land-oflQoe  in  Cali- 
fornia, the  survev  for  record ;  and  the  Land  Office  gave  notice  to  the  settlers  that  all 
pre-emptors  residin|i^  on  said  land  must  appear  at  the  land-office  in  California  and  ent^ 
their  respective  claims  on  said  plats,  according  to  existing  laws  of  the  United  States, 
which  notice  was  complied  with  by  many  of  the  residents  on  said  lands  ;  that  in  Jan- 
uary, 1858,  notice  was  given  to  the  occupants  to  prove  up  their  pre-emptions,  and  pay 
the  United  States  for  the  lands,  whicn  was  also  complied  with  by  many  of  the 
settlers,  and  payments  were  made  to  and  certificates  granted  by  the  United  States  for 
said  lands. 

By  the  act  of  March  3, 1851,  all  foreign  land  grants  in  California  were  required  to 
be  presented  to  the  board  of  California  land  commissioners  for  adjadication  by  said 
board  as  to  the  validity  of  said  grant%;  that  about  the  year  1855  the  owners  of  the 
Visitation  ranch,  in  the  name  of  Henry  Pay  son,  presented  to  the  board  of  California 
land  commissioners  the  Visitation  Mexican  grant  for  confirmation,  and  the  same  was 
confirmed  on  the  30th  of  January  of  that  year. 

That  the  decree  of  the  board  was  confirmed  by  the  United  States  district  court  for 
the  northern  district  of  California  on  the  18th  day  of  Jnne,  1856,  and  said  district  court, 
on  the  1st  of  April,  1857,  recorded  a  final  decree  of  confirmation  on  information  from 
the  United  States  Attorney-General,  that  no  appeal  would  be  taken  to  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court.  While  these  proceedings  were  pending  before  the  district 
court,  the  petitioners  in  possession  of  the  land  within  the  exterior  bounds  of  the  De 
Haro  grant,  which  had  been  surveyed  by  the  United  States  as  government  lands,  and 
claiming  under  the  United  States  pre-emption  laws,  intervened,  and  by  their  counsel 
and  through  the  United  States  district  attorney  opposed  the  confirmation  of  said  sur- 
vey, and  applied  to  the  district  attorney  to  appeal  from  said  confirmation  to  the  Su- 
preme Coort ;  but  that  officer,  who  was  alone  authorized  by  law  to  appeal  for  the 
mtervenors,  declined  to  do  so,  and  stipulated  not  to  appeal. 

The  patent  issued  by  the  United  States  to  the  claimants  of  the  Visitation  ranch  ex- 
cepted from  its  operation  the  rights  of  **  third  parties  *'  on  said  land,  bnt  it  is  claimed 
by  patentees  that  the  patent  is  conclusive  as  to  the  extent  of  said  ranch,  aod  as  the 
patent  is  issued  to  confirm  a  foreign  land  grant,  no  lands  within  its  limits  were  ever 
subject  to  entry  under  the  United  States  pre-emption  laws,  and  that  therefore  the  pre- 
emptors  got  no  rights  as  asainst  them  by  their  pre-emption,  and  cite  section  6  of  the 
act  of  March  3,  1853,  providing  for  the  survey  of  CMifornia  lands,  in  support  of  that 
position. 

That  the  decision  of  the  district  court  confirming  the  survey  of  the  Visitation  rancho 
is  res  judicata  as  to  the  occupants  of  this  land,  who  had  the  right  to  intervene,  and  who 
did  intevene  by  counsel,  and  failed  to  appeal,  although  they  were  not  parties  to  the 
record,  and  were  in  possession,  claiming  as  pri-emptorsat  the  time  of  that  adjudication. 

That  the  patent  is  conclusive  evidence  of  title  m  the  patentee  in  an  action  at  law, 
and  cannot  be  impeached  in  an  action  of  ejectment,  and  toat  under  it  they  have  vested 
riehts  that  cannot  be  divested  even  by  an  act  of  Congress. 

The  petitioners  insist  that  the  right  of  the  United  States  to  these  lands,  after  they 
were  decided  not  to  belong  to  the  De  Haro  grant,  and  at  the  time  they  were  seotionized 
by  the  United  States,  and  pre-empted  by  them,  was  undisputed,  and  that  they  were  not 
embraced  in  or  properly  claimed  under  a  foreign  land  grant. 

That  as  they  were  in  the  possession  of  these  lands  at  the  time  of  this  adjudication 
under  a  right  previously  acquired  of  the  United  States,  and  were  not  paities  to  the 
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record  in  that  adJudicatioD,  so  as  te  be  in  a  situation  to  control  the  same  and  appeal, 
they  have  not  had  their  day  in  court,  and  cannot  be  conclnded  by  that  adjudication. 

That  the  patent  now  held  by  the  patentees  or  their  assigns  is  a  cloud  upon  their 
title,  and  conclusive  evidence  against  them  in  an  action  of  ejectment  by  the  patentees 
or  thtir  assigns,  and  that  they  uionld  be  permitted  to  go  behind  this  patent  and  in- 
terpose their  equitable  claim  to  these  lands,  and  controvert  the  correctness  of  the  line 
of  this  ranch. 

In  the  case  of  the  United  States  vs.  Josepha  de  Haroef  al.,  determined  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  December,  1^65,  the  court  allow  the  pre-emptors  of  lands 
claimed  by  De  Haro  to  be  within  the  foreign  land  grant  to  contest  as  to  the  extent  of 
said  grant,  and  by  its  judgment  upheld  the  claim  of  the  pre-emptors,  although  at  the 
time  of  the  pre-emption  the  claimants  under  the  foreign  grant  were  prosecuting  their 
claim  to  said  land. 

From  this  and  other  decisions  upon  this  question  it  would  seem  that  the  United 
States  Gk>v»rnment  does  not  regard  itself  concluded  from  treating  as  government  land 
lands  claimed  by  grantees  under  a  foreign  grant,  except  to  the  extent  of  the  lands 
actually  granted  to  such  grantees. 

The  pre-emption  rights  of  the  pre-emptors  were  therefore  valid,  unless  the  lands  pre- 
empted were  in  fact  within  the  Visitation  ranch,  and  that  question  the  pre-emptors 
should  be  permitted  to  try,  unless  they  are  barred  by  the  adjudication  already  had. 
Was  that  adjudication  a  bar,  or  so  far  conclusive  upon  the  pre-emptors  as  to  preclude 
them  from  attacking  the  location  of  this  line,  collaterally,  in  a  direct  proceeding  be- 
tween the  patentee  and  the  pre-emptors;  and,  if  not,  then  have  the  patentees  acquired 
under  the  patent  such  vested  rights  as  to  estop  Congress  and  the  courts  from  correct- 
ing the  error,  if  any  existed,  as  between  the  pre-emptors  and  patentees  f 

It  is  a  well-settleid  general  principle  of  law  that  a  judgment  is  a  bar  only  as  betwecQ 
parties  to  the  record  and  their  privies ;  and  as  the  pre-emptors  had  as  such  a  valid 
right  as  against  the  United  States,  they  were  not  the  privies  of  the  United  States,  and 
would  not  in  that  character  be  bound  by  an  a4jndication  between  the  United  States 
and  the  patentee  of  the  Visitation  rancho. 

But  by  the  thirteenth  section  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1851,  it  is  provided  that  if  the 
right  of  the  claimants  under  a  grant  shall  be  contested  by  any  other  person,  such  per- 
son may  file  his  petition  with  the  jnd^  of  the  district  court,  setting  forth  his  claim, 
and  may  have  an  injunction  restraining  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  fh>m 
issuing  a  patent  pursuant  to  the  confirmation  of  any  survey  or  grant  until  the  rights 
of  such  other  person  can  be  determined.  Had  the  pre-emptors  availed  themselves  of 
that  provision  they  might  have  fully  presented  their  case  and  had  the  same  adjudi- 
cated before  the  court  without  the  aid  of  the  district  attorney.  But  it  appears  that 
they  were  not  bound  to  do  this,  and  by  section  15  of  the  same  act  the  determination 
is  conclusive  only  as  to  the  rights  of  the  claimant  and  the  United  States;  and  by  sec- 
tion 3  of  the  act  of  June  14, 1860,  it  seems  that  pre-emptors  are  required  to  appear 
through  the  district  attorney  intervening  in  the  name  or  the  United  States  on  appeals 
to  the  Supreme  Court. 

On  the  whole  the  pre-emptors  do  not  appear  to  be  parties  to  the  survey  and  confirma- 
tion of  the  boundaries  of  the  Visitation  rancho  to  such  an  extent  as  to  be  barred  of 
their  equitable  rights.  And  this  view  is  strengthened  by  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  his  com- 
munication of  the  20th  November,  18(S9,  recommending  a  suit  in  chancery  in  the  name 
of  the  United  States,  but  at  the  expense  of  the  parties,  to  settle  this  controversy. 

It  is  therefore  recommended  that  an  act  be  passed  allowing  all  persons,  whether  aa 
pre-emptors  or  settlers,  under  any  grant  or  title  on  any  lands  within  the  exterior 
bounds  of  the  patent  granted  by  the  United  States  Laud  Office  in  confirmation  of  the 
Mexican  grant  known  as  the  rancho  Canada  de  Guadalupe  la  Visitacion  Rodeo  Viejo^ 
in  the  county  of  San  Mateo  and  State  of  California,  the  right  in  all  courts  to  contest 
the  correctness  of  the  location  of  the  lines  of  said  patent  as  confirmed  by  the  United 
States  district  court  of  the  northern  district  of  California  to  the  parties  claiming  said 
ranch,  notwithstanding  any  official  or  approved  survev  made  or  hereafter  to  be  made 
of  the  same ;  and  that  House  of  Representatives  bill  No.  2037,  referred  to  this  com- 
mittee, be  so  amended  as  to  conform  to  this  recommendation,  and,  as  so  amended,  do 
pass. 

S.  L.  MAYHAM, 

Suhcammiitee. 


APPENDIX. 


Departmbnt  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office^  December  15,  1870. 

I,  Joseph  8.  Wilson,  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  do  hereby  certify  that 

the  annexed  are  true  and  literal  exemplifications  of  the  following:  ^ 

Ist.  On  pages  1  and  2,  the  transcript  petition  of  Jacob  P.  Leese,  and  the  transcript 
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marginal  order  of  Caatro,  aa  the  same  are  foand  on  pagea  127  and  188,  volnine  17,  of 
the  transcript  record  of  evidenoe  of  the  California  land  commission  on  file  in  this  office. 

2d.  Of  an  nnanthenticated  dia^am  aooompanying  a  letter  dated  2d  Jal^,  1859,  from 
the  sorvevor-general  of  California,  in  irhioh  letter  it  is  stated  that  the  diagram  sent 
np  is  not  known  to  him  *'  as  an  authentic  or  official  paper.'' 

[Diagram  accompanies  the  MS.  copy  of  this  paper.] 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of 
this  office  to  be  affixed,  at  the  city  of  Washington,  on  the  day  and  year  above  written. 

[8KAL.]  JOS.  a  WILSON, 

CamminUmer  of  ike  General  Land  Ojfce. 


No.  142. 

Claim  of  Rob- 
ert 8.  Eaton. 


Cafiada  de 
Onadalnpe  Vis- 
itacion  y  Rodeo 
Viejo. 

*'  Espediente." 
Translation. 


1839. 

Espediente,  instituted  by  Jacob  Leeee,  soliciting  the  tract  of  land 
known  by  the  name  of  *'  Cafiada  de  Guadalupe  and  Visitacion.'' 

245. 

Stamp  fourth,  one-fourth  of  a  real,  provisionally  anthorized  by  the 
maritime  custom-house  of  Monterey  tor  the  years  1839  and  184U. 
Alvarado.  Lsbal.]  ANTONIO  MA.  OBIO. 


San  Juam  db  Castro, 
November  16,  1839.— Let 
the  justice  of  the  peace  of 
San  Francisco  report  on 
the snbject-matter  of  this 
petition. 

CASTRO. 


BlosT  ExcKLLEMT  SiR :  The  citizen  Ja- 
cobo  Luis  de  Leese,  before  yonr  excel- 
lency, with  doe  respnect  and  in  dne  form 
of  law,  appears  and  says,  that  being  de- 
sirous to  have  a  place  for  the  purpose  of 
breeding  meat-cattle  and  horses  th»«oo, 
he  asks  the  place  called  "  La  Cafiada  de 
Guadalupe  y  Visitacion,"  sitnated  in  the 
bend  formed  by  the  hill  of  San  Bmno, 
distant  about  one  league  from  the  Mis- 
sion of  San  Francisco,  according  to  an- 
nexed sketch,  excepting  the  **  Rincon  de 
las  Salinas,''  as  therein  shown;  the 
boundaries  to  be,  on  the  north,  the  said 
"Rincon'';  on  the  west,  the  main  road 
as  far  as  the  mountain  pass  (Porteznelo) ; 
on  the  south,  the  rancbo  of  Francisco 
Haro  and  that  of  Jos^  Sanchez ;  and  on 
the  east,  the  sea. 

Therefore  I  pray  yoor  excellency  that 
yon  be  pleased  to  accede  to  my  applica- 
tion, and  I  shall  be  in  dnt^  boBnd,^c. 

I  swear  it  is  not  in  malice,  &o, 

JACOB  P.  LEESE. 

BtoNTBRKT,  November  14, 1839. 


Gbnsral  Land  Officb,  Februarjf  25,  1870. 

I,  Joseph  8.  Wilson,  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  do  hereby  certify  that 
the  annexed,  on  pages  one  to  six  inclusive,  is  a  true  and  literiJ  exemplification  of  the 
certified  transcript  now  on  file  in  this  office. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name,  and  caused  the  seal  of 
this  office  to  be  affixed,  at  the  city  of  Washington,  on  the  day  and  year  above  written. 

[SEAL.]  JOa  S.  WILSON, 

CommUeUmer  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

1]       *In  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  of  America  for  the  northern  district  of 

California. 

The  United  States,  appellants,  )  Decree  No.  285.   Rancho  -  La  Visitacion  Cafiada 
Henry  R.  Pay^n,  appellee.      )  ^®  Guadalupe  y  Rodeo  Vi^o." 

Stated  term,  June  18, 1856. 

On  appeal  fh>m  the  final  decision  of  the  board  of  land  commissioners  to  ascertain  and 
settle  private  land  claims  in  the  State  of  California,  this  cause  came  on  to  be  heard  at 
the  stated  term  of  the  court,  on  appeal  from  the  final  decision  of  the  board  of  commis- 
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8ioner8  to  asoertain  and  settle  miyate  land  olaimt  in  the  State  of  Oalifornia,  under  an 
act  of  Congress,  aoproyed  on  tne  3d  day  of  March,  1851,  upon  the  transcript  of  the 
proceedings  and  deoimon  of  the  said  board  of  commissioners,  and  the  papers  and 
evidence  on  which  the  said  decision  was  founded;  and  it  appearing  to  the  oonrt  thi^t 
the  said  transcript  has  been  daly  filed  according  to  law,  and  counsel  for  the 
2]  respective  'parties  having  been  heard,  it  is  by  3ie  oourt  hereby  ordered,  ad- 
judged, and  decreed  that  the  said  decision  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  in  all 
things  affirmed. 

And  it  is  likewise  further  ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  that  the  claim  of  the 
appellee  is  a  good  and  valid  claim,  ana  that  the  said  claim  be  confirmed ;  and  that  the 
land  of  which  confirmation  is  hereby  made,  is  known  by  the  name  of  CafLadade  Guada- 
lupe la  Visitacion  y  Rodeo  Viejo,  granted  to  and  Ibrmerlv  occupied  by  Jacob  P. 
Leese,  situated  in  San  Francisco  County,  and  bounded  as  follows,  to  wit :  On  the  east 
by  the  waters  of  the  Bay  of  San  Francisco ;  on  the  west  by  the  Camnio  Real,  as  the 
same  was  located  at  the  time  aaid  land  was  granted,  and  the  Porto  Zuelo ;  on  the 
north  by  the  land  known  as  the  rancho  of  Don  Comelio  Bernal;  and  on  the  south  by 
the  rancho  of  Don  Jo&6  Sanches,  being  the  same  land  described  in  the  grant  to  said  J^rfeeset 
and  represented  as  such  on  the  map  attached  to  and  firming  a  port  of  the  tnyoed 
3]  copy  of  the  espediente  on  file  *in  this  case,  and  to  which  grant  and  map  reference 
is  to  be  had  for  f  nt  ther  description  of  said  premises,  the  same  con taiuing  about  two 
square  leagues  of  land.  Excepting  and  reserving  therefrom*  and  from  ihis  confirma- 
tion, all  that  portion  of  the  aboye-described  premises  which  is  described  and  bounded ^as 
follows,  to  wit:  Commencing  where  a  stake  has  been  planted  in  the  valley  known  aiS 
Visitacion  Valley,  on  the  western  side  of  a  la^ge  gn^  rock  in  and  on  the  borders  of  the 
bay  of  San  Fcaneisoo,  said  rock  being  the  most  southerly  of  a  cluster  of  three,  and 
rather  flat  and  low  compared  with  the  other  two,  and  bearing  north  forty-five  degrees 
thirty  minntes  west,  and  distant  six  feet  from  side  border ;  thence  on  same  bearing 
north  forty-five  degrees  thirty  minutes  west  five  chains  twenty-seven  links;  thence 
north  eighty-two  degrees  fifteen  minutes  west  four  chains  and  forty-seven  links ;  thence 
north  eighty  degrees  thirty  minntes  west  nine  chains  seventy-six  links ;  thence  north 
eighty-two  degrees  fifteen  minutes  west  three  chains  ninety-eight  and  a  half 
4]  links ;  thence  sonrh  eightv-nine  degrees  thirty  minutes  west  *twenty-one  chains 
forty-seven  and  a  half  links ;  thence  north  eighty  degrees  w««t  nineteen  Chains; 
thence  north  eighty- seven  degrees  thirty  minutes  west  forty- two  chains  filheen  and  a 
half  links ;  thence  north  eighty-five  degrees  west  forty-seven  chains  twettty  linJis ; 
thence  south  five  degrees  thirty  minutes  east  twenty-seven  chains  thirty  links ;  thence 
south  five  degrees  west  thirty-four  chains  seventy-nine  links ;  thence  south  fifty  de- 
grees east  forty-five  chains  thirty-five  links ;  thence  north  eighty  degrees  thirty  min- 
ntes east  seven  chains  ninety-six  links ;  thence  east  thirty-seven  chains  thirty-seven 
links;  thence  south  seventy-five  degrees  thirty  minutes  east  forty* four  chains  sixty 
links;  thef'ce  north  eighteen  degrees  east  to  place  of  beginning,  containing,  in  all. 
seven  hundred  acres,  more  or  less,  and  being  the  same  premises  neretofore  confirmed 
by  decree  of  the  said  board  of  commissioners  to  Robert  S.  Eastoro. 

OGDEN  HOFFMAN, 

tTnited  Statu  Diairict  Judge. 
Indorsed :  Filed  June  18, 1856. 

JOHN  A.  MONROE,  CUrky 
By  W.  H.  CHEVERS,  O^m/y. 

5]        *At  a  Btaiied  term  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  of  America  for  the 
northern  district  of  California,  held  at  the  court-room  iu  the  ci^y  of  San  Fran- 
cisco on  Wednesday,  the  first  day  of  April,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thonsand  eight 
hundred  and  fifty-seven : 

Present,  the  Hon.  Ogdea  Hoffman,  district  Judge. 


The  Unitbd  States 
Henry  K.  Payson 


ES   J 

V  D,  C.  285.    L.  C.  745. 
f.   1 


The  Attorney-General  of  the  United  States  having  given  notice  that  appeal  will  not 
be  prosecuted  in  this  case,  and  a  stipulation  having  Men  entered  into  to  that  effect,  on 
motion  of  the  district  attorney  it  is  hereby  ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  that  claim- 
ant have  leave  to  proceed  under  the  decree  of  this  court  heretofore  rendered  in  his 
favor  as  under  final  decree. 

OQDEN  HOFFMAN, 

United  State*  Dutrict  Judge, 
Indorsed :  Filed  April  Ist,  lasr. 

JOHN  A.  MONROE,  Clerk, 
By  W.  H.  CHEVERS,  Deputy, 
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6]  *I.  John  A.  Monroe,  clerk  of  the  diRtriot  court  of  the  United  SUtee  for  the 

northern  district  of  California,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  writing  annexed  to 
this  certificate  are  fall,  true,  and  correct  copies  of  their  respective  ori^^nals,  now  cm 
file  and  remaining  on  record  in  my  office. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  the  said 
court  this  16th  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1857. 
[L,  8.]  JOHN  A.  MONROE,  aerk, 

By  W.  H.  CHEVERS,  DepiUM- 

DkPARTMBNT  of  JU8TICR, 

WashingUmy  Februarjf  3, 1871. 

8iR :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  26th  ultimot 
and  to  inform  you  that  upon  an  examination  of  the  files  of  this  department  it  does  not 
appear  that  any  general  order  has  been  issued  relative  to  the  decisions  of  the  district 
court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  of  California  in  Mexican  land-grant  cases. 
The  following  is  an  extract  from  a  letter  upon  the  subject,  written  by  Mr.  Attorney- 
General  Stanton,  on  the  28th  of  February,  1861,  to  P.  Delia  Torre,  esq.,  special  counsel 
of  the  United  States  in  these  cases : 

''  I  authorize  and  direct  you  as  special  counsel  of  the  United  States  to  take  appeals  io 
all  cases  in  which  decisions  have  been  made  against  the  United  States,  where  appeals 
have  not  been  entered,  and  request  you  to  see  tnat  the  appeals  are  entered  without  de- 
lay, and  that  the  transcripts  are  made  out  and  forwarded  to  this  office,  to  be  entered 
in  the  Supreme  Court." 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  T.  AKERMAN, 

Aitomey-OeueraJ. 
Hon.  Stkphbn  L.  Mayham, 

SvhcommUtee  Private  Land  Cloisit,  House  of  Bepreeentaiivee. 

In  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  northern  district  of  California. — Notice 

of  motion  to  approve  survey. 

The  Ukitbd  States  f 

tm,  >  Land  case  No.  885. 

Henry  R.  Payson.  S 

You  will  please  to  take  notice  that,  on  Wednesday,  the  16th  day  of  March  instant, 
at  the  opening  of  the  court  on  that  day,  or  as  soon  tnereafter  as  counsel  can  be  heard 
I  shall  move  the  court  to  approve  the  survey  and  location  of  the  land  oon firmed  in  tbu 
case,  as  shown  by  the  plat  thereof,  approved  by  the  surveyor-general  of  the  United 
States  for  California,  March  11, 1864,  and  filed  herein  March  12,  1864.  And  shall  fur- 
ther move  the  court  to  enter  a  decree  of  approval  and  confirmation  of  such  survey  and 
location. 


ALFRED  WHEELER, 
AttfOmeyfor  CliUmant  and  Intervenor. 


Dated  San  Francisco,  March  12, 1864. 
Tours,  dre., 

Wm.  H.  Sharp,  United  States  Attorney. 
H.  H.  Haioht,  Attorney  for  Intervenore, 
J.  B.  Williams,  Attorney  for  Iniervenore. 
Sharp  Sl  Lloyd,  Attorneys  for  Intervenore, 
W.  H.  Sharp,  Attorney  for  Intervenora, 
EuQENB  Libs,  Attorney  for  Iniervenora. 

Dne  service  of  copy  of  within  notice  is  hereby  admitted. 
San  Francisco,  March  12,  1864. 

W.  H.  SHARP, 

United  States  Attorney. 
WM.  H.  SHARP,  Pro  Se, 
EUGENE  LIES, 
For  Brown  <f'  Cobb,  Intervenon. 
H.  H.  HAIGHT, 

For  Mills  et  ah. 
SOL.  A.  SHARP, 

For  same  Intervenon. 
GEO.  PENN.  JOHNSON, 
For  Serf,  Gwin  4-  Walbridye. 
(Indorsed  :)  Filed  March  16,  1864. 

W.  H.  CHEVERS.  Clerk. 
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In  tbe  United  States  district  ooart  for  the  northern  district  of  California. — Stipulation 

waiving  right  of  appeal. 
The  UNrrcD  Statrs  ) 

V8,  >Land  casd  No.  235. 

Henry  R.  Payson.  ) 

In  this  case  it  is  hereby  stipulated  and  agreed  that  the  survey  and  plat  thereof,  and 
the  location  of  the  land,  the  claim  to  which  has  been  confirmed  in  this  case,  whicn  sar- 
vey,  plat,  and  location  were  made  by  the  snrveyor-generar  of  the  United  States  for 
CflJifomia,  according  to  the  plat  of  said  land  filed  in  this  case  on  the  12th  day  ot 
March,  1864,  the  same  being  in  accordance  with  the  decree  of  this  court,  made  and 
filed  herein  on  the  19th  day  of  February,  1864,  may  be  approved  by  the  court,  and  a 
decree  of  this  court  entered  approving  such  survey  and  location. 

And  it  is  further  stipulated  and  agreed  that,  on  the  entering  of  such  decree  of 
approval,  the  survey  so  approved  shall  be  regarded  as  finally  approved  and  deter- 
mined, and  all  right  of  appeal  therefrom  is  hereby  waived. 
Dated  San  Francisco,  March  12, 1864. 

ALFRED  WHEELER, 
Attornejf  for  Claimant  and  for  Intervenor  Wkeeler, 
J.  B.  WILLIAMS, 
Attorney  for  Intervenorg  Johmon  et  dl, 
WILLIAM  H.  SHARP, 

United  9taieB  Attorney, 
SHARP  &  LLOYD, 
For  Sehad  4"  Sekmerin  and  CabameeOy  Intervenore, 
WM.  H.  CLARK,  Pro  8e, 
H.  H.  HAIQHT, 
For  MiU$  and  otkerSf  Intervonon, 
Indorsed :  Filed  July  8, 1864. 

W.  H.  CHEVERS,  Clerk. 


In  the  Unit<ed  States  district  court  for  the  northern  district  of  California.— Order  de- 
claring approval  of  survey  final. 

Tab  UNrrsD  States  ) 

V8,  >  Land  case  No.  285. 

Hexry  R.  Payson.   S 


On  reading  and  filing  stipulation  in  this  case,  signed  by  all  the  parties  and  interve- 
ners herein,  waving  all  right  of  appeal  from  the  decree  of  this  court  approving  the 
survey  and  location  of  the  land  confirmed  in  this  case,  aooording  to  the  plat  of  said 
land  filed  herein  March  12, 1864 ;  and  also  stipulating  that  said  survey,  so  approved, 
shall  be  regarded  as  finally  approved  and  determined :  Now,  therefore,  it  is  hereby 
ordered  ana  decreed,  that  the  decree  of  approval  made  in  this  case  as  aforesaid,  and 
to  which  is  attached  the  plat  of  said  approved  survey,  be,  and  the  same  is,  declared 
final,  and  the  said  survey  and  location  of  said  land  finally  determined  and  approved. 

OGDEN  HOFFMAN, 

DiBtriot  Judge. 
Indorsed :  Filed  July  9, 1861. 

W.  H.  CHEVERS,  Cleric. 

I,  William  H.  Chevers,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  north- 
ern district  of  California,  do  hereby  certify  the  foregoing  to  be  full,  true,  aud  correct 
copies  of  their  respective  originals,  uow  on  file  and  remaining  of  record  in  my  office 
in  the  cause  entitled  The  United  States  ««.  Henry  R.  Payson,  No.  2H5. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  the 
said  court  this  17th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  18M. 

[SEAL.]  W.  H.  CHEVERS,  Cleric. 

Gknkral  Land  Offick,  February  2, 1871. 

I,  W.  W.  Curtis,  Acting  Commissioner  of  the  Qeneral  Land  Office,  do  hereby  certify 
that  the  annexed,  on  pages  I  and  2,  is  correctly  copied  from  a  transcript  of  the  uriginal, 
duly  authenticated  by  the  United  States  surveyor-general  of  California,  which  tran- 
script constituted,  in  part,  the  basis  of  the  patent  for  the  private  land  claim  in  Cali- 
fornia known  as  the  part  of  the  rancho  Cafiada  de  Guadalupe  la  Visitacion  y  Rodeo 
Viejo,  finally  confirmed  to  Henry  R.  Payson. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of 
this  office  to  be  affixed,  at  the  city  of  Washington,  on  the  day  and  year  above  written. 

[SEAL.]  W.  W.  CURTIS, 

Acting  CommiaaUmer  of  the  General  Land  Office. 


8  SBmiiBSB  ON  CBHTAIN   ULND8  IN  OALVOBNIA. 

1]  *At  a  sUted  term  of  tlie  diatriet  oonrt  of  the  United  Ststee  of  America  for  Um 

Dorthem  district  of  Califoroia,  held  at  the  eoart-room  in  the  city  of  San  FraQ- 
Cisco,  on  Wednesday  the  first  day  of  April,  in  the  year  of  oar  Lord  one  thonaaod  ei^t 
hancu«d  and  fl^-seven : 
Present,  the  Hon.  Ogden  Hoffinan,  district  Judge. 


Sd.c. 


The  United  States 

w.  >D.  C.2d5;L.  C.  745. 

Henry  K.  Payson. 


The  Attorney-General  of  the  United  States  havioff  given  notice  that  afipeal  will  not 
he  prosecnted  in  this  case,  and  a  stipulation  having  oeen  entered  into  to  that  effect,  on 
motion  of  the  district  attorney  it  is  herehy  orderedj^  a4JQdg^>  <uid  decreed,  that  claim- 
ant have  leave  to  proceed  under  the  decree  of  this  court  heretofore  rendered  in  hit 
^vor,  as  under  final  debree. 

06DEN  HOFFAfAN, 
United  Slates  Diatrici  Judge, 
2]  *  Indon^d :  Filed  April  1, 1B&7. 

JOHN  A.  MONBOE.  CUrh, 
By  W.  H.  CHEVEBS,  Depttty. 

J,  John  A.  MoDBoe,  derk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  northern 
district  of  Califgtnia,  do  herelvv4>ertify  that  the  writings  annexed  to  this  c^ertificate  are 
full,  tme,  and  conreol  copies  of  their  respective  originals  now  on  file  and  remaining  of 
record  in  my  office. 

In  testimony  whevectf,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  the  said 
cowBt  Oiie  10th  day  of  i^iril,  A.  D.  1857. 

[L.  8.1  JOHN  A.  MONBOE,  Cfcrif, 

By  W.  H.  CHEVEBS,  Deputy. 


Gbnbpal  Land  Office,  March  2,  1865. 

I,  J.  M.  Edmunds,  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  do  hereby  certify  that 
the  annexed,  on  pages  one,  two,  three,  four,  and  five,  is  a  true  and  literal  exemplifica- 
tion of  the  original  on  file  in  this  office. 

In  testimony  whereof  T  have  hereunto  suhscribed  mv  name  a^d  caused  the  seal  of 
this  office  to  be  affixed  at  the  city  of  Washington,  on  tne  day  and  year  above  written. 

[SEAL.]  J.  M.  EDMUNDS, 

CommisHoner  of  the  General  Land  Ofict. 

1]    *  In  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  northern  distriot  of  Califomis* 


J^ 


United  States 

ei.  >LaDd  case  No.  285. 

HwAY  E.  Payson. 


DepoeitiUm  of  Charles  Clark  and  Israel  G,  Kn&wles. 

County  of  San  Mateo,  ss: 

Charles  Clark,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  (deponent)  is  a  citiaea  of 
the  United  States,  of  the  age  of  tweoty-one  years,  and  a  resident  of  San  Mateo  Coanty, 
State  of  Caliloniia,  and  that  on  or  about  the  first  of  November,  A.  D.  1852,  deponent 
entered  and  took  possession  of  a  certain  tract  of  vacant  land  in  said  conuiy  aforesaid. 
The  said  land  was  pointed  oat  to  deponent  by  Francisco  Sancbe,  now  deceased.  He, 
the  said  Sanche,  pointed  out  to  deponeaJi  Iha  boundaries  of  the  Burubnror  rancho  as 
lying  on  the  soutn :  also  pointed  out  the  Las  Visitation  on  the  east  as  bounded  on  the 
top  of  San  Bruno  Mountain.    On  or  about  six  months  from  the  date  aforesaid  deponent 

entered  on  said  land,  and  emploved  the  county  surveyor  to  snrvev  the  said  land 
2]        111  accordance  with  *  an  act  of  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  California,  passed 

April  20th.  A.  D.  1^2,  for  the  protection  of  settlers  of  public  lauds.  Said  sur- 
veyor commenced  surveying,  and  with  the  aid  of  De  La  Cruse  Sancho  and  Francisco 
Sanchez,  who  were  owners  of  one-tenth  part  each  of  said  rancho  at  the  time  the  Kaid 
surveyor  wan  ou  tie  ground ;  they,  the  said  Sancbes,  pointed  out  to  the  said  surveyor 
the  lines  of  the  aforementioned  rancho,  by  maps  and  papers  and  by  accompanying 
him  on  the  ground.  Said  surveyor  then,  with  tlie  aid  of  all  the  papers  and  maps  of 
the  adjoining  ranches,  townsh^iped  and  sectionized  the  land,  whicn  is  located  in  town- 
ship 3  south,  range  5  west.    Fractious  two  and  three  and  north weet  quarter  of  south- 
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west  quarter  aod  sonthwest  qaarter  of  the  northwest  qaasier  of  section  sotbd,  oontain- 
ing  187 1^  acres.     That  after  the  lines  of  the  surreyor  were  ran  deponent  oomtnenoed 
fenoinff,  and  completed  the  fencing  on  the  outline  of  hifl,  deponent,  said  land,  and  at 
different  times  stnoe  deponent  has  made  partition  fences  and  bnildings  on  said  tract  of 
land.    That  deponent  has  expended  the  sam  of  five  thousand  dollars  in  making  im- 

5royements  on  said  land,  and  has  resided  npon  the  same  up  to  the  present  time, 
'bat  on  or  abont  the  first  of  June,  A.  D.  1854,  the  surveyor-ffeneral  of  the  United 
States  f'jr  California  entered  on  the  said  land,  and  townshiped  and  seotionized 
the  same  as  public  lands  of  the  United  States.  Said  survejor-general  approved  the 
said  plats,  and  sent  one  to  theOeneral  Land  Office  at  Washington  and  one  to  the  local 
land-office  at  Benetia,  California,  for  record,  and  after  tiie  said  plats  were  recorded ^ 
the  land-officer.  Colonel  Qif  t,  issued  a  notice  in  the  daily  papers  oi  San  Francisco  that 
all  pre-emptors  that  resided  on  the  aforementioned  tract  of  land  must  come  forward  to 
t-he  land-office  at  Benetia,  California,  and  enter  their  respective  claims  on  said  plats, 
according  to  existing  laws  of  the  United  States.  Deponent  did  so  enter  within  the 
three  months  prescrtDed  in  said  notice.  Deponent  further  avers  that  in  January,  A.  D. 
1858,  deponent  was  informed  by  the  land-officer  then  at  Ban  Francisco,  California,  that 
it  was  necessary  for  deponent  to  come  to  the  land-office  and  prove  up  his  (deponent's) 
claim  and  pa^  the  government  for  the  land.  Deponmit  did  so,  and  received  a  certifi- 
cate of  purchase  of  the  Government  of  tne  United  States.  Deponent  has  the 
4]  same  at  the  present  time  in  his  possession.  'Deponent  farther  avers  that  on  ^r 
abont  the  year  1860  the  present  claimants  of  the  ranches  Las  Visitation  and 
Bumburor  caused  a  sorvey  to  oe  made  of  the  said  ranchos,  and  brought  the  same 
into  the  district  oonvt  of  the  northern  district  of  California  for  approval.  The  said  sur- 
veys mentioned  above  includes  some  nine  ismilies  in  said  survejrs ;  said  families  are 
located  ontside  of  the  exterior  bounds  of  the  grants,  as  can  be  shown  on  said  dezaneoe  and 
peiUionsof  said  ranchmen.  Although  said  pre-emptors  have^  from  the  inception  of  this 
case,  been  represented  on  the  record  of  the  United  States  district  court  by  counsel,  &, 
although  said  case  has  for  years  past  been  pending  on  rehearings  granted  on  the  apnli- 
oation  of  said  pre-emptors'  counsel,  yet  the  grant  claimants  have,  by  stipulation  be- 
tween themselves  and  the  district  attorney,  entered  into  an  agreement,  without  notice 
to  the  pre-emptors  or  their  said  counsel,  andliave  established  a  bouLd  call  a  B.  B.  Stake 
No:  2,  which  aivides  the  lands  of  these  families  in  abont  equal  proportions  among  the 
aforemeutiooed  Spanish  claimants,  the  same  bein^  government  land,  and  con- 
5]  taining  1,500  acres,  as  can  be  shown  *by  said  original  maps  and  papers  con- 
nected with  the  two  ranchos,  and  that  a  decree  of  the  district  court  was  entered  in 
accordance  with  said  stipulations.  Deponent  farther  avers  that  the  time  for  appeal- 
ing from  said  decree  of  said  district  ooort  has  not  yet  past.  That  deponent  and  others 
are  prosecuting,  as  fkr  as  thfv  legally  can,  an  appeal  from  the  said  district  court  to 
the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district. 

Wherefore  said  deponent  and  others  pray  that  the  issoiug  of  the  patent  to  said 
claimant  be  stayed  till  the  proper  officers  of  the  government  can  be  ii^ormed  of  the 
real  facts  and  merits  of  the  rights  of  deponent  and  others,  ^aod  so  as  to  afford  sufficient 
time  for  the  determination  ofthe  appeal  as  aforesaid,  which  said  appeal  deponent  and 
others  are  prosecuting. 

CHARLES  CLARK. 
ISRAEL  G.  KNOWJ^ES. 

Babfloribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  I'^h  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1864. 
[MBAL.]  W.  O.  ANDREWS, 

Notary  Public. 


Affidavit  of  Jame$  Oraxe», 

State  of  CalifomiOf  Ci%  ;»sd  ComUy  of  Sam  Franci»eo,  as  ; 

James  Graves,  beiag  duly  sworn  according  to  law,  says  that  he  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  over  twenty-one  years  of  age,  and  has  resided  in  San  Francisco,  Cali- 
fornia, for  twenty  years  last.  Deponent  farther  says  that  prior  to  the  making  of  the 
survey  by  the  United  States,  which  was  finally  approved,  of  the  raiicho  Caflada  de 
Guadalupe  Rodeo  Viejo  y  Visitacion,  which  was  |^ranted  to  Jacob  P.  Leese  by  the  Mexi- 
can Gtovernmeut,  he  purchased  an  interest  in  said  grant  from  the  owners ;  that,  at  the 
time,  this  deponent  had  the  lines  pointed  out  to  him  by  the  persons  owning  said  rancho, 
or  some  of  them,  and  had  the  title  papers  examined ;  that  it  was  then  stated  to  hiiu 
by  parties  owniufi;  the  ranch  that  the  line  commenced  at  the  bay  of  San  Francisco, 
ana  it  was  bounded  on  the  southeast  by  the  bay,  on  the  northeast  bv  the  Bernal  ranch, 
and  on  the  west  by  the  Camino  Real,  or  old  road,  and  following  said  road  as  far  as  the 
Portezuelo,  or  pass  or  gap  in  the  San  Bruno  Monntain  ;  that  the  said  line  then  turned 
nearly  at  right  angles,  and  ran  along  the  San  Bruno  Mountain  to  the  bay  of  San  Fran- 
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Cisco  to  Point  San  Bruno,  where  said  line  interaeoto  with  the  Dortbem  line  of  the  Ban 
Buri  rancbo,  and  which  is  the  extreme  southern  poiot  of  the  VisitacioD  raocho ;  that 
the  title  papers,  in  the  opinion  of  affiant,  corresponded  with  the  claim  of  the  parties. 
Affiant  further  says  that  he  has  since  parted  with  his  interest.  Affijftot  further  sajt 
that  when  the  survey  was  before  the  United  States  court  he  testified  snbstaotially  to 
these  facte  as  near  as  he  can  now  recollect ;  that  at  that  time  Charles  Clsrk,  I.  G. 
Knowles,  A.  C.  Willard,  and  J.  E.  King,  and  others,  who  claimed  to  be  settlers  on  the 

Siiblic  land,  were  trying  to  confine  the  survey  and  prevent  its  going  west  of  the  Saii 
mno  Mountain.    Dei>onent  says  that  he  is  acquainted  with  all  these  parties,  and  the 
widow  of  said  King,  who  represents  her  husband's  estate,  and  her  children,  who  are 
heirs  of  J.  £.  King ;  he  also  knew  John  Sanderson  and  John  O.  Cooper,  and  knew 
where  they  lived,  and  that  they  lived  outside  of  and  west  of  the  lines  as  pointed  oat 
to  him  when  he  bought,  and  what  he  understood  to  be  the  correct  lines;  that  the  sur- 
vey, as  approved  by  the  United  States  court,  passes  entirely  beyond  the  Porteznelo 
and  west  of  the  San  Bruno  Mountain  into  the  valley  and  toward  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
Deponent  says  that  the  survey,  as  approved  by  the  United  States  district  court,  in- 
cludes land  that  was  represented  to  him  to  be  outside  of  the  grant,  aod  which  he  never 
thought  was  inside  of  it  when  he  owned  in  it.    Deponent  »ays  that  he  knows  that 
Clark  and  others  contested  that  survey,  and  expended  money  to  defeat  it,  and  that  be 
knows  that  Clark  particularly  was  very  anxious  to  appeal  the  case  to  the  Sopreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  and  he  called  with  Clark  upon  the  district  attorney  for 
that  purpose,  and  he  thought  it  was  to  be  appealed,  but  he  now  does  not  remember 
what  passed,  except  that  he  thought  the  case  was  to  be  appealed.    Deponent  further 
says  that  he  understood  that  all  of  the  parties  on  the  public  lands  were  anxioos  to 
appeal  the  case,  as  well  as  Clark,  but  he  Knows  more  particularly  about  Clark  hecaose 
he  was  better  acquainted  with  him. 

JAMES  GRAVES. 

Subscribed  and  swoni  to  before  me  this  2d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1870. 

[SEAL.]  J.  w.  Mckenzie, 

Notary  Public 


Jfidarii  of  Israel  O.  KnowUs, 

Statk  op  California,  Citff  and  Count jf  of  San  Franci$oo,  88 : 

I.  O.  Knowles,  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law,  does,  upon  his  oath,  say,  that  he 
settled  upon  lands  belonging  to  the  Covernment  of  the  United  States  in  1853;  that 
prior  to  settling  he  took  particular  pains  to  ascertain  that  it  was  public  land,  and  not 
within  the  exterior  limits  of  any  Mexican  grant ;  that  then  the  land  was  not  worth 
more  than  the  government  price ;  that  afterward  land  became  valuable,  and  every 
grant  in  his  neighborhood,  that  C'»nld,  claimed  his  land  as  belonnns  to  it ;  that  among 
other  grants  that  it  was  pretended  covered  his  land  was  the  VisTtation  grant ;  that  he 
with  others  went  to  Tully  R.  Wise,  who  was  then  acting  for  the  United  States  as  dis- 
trict attorney,  and  he,  after  examining  the  case,  filed  exceptions  to  the  survey,  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States.    Affiant  further  says  that  he,  with  Charles  Clark  and  other  set- 
tlers west  and  south  of  the  San  Bruno  Mountain,  procured  witnesses,  paid  their  ex- 
penses, and  helped  to  investigate  that  survey ;  that  after  said  Wise  ceased  to  be  United 
8tat«*8  district  attorney  they  employed  him  to  assist  the  new  diHtrict  attorney,  Calhoun 
Beuham  ;  that  subsequently  Wise  left,  and  they  employed  Williams  to  aid  Mr.  William 
H.  Sharp,  United  States  district  attorney  after  Benham ;  that  after  the  survey  was  de- 
cided upon  by  Judge  Hoflfman,  said  Sharp  distinctly  promised  to  affiant,  and  to  Mr. 
Clark,  and  to  others,  to  appeal  said  case  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States; 
that  afterward  affiant  learned  that  the  district  attorney  had  agreed  not  to  appeal  the 
case,  and  he  went  to  said  attorney  and  fiund  a  stipulation  to  that  effect  had  beeo 
entered  into ;  that  somebody  had  signed  the  name  of  Williams  to  said  stipulation,  and 
that  said  Williams  was  not  then  in  California ;  thac  said  Williams  had  a  standing  in 
the  case,  as  an  attorney  for  a  claimant  whote  interest  was  not  affected  by  settlers  liv- 
ing south  and  west  of  the  San  Bruno  Mountain.    And  affiant  further  says  that  when 
he  asked  Mr.  Sharp  why  he  had  not  appealed  the  case  according  to  promise,  be  said 
that  the  government  had  no  interest  in  it,  and  that  the  cost  was  great    Affiant  says  that 
he  then  told  him  if  he  would  appeal  that  case  he  would  pay  all  expenses  and  give 
security  for  all  costs ;  and  that  prior  to  his  so  stipulating  he  so  stated  to  Mr.  Sharp. 
Affiant  further  says  that  he  is  advised  by  counsel   that   the  survoy  is  wrong,  and 
he  believes  it  is ;  that  it  ought  to  be  con^ued  to  the  top  of  the  San  Bruno  Mountain, 
and  instead  of  that  it  runs  over  it.    Affiant  farther  says  that  he  tried  to  induce  Mr. 
Sharp  to  appeal  that  case,  but  could  not ;  that  he  got  an  affidavit  from  Williams  abont 
signing  the  stipulation,  and  made  every  effort  to  get  the  case  opened,  but  without  sec- 
cess  ;  tnat  he  could  not  appear  by  counsel  or  in  person,  because  the  law  only  authorized 
him  to  appear  by  the  United  States  district  attorney.   Affiant  further  says  that  be  is  now 
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ill  ))o88e8sioD  of  a  piece  of  land  claimed  by  the  Visitation  grant  owners,  and  to  which  they 
have  a  patent,  and  that  he  has  also  a  i>ateut  under  a  preemption  parchase,  and  that  if 
the  said  survey  is  permitred  to  stand  be  is  advised  that  it  will  cause  him.  a  g:reat  deal 
of  trouble  ;  that  a  suit  is  now  pending  to  recover  it  of  him.  Affiant  further  says  that 
he  has  made  every  effort  to  get  clear  of  that  survey,  but  without  success,  and  that  he 
has  consulted  and  employed  a  great  many  attorneys,  and  they  all  say  that  only  by 
action  of  the  government  can  anything  be  done. 

ISRAEL  G.  KNOWLES. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  this  15th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1870,  l>efore  me. 

EDW.  B.  COTTER, 

U,  S,  CommieHoner. 


Affidavit  of  Charlea  Clark, 

Charles  Clark,  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law,  says,  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  over  the  age  or  twenty-one  years,  and  has  residea  in  San  Mateo  County,  Cali- 
fornia, more  than  eighteen  years;  and,  since  his  residence  in  said  county,  that  he  took 
up  a  piece  of  government  Nnd,  which  he  has  paid  the  government  for,  and  to  which 
he  has  had  several  lawsuits  and  controversies,  both  in  the  United  States  and  State  of 
California  courts,  and  among  those  controversies  have  been  the  claimants  of  the  Visi- 
tation rancho.  Deponent  says  be  has  had  several  conversations  with  Mr.  Theller,  the 
agent  of  Pioch  &  Byrk,  and  that  said  Theller  informed  him  that  the  Visitation  rancho 
proper  never  extended  any  further  west  than  the  top  of  San  Bruno  Mountain,  and 
that  Pioch  &  Byrk  never  claimed  any  further  west  than  the  PortejBuelo,  and  top  San 
Brnno;  and  that  Alfred  Wheeler  had  cansed  the  extension  of  said  grant  west  of  Porte- 
zuelo  and  «an  Bruno  Mountain.  Deponent  further  avers  that  he  was  informed  that 
some  parties  were  about  to  put  up  bis  land  into  a  homestead  without  his  knowledge 
or  consent,  wherefore  depooent  went  to  the  Morning  Call,  a  daily  paper  printed  in  the 
city  of  San  Francisco,  notifying  and  forbidding  all  persons  fh>m  buying  any  of  said 
land,  as  he  had  purchased  the  same  land  of  the  United  States,  and  had  resided  on  the 
same  for  more  than  eighteen  years;  and  that  all  of  said  Improvements  on  his  land 
were  made  by  himself;  and  also  that  all  the  improvements  pnt  on  said  land,  the  Visi- 
tation, west  of  San  Bruno  Mountain,  were  put  there  by  the  settlers,  and  not  by  the 
claimants  of  Visitation  rancho.  Deponent  says  he  filed  an  affidavit  some  time  in  the 
year  1864,  and  forwarded  the  same  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  at 
Washington,  before  a  patent  was  issued  to  the  Visitation  daimanrs,  which  states  all 
the  facts  connected  with  the  case  up  to  that  time,  and  to  which  affidavit  is  now  sub- 
mitted to  Congress,  and,  therefore,  deponent  makes  this  affidavit,  as  the  above  matters 
have  transpired  since  the  date  of  his  first  affidavit. 

CHAS.  CLARK. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  rae  this  19th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1H70. 

F.  J.  THIBAULT, 

Notary  Puhlio, 


J. 


Xotice  to  purchasers  under  the  Abbey  Homestead  Land  AssociatioH^  and  tke  public 


**  The  undersigned  respectfully  notifiei  the  public  against  purchasing  any  portion  of 
land  lying  upon  the  fractions  two  and  three,  and  northwest  quarter  of  southwest 
quarter,  and  southwest  quarter  of  northwest  quarter  of  section  seven,  in  township 
three  south  of  range  live  west.  The  portion  referred  to  is  included  within  the  Abbey 
Homestead,  as  advertised  by  them  for  sale  in  city  lots. 

**  I  caution  the  public  against  purchasing  the  same.  I  have  lived  on  the  land  in 
question  more  than  sixteen  years,  in  peaceable  possession.  I  pre-empted  the  land  of 
the  government,  paid  the  govemment  for  the  same,  and  received  a  duplicate  from  said 
government. 

"  CHARLES  CLARK." 


Affidavit  ofB.  8.  Thornton, 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  N.  S.  Murphy  and  others,  to  be  permitted  to  use 
the  name  of  the  United  States  in  a  suit  to  be  commenced  against  the  owners  of  the 
rancho  Canada  de  Guadalupe  La  Visitacion  y  Rodeo  VieJ  ). 

R.  S.  Thornton  niakes  the  following  statement :  That  he  resides  near  the  land  in  con- 
troversy, and  is  familiar  with  it  and  its  history ;  that  it  is  part  of  the  land  once  claimed 
by  Josefa  de  Haro  et  a/.,  but  which  claim  having  been  rejected  by  the  Supreme  Court 
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of  tbe  United  StetM,  was  rarreyad  by  the  goTeranieat  aathoritieii  and  opened  to  get- 
tlement  as  poblic  lands ;  that  it  was  a  strip  of  land  lyingr  between  the  abo ve-mentioiMd 
Visitation  rancho  on  the  northeast  and  the  Bari  Bori  ranoho  on  the  south  ;  that  the 
stipulation  entered  into  on  the  12th  of  March,  1664,  was  intended  to,  and  did  inure  only  to 
the  benefit  of  the  claimants  under  the  Mexican  grants,  and  did  despoil  and  defrand  the 
United  States  and  the  pre-emptioners  of  their  Just  ri^rhts ;  that  by  virtne  of  said  stip- 
ulation, the  intervenors,  Qeor^  Pen.  Johnston,  Schwerin,  and  others,  secnred  what 
the^  claimed  by  purchase  under  the  different  MezicAn  grants.  The  elinimautd  or  the 
Visitation  rancho  and  the  Burl  Buri  rancho  closed  in  and  divided  the  aforesaid  strip 
of  land  aboot  equally  between  themselves,  and  the  rights  of  the  government,  as  before 
determined  in  the  De  Haro  case,  as  well  as  the  rights  of  the  pre-emptioners,  were  to- 
tally ignored  and  disregarded. 

Said  Thornton  further  states  that  all  of  said  settlers  and  pre-empt ioners  have  had  pos- 
session of  their  respective  claims  for  more  than  fifteen  yenrs,  and  some  of  them  for 
ei|^hteen  years.  One  of  these  settlers,  J.  E.  King,  died,  and  his  widow  intermarried 
with  Laswell,  and  they  are  still  residing  on  their  claim.  Another,  John  E.  8.  Solomon, 
died,  and  by  will  devised  all  his  estate  to  Nathaniel  S.  Murphy.  Daring  a  part  of  the 
time  proceedings  were  going  on  in  the  oonrt  in  relation  to  the  Visitation  ana  Bnri  Ban 
ranchos,  the  settlers  were  permitted  to  appear  by  connsel ;  bnt  neither  tbey  or  their 
oooBsel  were  parties  to  the  stipulation  above  mentioned,  nor  were  tbey  notified  of  it, 
nor  woold  the  district  attorney,  after  the  wrong  was  perpetrated,  do  anything  to  cor- 
rest  it,  although  requested  to  do  so,  and  at  one  time promlsin||[  to  take  an  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court  for  t  hat  purpose.  After  the  decree  of  the  district  court  in  the  Visitation 
survey  case  was  rendered,  i  he  settlers  in  the  strip  of  laud  in  controversy,  lym^  betweea 
the  Buri  Bori  ranoho  and  which  by  that  decision  had,  under  the  said  stipnlation,  been 
divided  about  equally  between  them,  went  to  see  Mr.  Sharp,  the  United  8t«tes  district 
attorney,  with  a  view  to  having  him  take  an  appeal  in  behan  of  the  United  States,  sod 
in  their  behalf,  as  claimants  under  the  United  States.  I  was  present  when  Mr.  Sharp 
promised  them  that  an  appeal  would  be  taken  on  their  behalf,  and  the  record  sent  ap 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  I  went  to  Mr.  Sharp's  olBoe  afterward  to 
see  about  this  record  in  the  appeal  wbioii  bad  been  promised,  and  I  was  then  and  there 
informed  by  Mr.  Sharp's  clerk  (Thomas  Jewett)  that  the  record  had  beea  ordered  b? 
Mr.  Sharp  to  be  made  out  bv  him  for  said  api»eal,  and  that  the  said  Jewett  bad  be«i 
ordered  to  make  it  out.  Why  Mr.  Sharp  subsequently  changed  his  mind  on  the  subiect 
I  have  no  knowledge.  I  only  know  that  he  promised  the  settlers  an  appeal  should  be 
taken,  but  that  no  appeal  was  taken. 

B.  8.  THORNTON. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  27th  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1870. 

N.  CALLAN, 
Xofary  Public 


General  Land  Office,  Januarjf  14, 1871. 

I,  Joseph  S.  Wilsou,  Commissioner  of  the  Qeneral  Land  Office,  do  hereby  certify  tbst 
the  annexed  on  file,  1  to  7,  inclusive,  is  a  tme  and  literal  exemplification  of  a  letter 
dated  November  20, 1869.  addressed  to  Hon.  J.  D.  Cox,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  as  said 
letter  is  recorded,  vol.  6,  pp.  616  to  522,  inclnsi ve. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of 
this  office  to  be  affixed,  at  the  city  of  Washington,  on  the  day  and  year  above  written. 

[SEAL.]  JOS.  8.  WILSON, 

CommUsiofier  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

1]  *  Department  of  the  Intrbior, 

General  Land  Office, 

yoremher  20,  1869. 
Hon.  J.  D.  Cox,  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

Sir  :  I  had  the  honor  yesterday  to  receive  by  reference  from  the  department  proi>er 
a  communication  from  J.  W.  Denver,  esq.,  in  reference  to  an  application,  by  Messrs. 
Hughes,  Denver  &  Peck,  ou  behalf  of  N.  S.  Murphy,  esq.,  of  California,  for  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Secretary  to  the  U.  S.  Attorney -General  to  11  struct  the  United 
States  district  attorney  for  the  district  of  California  to  institute  inquiry  with  a  view 
to  filing  a  bill  to  set  aside  a  paten  *  issued  to  Henry  R.  Payson  for  a  part  of  the  ranctio 
in  California  called  *'  Cafiada  de  Gnadalnpe  la  Yisitaciou  y  Rodeo  Viejo.'^  and  have  to 
report  as  follows  from  the  records  of  this  office : 

1.  The  claim  was  presented  to  the  board  of  California  land  coram iwioners  in  the 
name  of  Henry  Payson,  and  under  date  January  30, 1855,  s^d  board  rendered  a  decree 
of  confirmation  In  favor  of  the  claimant,  a  copy  of  the  opinion  and  decree  of  the  board 
being  herewith  submitted,  marked  A. 


k. 
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2.  The  decree  of  tlie  board  wan  affirmed  by  the  United  Statea  diiiriot  eonrt 
^]        for  the  *DortherD  district  of  Califomia,  June  18,  1856,  and  on  notice  from  the 
U.  Sk  Attoraey-Qeneral  that  appeal  to  the  U.  &  Snpreme  Court  would  not  be 
proseouted,  said  district  conrc,  on  Ist  April,  1857,  rendered  a  final  decree  of  confirma- 
tion upon  title.    Copy  B  herewith. 

3.  Pursuant  to  these  proceedings,  and  prior  to  39th  June,  1854,  it  appears  a  anrvey 
of  the  ranch  in  question  had  been  executed  by  the  U.  S.  surveyor-general,  and  there  is 
on  file  here  a  township  plat  of  T.  3  S.,  R.  5  W.,  M^t  Diablo  meridian,  CaHforoia,  approved 
29th  June,  1854,  by  the  Hurveyor.^en«^ral  of  Califomia,  showing  the  subdivision  of  said 
fractional  t>ownsbip ;  aud  under  date  April  5, 1859,  Nadianiel  8.  Marphy  pre-empted  for 
cash  the  fractioopl  S.  W.  ^  of  section  6,  and  fraction  No.  1  of  section  7,  in  said  townahip ; 
under  the  pre-emption  act  of  3rd  March,  1^3.  See  copy  of  register's  certificate  and 
receiver's  receipt  No.  25, -herewith  marked  D,  the  whole  of  said  fractional  section  6 
having  also  been  selected  by  the  State  of  California,  July  1st,  1854,  for  internal-improve- 
inent  purposes,  under  the  act  of  4th  September,  1841. 

It  appears  from  a  stipulation  hereafter  referred  to  that  the  aforesaid  ranch  survey 
was  brought  before  the  United  States  district  court,  where,  by  decree  filed  19th  Febru- 
ary, 1864,  It  was  rejected  and  set  aside  and  a  new  survey  ordered. 
3]  A  new  survey  was  accordingly  returned  *int«»  court  by  the  surveyor-general, 

which  was  declared  by  judicial  decree  dated  16th  March,  1864,  to  be  in  accordance 
with  the  order  of  this  court  heretofore  made  and  entered ;  and  said  survey  was  accord- 
ingly *' approved  and  confirmed''  by  the  U.  S.  district  court  March  16th,  1864. 

I  enclose  trauf^cript  (paper  C)  of  the  judicial  proceedings  upon  aurvejff  from  which  it 
appears  that  under  date  8th  July,  l^^,  there  was  filed  in  the  district  court  a  stipula- 
tion to  the  efiect  that  the  confirmatory  decree  of  16th  March  might  be  made  final  by 
decree  of  court,  and  waiving  "  all  right  of  atipeal "  from  such  final  decree,  said  stipula- 
tion and  waiver  being  signed  by  "Alfred  wheeler,  att'3'  ^o^*  claimants,  and  for  inter- 
veners, Wheeler;  J.  B.  Williams,  att'y  for  interveners,  Johnston  et  al.;  W.  H.  Sharp, 
U.  S.  att'y ;  Sharp  &  Lloyd  for  Schad  &  Schiverin  &.  Cabanes,  interveners :  W.  H. 
Clark,  pro  so. ;  H.  H.  Haight  for  Mills  and  others,  interveners."  A  decri^e  of  final  ap- 
proval was  accordingly  filed  July  9, 1864,  said  decree  reciting  that  the  **  stipulation  " 
filed  the  day  previous  was  **  signed  by  all  the  parties  and  interveners  herein." 

4.  The  usual  return  of  survey  having  been  received  here  from  the  surveyor- 
4]  general  of  Califomia,  accompanied  by  duly  *  certified  transcripts  of  the  confirm- 
atory judicial  decrees  hereiuDefore  mentioned  under  date  15tn  December,  1865, 
patent  was  issued  in  favor  of  the  confirmee,  Henry  R.  Payson,  for  the  trace  so  con- 
firmed, the  duties  of  this  office  in  that  respect  being  purely  ministerial.  Among  the 
£apers  presented  by  Messrs.  Hughes,  Denver  A  PecK  is  the  same  statement  of  N.  S. 
[urphy,  in  which  it  is  alleged  **  that  he,  the  said  Murphy,  together  with  other  pur- 
chasers from  the  government,  on  the  rotum  of  said  final  survey,  severally  protested 
against  the  api>roval  thereof,  employed  counsel  to  oppose  the  same  before  said  district 
court,  and  nseo  every  exertion  in  their  power  to  get  the  case  appealed  to  the  Supreme 
Conrt,  but  without  success." 

There  is  also  an  affidavit  by  John  B.  Williams,  one  of  the  parties  whose  name  is 
found  on  the  stipulation  and  waiver  of  appeal  as  attorney  for  intervenors,  Johnson 
€t  al.,  to  the  effect  that  he  was  attxyrney  for  Geo.  Penn  Johnson  ei  al.,  intervenors,  and 
also  employed  by  Clark,  Murphy,  and  others,  settlers,  to  aid  the  United  States  attorney 
to  protect  the  rights  of  settlers ;  that  during  his  absence  from  California  his  name  was 
improperly  signed  to  said  stipulation  by  Johnson,  so  far  as  Clark,  Murphy,  and 
others,  settlers,  was  concerned,  although  Johnson  had  a  right,  so  far  as  his  own 
5]  ^interests  were  concerned,  to  sign  the  name  of  his  attorney  to  said  instrument. 
It  is  further  alleged  in  the  affidavit  of  Mr.  Williams  "  that  on  the  retorn  of 
affiant  in  July,  1864,  he  saw  Mr.  Sharp,  then  U.  S.  district  attorney,  at  the  request  of 
said  settleia,  in  relation  to  an  appeal,  who  replied  that  in  his  opinion  it  was  useless  to 
carry  up  the  case  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  that  he  would  not  consent  to  vacate  the 
stipulation,  but  would  allow  the  survey  to  be  finally  approved." 

From  this  showing  it  would  seem  that  the  recital,  in  the  decree  of  confirmation  of 
survey,  that  the  stipulation,  waiving  all  right  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  was 
**  signed  bv  all  the  parties  and  intervenors  herein,"  is  an  error,  the  result  of  which  was 
to  defeat  the  ofiorts  of  parties  who  were  interveners  to  prosecute  appeal  to  the  United 
States  Supreme  Conrt. 

It  appears  that  the  pre-emption  entry  No.  35  of  N.  S.  Murphy  was  made  April  5th,  1859, 
upon  frl.  S.  W.  ^  of  sec.  6,  &,  lot  No.  1,  sec.  7,  tp.  3  S.,  R.  5  W.,  Mt.  D.  mer.,  which,  how- 
ever, was  not  made  in  the  name  of  the  actual  settler,  John  £.  L.  Solomon,  but  by  said 
Murphy  as  executor  of  said  Solomon,  dec'd,  the  testimony  showing  that  said 
6]  Solomon  settled  in  1853.  built  a  house,  and  was  in  actual  possession  of  his  *claim 
for  a  period  of  six  months,  when  his  home  was  roru  down,  and  he  was  dispos- 
sessed by  violence.  He  again  erected  his  house,  and  it  was  torn  down  a  second  time 
by  violence,  whereupon,  being  in  ill-health,  said  Solomon  removed  to  San  Francisco, 
Cal'a,  and  soon  afterdied,  22nd  April,  1865.    That  his  D.  S.  was  filed  Oct  14th,  1854 


14  SETTLERS   ON  CERTAIN   LANDS   IN   CALIFORNIA. 

allegiDg  settlement  Peb'y  28tb,  IH54,  and  that  saoh  settlement  is  shown  before  the 
rendition  of  the  decree  by  boara  of  ooramissioners. 

Under  these  oironrastances  it  is  recommended  that  the  papers  herewith  filed  by 
Messrs.  Hughes,  Denver  &  Peck  be  transmitted  by  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  the  Attorney-General,  with  the  recommendation  thafc  he  instracc  the  U.  S.  district 
attorney  for  the  district  of  California  to  investigate  the  matter,  and  if  it  shonld  appear 
to  him,  after  dne  notice  to  all  parties  interested,  that  the  legal  representatives  of  the 
pre-emption  were  not  allowed  to  intervene,  and  not  represented  in  waiver,  and  threaj|r|i 
no  fanlt  of  their  own,  that  they  have  unjnstly  been  deprived  of  their  legal  right,  then, 
and  in  that  case,  that  the  legal  representatives  of  the  said  pre-emptor  be  aothorized, 
in  a  snit  in  chancery,  to  nse  the  name  of  the  United  States  in  a  bill  to  set  aside 
the  patent  and  survey  *  in  favor  of  the  confirmee,  Henry  R.  Payson,  to  the  extent       [7 
of  the  frl.  S.  W.  i  of  see.  6,  &  lot  1  of  sec.  7,  tp.  3  S.,  R.  5  west.     The  whole  pro- 
ceedings to  be  at  the  expense  of  the  complainants,  and  in  no  way  involve  cost  to  the 
United  States. 

The  papers  as  indicated  in  the  annexed  schedule  are  herewith  returned. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  with  great  respect,  vonr  obedient  servant, 

JOS.  S.  WILSON, 

CommisMoner. 
8ekeduU, 

1, 2  3.  Briefe  of  Messrs.  Hughes^  Denver  &  Peck. 

4.  Statement  of  Dr.  N.  S.  Murphy. 

5.  Affidavit  of  John  B.  Williams. 

6.  Affidavit  of  Charles  Brown. 

7.  Statement  of  Charles  Clark. 

8.  Statement  of  Col.  Leander  Ransom. 

9.  Traced  copy  in  Spanish,  and  translation  of  a  document  forming  part  of  a 

record  in  the  surveyor-generaFs  office,  in  the  case  of  the  ranebo  **  CaHadi 
de  Guadalupe  y  Visitacion,''  with  map  attached. 
10.  The  traced  copy  plats,  being  first  copy  of  township  plat  of  township  3 
south,  range  5  west,  approved  by  Surveyor-Gtoneral  John  C.  Hays,  June 
29,  1854,  second  diagram  from  same  plat  on  an  enlarged  scale,  third 
diagram  of  the  survey  of  rancho  *'Ca!iada  de  Guadalupe  la  Vistacioo  j 
Rodeo  Vieio,''  as  confirmed  by  couit,  showing  also  a  survey  of  ranclM 
**  Laguoa  oe  la  Merced." 


General  Land  Office,  Jpril  19,  1870. 

I,  Joseph  S.  Wilson,  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  do  hereby  certify  thit 
the  annexed,  on  pages  one  to  four  inclusive,  is  a  true  and  literal  exemplifioation  of  tiie 
original  on  file  in  this  office. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of 
this  office  to  be  affixed  at  the  city  of  Washington  on  the  day  and  year  above  written. 

[SEAL.]  JOS.  S.  WILSON. 

Commiinoner  of  the  Oeneral  Land  O/iet, 

[  1  *  Affldarit  of  A  i  Wiltard. 

Ai  Willard,  being  duly  sworn,  and  says  he  is  a  native-bom  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  a  resident  of  San  Mateo  County,  State  of  California,  over  the  age  of  twenty- 
one  years. 

Deponent  says  that  in  the  year  of  1857,  be  purchased  a  certain  tract  of  land  of  Will- 
iam Scott,  situated  in  said  county  aforesaid,  supposed  to  be  government  land  at  that 
time,  but  a  few  years  aAerwards  the  claimants  or  the  Buriburi  ranch  claimed  a  portion 
of  my  place  as  their  land,  and  about  the  same  time  the  claimants  of  the  Visitacion 
grant  claimed  the  other  portion.  Deponent  further  says  that  the  two  named  grant 
claimants,  by  the  surveyor-general  of  California,  made  surveys  of  their  ranchos  which 
does  not  correspond  ivitb  the  original  grant  as  shown  by  the  map  attached  to  the  origi- 
nal grant.  The  surveyor-general  in  his  surveys  has  adopted  a  survev  in  the  Visitacioa 
ranch  aforesaid,  a  line  on  the  west  and  south  where  deponent's  land  is  situated, 
2]  to  wit:  a  stake  marked  B.  B.  No.  2,  and  *at  that  point  the  survey  runs  full  ooe 
mile  and  a  half  west  of  where  the  original  line  was  established  by  the  Mexicao 
Government,  which  line  was  run  on  top  of  the  San  Bruno  Mountain,  as  shown  by  the 
map  attached  to  the  grant,  and  deponent  further  says  that  the  Buriburi  claimants  has 
established  the  same  bound  for  their  northeast  corner  of  their  ranch,  to  wit,  B.  B.  stake 
No.  2,  which  is  outside  of  the  grant  as  shown  by  the  old  map  attached  to  grant ;  courae 
named  in  said  grant,  the  northerly  line,  as  shown  by  said  grant,  runs  from  point  San 
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Brnno  where  an  estnary  looks  to  the  soath,  thenoe  weet  in  a  straight  line  as  shown  by 
old  map  to  Lagaoas  Alta,  where  the  only  nataral  obleot  is  mentioned  in  said  grant  as 
shown  by  the  old  map  as  was  one  of  the  conditions  of  the  grant  and  instrnctions  of  the 
Mexican  Government  to  their  surveyor  to  survey  the  grant  and  give  Jaridical  pos- 
3]  session.  Deponent  fnrther  says  he  was  admitted  into  the  UnitM  States*  district 
coart  as  an  intervener  in  the  name  of  the  United  States,  with  Charles  Clark  and 
J.  E.  King  and  others,  for  the  purpose  of  putting  in  proofii  to  set  aside  the  aforsaid 
snrveySf  and  have  new  ones  made  to  correspond  with  said  grant  aforesaid  as  originally 
granted  by  the  Mexican  Government. 

Deponent  has  spent  considerable  money  in  the  courts  to  get  his  rights.  After  the 
case  bad  been  in  the  courts  four  or  five  years,  the  case  went  against  deponent  iti  the 
United  States  district  court,  and  on  application  for  an  appeal  to  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  the  district  attorney  agreed  to  appeal  the  case  to  Washington,  and  in- 
formed deponent  that  the  case  should  go  up  without  any  costs  to  deponent,  wherefore 
deponent  did  n6t  trouble  himself  about  the  matter  until  some  four  or  five  months,  when 
he  was  informed  by  some  one  of  his  neighbors  that  the  district  attorney  had  not  given 
notice  of  appeal,  and  afterwards  he  refused  to  allow  the  appeal  to  be  taken 
4]  *  to  Supreme  Coiirt,  wherefore  I  have  had  no  redress  in  any  of  the  courts  of  my 
country. 

Also,  deponent  further  says  that  a  stipulation  was  entered  into  by  the  district  attor- 
ney withont  his  consent,  or  without  notice  to  him  or  his  counsel,  with  the  grant  claim- 
ants, stipulating  that  the  aforesaid  surveys  should  be  final  as  surveyed  by  the  surveyor- 
general  of  Calirornia,  to  wit :  That  B.  B.  stake  No.  2^  should  be  the  northeast  comer  of 
tne  Buri  Buri  ranch,  and  be  one  of  the  southern  bounds  of  the  Visitacion  ranch.  Depo- 
nent resides  on  said  land  at  the  present  time. 

Witnesseth  my  hand  and  seal  this  39th  day  of  January,  1870. 

AI  WILLARD.       [SEAr.] 

Sworn  to  before  me  this  39th  day  of  January,  1870. 

[L.  8.]  E.  W.  JONES, 

Not€urjf  Public, 


Statement  of  Tully  B.  Wise. 

1  have  examined  the  vast  amount  of  papers  on  file  in  the  Visitation  ranch  case,  and 
have  prepared  the  following  statement  from  them,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Clarke  : 

Mr.  Clarke's  affidavit  will  explain  much  connected  with  this  matter,  and  the  accom- 
panying documents  and  maps  will,  after  reading  and  comparing  them,  suggest  to  any 
mind  a  great  deal.  I  can  only  make  a  few  suggestions,  taken  from  the  record.  It  is 
impossible  to  copy  the  whole  mass  of  papers  except  at  great  expense. 

The  San  Bruno  Mountain  runs  entirely  across  the  southern  peninsula  formed  by  the 
Bay  of  San  Francisoo  and  the  Pacific  Ocean,  from  northwest  to  southeast.  On  the 
eastern  side  of  the  mountain,  toward  the  ba^,  there  are  three  small  valleys,  called 
Guadalupe,  Visitation,  and  Rodeo  Viejo.  While  the  Mexican  Government  owned  the 
country,  Jacob  P.  Leese  petitioned  for  a  grant  of  these  three  valleys,  by  the  name  of 
^^Cafiada  de  Guadalupe,  visitation,  y  Rodeo  VieJo.''  The  name  itself  is  very  sugges- 
tive of  what  he  wanted  and  of  the  country.  "  Cafiada"  is  a  small  valley,  almost  a 
gulch.  *<  T  "  means  and ;  and  the  full  name  is  the  Valleys  of  Guadalupe,  Visitation, 
and  Rodeo  Viejo. 

With  his  petition  Leese  presented  a  diselio  or  map,  and  gave  the  boundaries  and 
description.  In  his  petition  he  says  it  is  **  bounded  on  the  east  by  the  bay,  on  the  west 
by  the  Camino  Real  and  Porteznelo,  on  the  north  by  the  rancho  of  Joe^  Sanchez.*'  The 
Camino  Real  is  a  public  road  or  highway,  or  royal  road ;  and  Porteznelo  means  an 
opening  or  gate  through  which  the  road  passed ;  that  is,  a  gap.  In  the  papers,  again, 
the  land  is  described  as  bounded  by  the  Camino  Real  as  fiir  as  the  Porteznelo.  Ana 
the  tract  of  country  is  called  a  rincofiada,  which  means  pocket  or  inner  angle,  in  con- 
tradistinction to  a  punta.  The  corner  of  a  room  would  oe  called  a  rincofiada,  while 
the  outer  angle  would  be  called  a  punta.  In  Leese'^B  deposition  taken  in  the  case,  he 
says  the  Camino  Real  onlv  bounded  it  to  the  Porteznelo.  The  Camino  Real  ran 
through  the  Porteznelo,  and  continued  alon|^  the  foot  of  the  mountains  to  San  Jos6. 
It  is  evident  that  the  Porteznelo  was  the  point  where  the  line  of  the  map  left  the  Car- 
mine Real.  The  map  ithows  a  tract  of  country  not  correctly  delineated,  but  it  would 
appear  that  the  line  ran  along  the  top  of  the  mountain  as  far  as  it  goes  south.  The 
courses  are  not  correctly  laid  down.  The  Camino  Real  is  not  on  the  west,  as  the  peti- 
tion says,  but  on  the  northwest,  nearly  north.  The  rancho  Buri  Buri  was  not  north, 
but  nearly  south.  The  Buri  Buri,  the  rancho  of  Jos^  Sanchez,  onlv  touches  it  at  the 
south,  and  does  so,  whether  the  line  runs  along  the  crest  of  the  hill,  as  it  ought  to,  or 
whether  it  runs  beyond  (as  it  has  been  patented)  into  tbe  valley  beyond  the  San  Bruno 
M  untain. 
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PRIVATE  CLAIMS  AGAINST  THE  GOVERNMENT. 


May  18,  1878. — Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Reform  in  the  Civil  Service  and 

ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Potter,  from  the  Committee  on  Reform  in  the  Civil  Service,  sub 

mitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

LTo  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4277.] 

By  the  theory  of  government  the  sovereign  was  regarded  as  the  source 
of  all  power.  He  could  not,  therefore,  be  liable  to  his  subjects ;  for  re- 
dress, he  could  be  petitioned,  but  not  compelled ;  and,  as  he  could  do  no 
wrong,  every  petitioner  might  expect  to  have  his  claim  justly  considered. 

Accordingly,  when  our  fathers  framed  this  government,  they  made  no 
provision  for  suits  against  it.  They  provided  in  the  fundamental  law 
that  the  right  of  petition  should  never  be  abridged,  and  declared  that 
the  Government  was  formed  to  maintain  justice ;  but  they  left  those  who 
had  claims  upon  it  to  petition  it  for  redress.  From  the  beginning,  there- 
fore. Congress  proceeded  to  consider  the  private  claims  upon  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  addressed  to  it,  to  satisfy  itself  of-their  merits,  and  dispose  of  them 
in  its  absolute  discretion.  In  those  days,  with  few  members  and  little 
business,  an  intelligent  consideration  of  such  claims  was  not  impossible ; 
but  as  population  and  wealth  and  industries  increased,  the  private 
claims  addressed  to  Congress  rose  to  a  number  and  importance  which 
made  intelligent  consideration  of  them  by  Congress  impossible. 

From  the  nature  of  things  no  tribunal  can  t^  less  fitted  to  examine 
and  decide  upon  private  claims  than  the  Congress.  The  organization 
of  the  body  requires  that  the  consideration  of  such  claims  must  be  first 
had  in  committee.  The  pressure  of  business  is  now  so  great  that  the 
claims  before  the  committees  are  generally  allotted  for  examination  to 
subcommittees  of  one,  or  two,  or  three  members.  Claimants,  there- 
fore, naturally  begin  by  seeking  first  a  favorable  committee  to  which  to 
refer  their  claims,  and  next  for  a  favorable  selection  from  that  commit- 
tee to  consider  them.  Evidence  is  then  offered  in  the  form  of  state- 
ments or  of  ex'parte  affidavits.  There  is  no  answer,  usually  no  personal 
appearance  of  witnesses,  no  cross-examination,  no  opposing  testimony, 
no  inquiry  by  nor  appearance  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  no  general 
publicity,  no  check  against  fraud,  and  no  prescribed  rules  and  regula- 
tions for  the  investigation.  Many  of  the  claims  are  impressed  with  a 
sectional  or  party  character  especially  calculated  to  exclude  all  judicial 
fairness  in  their  consideration.  Every  person  who  has  been  charged  by  a 
committee  with  the  examination  of  a  private  claim  must  have  felt  how 
unsatisfactory  as  a  means  to  justice,  even  after  a  most  conscientious 
examination,  his  consideration  of  it  had  been. 

The  claim  thus  considered  is  reported  to  the  committee,  and  by  the 
eoomiittee  to  the  House.     Uow  little  time  or  opportunity  the  House  has 
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for  eoDSidering  those  claims,  and  how  liable  they  are  to  be  determined 
blindly  or  partially,  we  all  know.  That  such  a  determination  of  claims 
should  natarally  result  in  great  delay  and  great  abuses  is  unavoidable. 
There  are  just  claims  which  have  been  before  the  Congress  for  half  a  cen- 
tury, and  been  favorably  considered  in  one  Congress  by  one  house,  and 
in  another  Congress  by  the  other  without  ever  having  received  that  con- 
current action  in  any  Congress  necessary  to  determine  them.  There  are 
other  claims  which  have  \^u  repeatedly  rejected  by  both  Houses,  which 
are  again  and  again  presented  for  the  chances  of  legislation. 

It  is  hardly  too  much  to  say  that  a  person  with  a  just  claim  upon  Con- 
gress might  almost  as  well  abandon  it  as  pursue  it,  and  that  no  one 
with  an  unjust  claim,  if  only  plausible,  persistent,  and  needy,  need  be 
without  some  hope  of  success. 

Beyond  this,  such  claims  furnish  the  chief  source  of  corruption  in 
Congress.  Public  measures  must  be  mainly  determined  with  reference 
to  public  ends,  and  therefore  rarely  furnish  either  inducements  or  op- 
portunity for  corruption.  But  with  private  measures  the  reverse  is 
true,  and  if  members  of  the  Congress  are  ever  corrupted  or  purposely 
misled,  or  advantage  taken  of  their  names  to  defraud  and  plunder 
claimants,  experience  has  shown  that  it  is  mainly  in  connection  with 
these  or  kindred  measures  of  private  legislation. 

The  evil  resulting  from  the  consideration  of  private  elaims  by  Con- 
gress, and  the  injustice  and  delay  done  to  honest  claimanto  were  early 
observed. 

Nearly  twenty  years  ago,  in  a  report  upon  the  subject,  made  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  by  the  Judiciary  Committee,  it  was  remarked 
that,  **  It  seemed  to  have  been  admitted  l¥om  an  early  day  that  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  was  a  tribunal  unsuited  to  the  proper  adjust- 
ment of  private  claims,"  and  after  stating  the  disabilities  under  which  it 
labored,  the  report  continued:  '^Tbe  personal  solicitation  of  claimants 
is  oftentimes  made  to  take  the  place  of  facts  and  arguments.  Members 
are  influenced  by  personal  appeals,  ex-parle  statements  and  various 
considerations  having  but  little  reference  to  the  merits  of  a  claim. 
Claims  without  merit  are  o^n  allowed,  while  others  of  a  meritorioos 
character  are  rejeote<i.  The  principle  upon  which  one  Congress  may 
allow  a  claim  is  rejected  by  a  succeeding  one,  and  this  inconsistency 
occurs  during  the  same  Congress,  and  even  at  the  same  session.  The 
experience  of  twenty  years  in  the  adjudication  of  private  claims  by 
Congress  discloses  a  very  great  incongruity  of  action,  and  furnishes  ex- 
amples for  the  allowance  of  any  claim  which  can  be  suggested  by  human 
assurance  or  ingenuity.  The  inducement  is  thus  held  out  for  the  prose 
cution  of  claims  without  one  particle  of  merit,  for  a  claimant  never 
abandons  the  hope  that  what  Congress  has  done  for  another  may  be 
done  for  him." 

*'  This,"  as  was  said  in  the  report  in  the  Thirty-sixth  Congress,  "  is  the 
necessary  result  of  the  system  under  which  Congress  has  exercised  this 
jurisdiction ;  tor  the  honest  and  meritorious  suitor  attends  year  after  year 
in  humble  supplication  for  justice,  while  the  unscrupulous  and  dishonest 
claimant  not  uufrequently  finds  means  and  appliances  to  receive  prompt, 
and  in  some  cases,  favorable  action." 

Sensible  of  how  illy  fitted  such  a  Body  was  to  maintain  the  justice  for 
which  the  government  was  established,  and  moved  by  the  example  of 
other  civilized  nations  that  bad  established  judicial  tribunals  todetermine 
the  claims  of  their  subjects  upon  the  government.  Congress  in  1855 
established  a  court  to  take  the  evidence  in  respect  of  all  that  class  of 
claims  that  arose  out  of  co  ntract,  or  were  based  upon  positive  law,  and 
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to  report  to  Ooogress  the  &ct8  foand  aod  its  reoommendation  as  to  the 
disposition  to  be  made  of  the  oases  so  heard.  Sabseqaently,  in  1863, 
the  jarisdiction  of  this  court  for  claims  was  so  extended  as  to  aathorize 
it  to  give  judgment  in  the  cases  heard  by  it  Since  then  other  kindred 
tribunals  have  been  established  to  determine  judicially  particular  classes 
of  claims,  such  as  the  Southern  Olaims  Commission,  and  the  Court  of 
Alabama  Claims. 

But  there  still  remain  large  classes  of  claimants  of  whose  claims  no 
court  has  jurisdiction.  Many  of  these  claims  are  addressed  to  the  leg- 
islative discretion  of  Congress,  a  discretion  which  cannot  be  relegated 
to  any  court,  such  as  claims  falling  within  the  principles  but  not  the 
terms  of  existing  laws ;  claims  for  special  and  important  service  volnnta- 
.  rily  given  to  the  Government  in  some  exigency  of  war  or  peace  for  which 

'  it  is  not  lawfully  but  only  morally  bound  to  give  compensation ;  for 

wounds,  losses  of  property,  or  injuries  incurred  in  the  service,  or  by  the 
action  of  the  Government,  which  do  not  come  within  the  general  class  of 
losses  or  injuries  for  which  the  Government  makes  provision,  but  for 
*  which,  for  special  reasons  in  each  case,  it  is  thought  the  Government 

^  ought  to  provide;  applications  for  the  extension  of  patents  or  other 

*  grants  of  monopoly;    for  compensation  to  persons  in  public  service 

whose  inventions  have  been  of  special  value  to  the  Government,  and  for 
^  which  they  are  not  by  law  permitted  to  charge  it;  for  relief  against 

^  statutes  of  limitations  or  when  records  or  other  evidence  have  been 

lost;  for  damages  or  erroneous  adjudications  occasioned  by  the  mistake 
" '  or  wrong  of  the  Government  itself,  and,  in  a  word,  all  the  innumerable 

^^^  class  of  exceptional  cases  where  for  special  and  personal  reasons  the 

^^  applicant  claims  relief  from  the  justice  or  generosity  of  Congress. 

^  '  How  numerous  these  cases  have  become  may  be  seen  from  the  fact 

'  ^  that  while  from  the  28th  to  the  30th  Congress  the  private  bills  and  peti- 

tions of  all  kinds  averaged  only  525  in  a  Congre^ss — of  which  the  great 
-"  body  belonged  to  the  class  for  which  judicial  tribunals  have  been  since 

—  established — of  late  years  the  number  of  private  bills  alone  belonging  to 

^  the  exceptional  classes,  relief  for  which  rests  in  the  discretion  of  Con- 

gress, amount  in  a  session  of  Congress  to  about  2,500,  or  about  five  for 
^'^  each  day  Congress  is  in  session.    The  gross  injustice  this  necessarily 

"^^  occasions  to  meritorious  claimants,  and  the  indacement  it  offers  for  the 

^  presentation  and  pressure  of  groundless  and  unworthy  claims,  is  obvi- 

''  -  ous. 

~~^  From  the  nature  of  these  exceptional  claims,  their  final  determination 

'  must  remain  with  the  Congress  to  whose  discretion  they  are  addressed. 

All  that  can  be  done  in  such  cases  is  therefore  to  secure  a  judicial  ascer- 
tainment of  the  facts  involved.    But  to  do  that  will  be  in  a  very  great 
1^  degree  to  cure  existing  evils.     When  the  facts  are  fairly  and  judicially 

ascertained,  and  an  impartial  court  has  given  its  opinion  as  to  the  merits 
of  each  claim,  we  may  expect  the  action  of  Congress  to  be  as  speedy,  ae 
uniform,  and  as  reasonable  as  practicable. 

The  continuity  of  the  court,  which  enables  it  to  hear  a  case,  howeve 
long,  until  its  determination,  and  the  limitation  upon  claims  created  b 
this  bill,  will  prevent  the  representation  of  claims  once  disallowed,  au 
relieve  claimants  of  the  repetition  year  after  year  of  proofs  once  pr 
sented  to  Congress,  but  which,  when  our  action  has  not  ri|>ened  intc 
law,  have  again  and  again  to  be  brought  forward. 

Precedents  in  regard  to  the  allowance  of  many  of  such  claims  t 
soon  grow  up,  by  some  one  of  which  nearly  all  subsequent  claims  will 
governed,  and  so  claimants  can  learn  what  reason  they  have  for  hop 
—  for  relief  from  the  justice  or  liberality  of  Congress ;  Representatives 
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be  spared  the  pressure  to  which  their  constituents  now  subject  them  to 
introduce  private  bills  which  have  not  the  remotest  chance  of  becomiDg 
laws;  and  claims  be  determined  with  reference  to  their  merits  rather  than 
the  influence  or  pertinacity  of  the  claimant. 

It  is  not  intended  by  this  bill  to  provide  for  the  determination  of  any 
claim  for  which  Congress  has  aflforded  a  judicial  tribunal ;  and  it  is 
intended  by  it  to  provide  for  the  judicial  ascertainment  of  the  facts  in- 
volved in  every  |>nra<«  claim  for  which  no  judicial  tribunal  has  been 
afforded,  and  to  prohibit  the  consideration  by  Congress  of  any  private 
claim  until  the  facta  involved  in  it  have  been  so  determined.  That  is, 
to  substitute  a  court,  ascertaining  the  facts  by  judicial  methods,  and 
reporting  the  same  to  Congress  with  its  recommendation  in  each  case, 
for,  and  in  the  place  of,  the  committee  to  whom  the  examination  of  such 
claims  is  now  referred.  Certain  classes  of  claims  will  even  then  require 
much  consideration  from  Congress.  For  instance,  claims  by  loyal  citi- 
zens in  the  South  for  losses  during  the  war.  All  the  court  could 
judicially  ascertain  in  such  cases  would  be  what  loss  the  claimant  had 
sustained  by  the  war,  and  the  circumstances  of  the  loss;  and  whether  be 
was  loyal.  It  would  be  for  Congress  then  to  decide  if  any  case  of  that 
class  should  be  paid  at  all.  But  if  such  claims  are  to  be  paid  at  all, 
such  a  determination  of  the  facts  about  them  would  largely  reduce  the 
present  chance  of  imposition,  deception,  and  mistake;  would  expedite 
the  worthy  and  prevent  the  allowance  to  unworthy  claimants. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  it  would  be  better  to  confer  the  jn^isdi^ 
tion  given  by  this  bill  upon  the  different  circuit  courts  of  the  United 
States.  But  it  should  be  remembered,  I,  that  all  claims  addressed  to  Con- 
gress must  ultimately  be  brought  here,  and  that,  after  the  facts  are  as- 
certained by  the  court,  the  claims  would  still  have  to  be  considered  by 
Congress  here ;  2,  that  the  evidence  in  most  of  the  claims  in  question 
is  to  some  extent  to  be  had  here ;  where  the  witnesses  are  elsewhere, 
their  depositions  can  be  taken ;  and  experience  has  shown  that,  on  the 
whole,  no  court  would  be  so  convenient  to  both  claimants  and  the  Gov- 
ernment as  one  in  Washington ;  3,  that  experience  has  shown  the 
interests  of  the  Government  will  be  better  protected  against  local  preju- 
dice, fraud,  and  mistake  by  a  tribunal  at  Washington  specially  devoted 
to  the  consideration  of  such  claims,  and  that  imposition  upon  the  Gov* 
emment  is  more  likely  to  be  successful  in  remote  and  little-known  locali- 
ties. Mr.  Van  Buren  said  in  a  long  debate  which  preceded  the  establish- 
ment of  the  present  Court  of  Claims, ''  that  local  courts  and  juries  would 
always  be  biased  against  the  Government,  so  that  the  Government 
would  scarcely  ever  get  its  rights.^ 

Indeed,  this  question  was  much  considered  when  that  court  was  es- 
tablished, and  the  considerations  here  suggested  determined  Congress 
in  establishing  a  distinct  tribunal  to  determine  claims  against  the  Gov- 
ernment, to  be  located  here,  and  experiense  has  justified  the  wisdom  of 
its  action. 

Let  us,  then,  extend  to  every  case  a  judicial  and  independent  exam- 
ination of  the  facts  involved,  and  when  they  are  thus  once  established 
Congress  may  be  expected  speedily,  fairly,  and  reasonably  to  determine 
every  claim  presented  to  its  favor,  and,  while  maintaining  justice,  escape 
the  evils  and  errors  necessarily  incident  to  the  existing  practice. 

The  bill  as  introduced  required  certam  verbal  amendments.    A  cop}' 
•of  it  so  amended  is  annexed,  and  we  recommend  its  passage. 

For  the  committee : 

CLABKSON  K  POTTER. 
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A  BILL  proTiding  for  the  Judicial  aacertainment  of  claims  again t  the  United  States. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled^  That  auy  person  who  may  have 
a  claim  against  the  United  States  of  which  the  Court  of  Claims  would  not 
now  have  jurisdiction,  but  founded  upon  equity  and  justice,  may  file  his 
bill  in  the  Courtof  Claims  of  the  United  States,  setting  out  the  grounds 
of  his  claim  and  the  relief  desired  by  him;  and  the  Attorney -General  of 
the  United  States  shall  appear  and  plead  thereto  as  provided  for  other 
cases. 

Seo.  2.  Any  issue  of  fact  joined  upon  such  bill  may  be  tried  by  the 
Court  as  now  provided  for  cases  of  which  it  has  jurisdiction. 

Sec.  3.  The  Court  shall  find  the  facts  appearing  from  the  testimony 
before  them  in  each  case,  and  shall  report  their  findings  to  Congress, 
with  their  opinion  as  to  the  determination  that  should  be  made  of  such 
claim. 

Sec.  4.  Congress  shall  not  consider  nor  allow  nor  authorize  the  pay- 
ment of  any  private  claim  not  payabie  under  existing  laws,  until  the 
same  has  been  heard  and  reported  to  Congress  by  said  Court  of  Claims, 
as  herein  provided. 

Seo.  5.  All  claims  against  the  United  States  provided  for  by  this  act 
not  prosecuted  within  six  years  from  the  passage  of  this  act  or  of  the 
tiihe  when  the  same  severally  accrued,  shall  be  barred,  except  that  when 
the  claimants  are  under  legal  disability  to  sue,  the  action  must  be 
brought  within  said  six  years  or  within  three  years  after,  such  disability 
shall  cease. 

H.  Eep.  812 2 


46th  CoNaEESS, )    HOUSE  OP  EEPEESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  8e89ion.       i  \  No.  813. 


THE  PURCHASE  OF  THE  SEATON  HOUSE. 


May  20, 1878.— Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blackburn,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  aooompany  bill  H.  R.  3697.] 

The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  H.  R.  3697,  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  report 
the  same  back  to  the  House  with  a  recommendation  that  it  do  not  pass. 


45th  CONaEESS,  \     HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.    |  Eepobt 
2d  SesHon.       f  \  ^o.  814. 


LOW  GROUNDS  IN  WASHINGTON  CITY. 


May  20, 1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Blackburn,  from  the  Gommittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  sab- 

mitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2344.] 

The  committee  find  that  the  matters  sought  to  be  determined  by  this 
bill  (H.  B.  2344)  are  now  pending  in  litigation.  It  further  appears  that 
the  lands  referred  to  were  sold  with  what  was  termed  improvement  con- 
ditions, requiring  buildings  of  certain  size  and  description  to  be  erected 
thereon.  Such  conditions  do  not  appear  to  have  been  complied  with  in 
this  instance.  The  remedy  necessary  for  the  protection  of  this  claimant 
exists  at  equity  if  not  at  law.  The  committee  for  these  reasons,  and  be- 
cause it  is  averse  to  the  policy  of  legislative  interference  with  judicial 
proceedings,  report  adversely  on  this  bill. 


i 


46th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPKESENTATIVES.    /  Report 
2d  Session.       §  \  No.  815. 


COMMITMENT  OF  CERTAIN  PRISONERS  IN  THE  DISTRICT 

OP  COLUMBIA. 


May  20, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  on  the  state  of  the 

Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Claflin,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colambia,  sab- 

mitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4805.] 

The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colambia,  to  whom  was  referred 
Honse  bill  No.  4805,  report  the  same  back  with  amendments,  and  recom- 
mend that,  as  so  amended,  the  bill  do  pass. 


Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  the  Supervising  Architect, 

April  29,  1878. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  yonr  letter  of  the  20th  instant,  I  have  the  honor  to  snbmit  the 
following  estimates  for  wall,  shops,  &c.,  for  the  new  jail  of  the  District  of  Colambia : 

Inclosing  wall  (abont  2,000  feet) $60,000 

Stable  and  straw-honse 3,000 

Two  hand-power  elevators,  ^  (750 1,500 

Two  workshops,  75  feet  long,  50  feet  wide,  2  stories  high,  ^  |12, 000 24, 000 

88,500 
The  workshops  of  this  size  will  accommodate  150  convicts  each. 

Very  respectfully, 

J  AS.  G.  HILL, 
Supervising  Archittct. 
Hon.  Wm.  CiJiFLiN, 

Chairman  of  subcommittee^  <fc,  House  of  Representatives, 

o 


H 


46th  CONaEKBS,  \    HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.     (  Ebpobt 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  816. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE  AT  MEMPHIS,  TENifESSEB. 


Mat  21,  1878. — Commttted'to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  on  the  state  of  the 

Uuion  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  YouNa,  from  the  Cominittee  on  Public  Baildiogs  and  Grounds, 

submitted  the  following 

EEPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  608.] 

The  undersigned,  members  of  the  House  Committee  on  Public  Build- 
ings and  Grounds,  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  as  the  minority 
report  of  said  committee,  to  accompany  Senate  bill  No.  608,  providing 
for  the  use  of  Tennessee  marble  in  constructing  the  custom-house,  post- 
office,  bonded  warehouse,  and  United  States  district  and  circuit  court 
rooms  in  the  city  of  Memphis,  Tenn. 

In  order  to  enable  the  House  to  understand  fully  the  entire  matter 
embraced  in  this  report,  and  the  reasons  which  influence  the  msgority  of 
the  committee  in  the  recommendation  which  they  make,  it  is  deemed 
proper  to  give  briefly  a  history  of  former  legislation  upon  the  subject 
and  the  action  that  has  already  been  had  in  pursuance  thereof. 

The  erection  of  a  public  building  at  Memphis  for  the  purposes  above 
designated  was  first  authorized  by  act  of  Congress,  approved  1869,  in 
which  it  was  provided  that  the  sum  of  fifteen  thousand  dollars  should 
be  appropriated  for  the  purchase  of  a  suitable  site  for  its  location.  In 
pursuance  of  this  act  a  lot  was  purchased  for  the  sum  appropriated, 
which  was  then  thought  to  be  a  proper  and  eligible  one  for  the  purpose. 
Nothing  more  was  then  done  in  the  matter  until  the  2Ist  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1873,  when  Congress  passed  another  act  directing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  cause  plans  and  specifications  to  be  prepared  for  the 
building,  and  authorizing  him  in  his  discretion  to  sell  the  lot  previously 
purchased  or  to  exchange  it  for  a  more  eligible  one,  and  also  appropri- 
ating the  sum  of  twenty-five  thousand  dollars  to  be  used  in  addition  for 
such  purpose.  Subsequently  the  Supervising  Architect  of  the  Treasury 
Department  visited  the  city  of  Memphis  and  examined  the  proposed 
site  for  the  building,  but  deemed  it  entirely  too  small  for  the  purpose 
and  disadvantageously  located  to  meet  the  wants  and  purposes  for 
which  it  was  designed.  He  therefore  endeavored  to  purchase  a  more 
desirable  one,  as  provided  for  in  the  act  of  Congress  referred  to,  but 
found  that  he  was.  not  able  to  do  so  except  for  a  sum  largely  in  excess 
of  that  appropriated  for  the  purpose. 

In  this  emergency  the  city  of  Memphis,  by  ordinance  of  its  general 
council,  donated,  free  of  charge  to  the  government,  a  handsome  and 
eligibly  located  lot  of  land  situated  in  the  center  of  the  city,  embracing 
an  area  of  three  hundred  and  sixty-six  feet  square,  and  valued  at  two 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars.  And  this  grant  was  afterward 
confirmed  by  act  of  the  legislature  of  Tennessee,  such  confirmation  be- 
ing deemed  necessary  by  the  law  officer  of  the  government  in  order  to 
perfect  the  title. 
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B.v  act  of  Congress,  approved  February  27, 1877,  the  (Jovernmentof 
the  United  States  accepted  this  donation,  directed  the  coDStmctioD  of 
the  bonding  to  commence,  and  fixed  the  limit  of  its  cost  at  the  sam 
of  $400,000.  In  June,  1877,  work  was  begun  upon  the  building,  and 
the  basement-walls  were  constructed  of  solid  and  substantial  stone.  The 
Supervising  Architect  then  advertised  for  proposals  to  furnish  granite, 
marble,  sandstone,  or  bricks  for  its  completion.  Upon  opening  the 
various  proposals  received  it  was  found  that  only  the  ones  for  sandstone 
or  bricks  could  be  accepted,  and  keep  the  cost  of  construction  of  the 
building  within  the  prescribed  limit.  In  the  mean  time  it  being  thought 
that  a  building  of  the  character  and  kind  contemplated  should  be  cod- 
structed  of  a  material  more  durable  and  better  suited  to  the  purpose 
than  either  sandstone  or  brick,  and  the  proposal  to  furnish  Tennessee 
marble  being  next  to  these  two  the  cheapest  offered,  the  Senate  unani- 
mously passed  the  bill  under  consideration. 

The  committee,  in  order  to  determine  intelligently  whst  material  in 
point  of  economy,  style,  and  durability  it  would  be  proper  to  use  in  the 
construction  of  a  building  of  this  character,  caused  to  come  before  a 
subcommittee  of  their  number,  Maj.  Gen.  John.  G.  Parke,  of  the  Army 
Engineer  Corps,  Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  L.  Oasey,  Commissioner  of  Public 
Buildings,  Hon.  Edward  Clark,  Architect  of  the  Capitol  Extension,  and 
nearly  all  the  prominent  architects,  stonecutters,  and  builders  in  the 
city  of  Washington,  and  requested  them  to  give  their  views  in  respect 
to  the  different  materials  used  in  the  construction  of  pablic  buildings. 
The  statements  of  these  gentlemen  were  taken  down  in  tall  by  one  of  Uie 
stenographic  reporters  of  the  House,  and  are  herewith  submitted  as  a 
part  of  this  report. 

From  the  information  and  evidence  thus  obtained  we  learned  tbst 
granite  is  the  most  valuable  in  some  respects  of  all  other  building  ma- 
terial ;  that  next  to  this  marble  is  the  more  desirable,  while  sandstone  is 
regarded  as  the  least  suited  for  building  purposes.  We  find  from  the 
concurrent  testimony  of  all  the  witnesses  whom  we  have  examiDed4with 
a  single  exception,  that  marble  for  such  a  public  building  as  the  one 
contemplated  at  Memphis  is  in  every  particular  more  desirable  than 
sandstone  or  brick,  and  that  its  extra  cost  above  that  of  these  other  two 
materials  would  be  more  than  compensated  by  its  superior  quality  as  a 
building  material,  and  that  to  adopt  it  in  this  instance  would  be  a  meas- 
ure of  real  public  economy. 

Specimens  of  Tennessee  marble  wore  submitted  to  and  examined  by 
the  witnesses,  and  they  all  testified  that  in  point  of  style  and  durability 
it  was  equal  if  not  superior  to  any  building  matenal  of  similar  charac- 
ter to  be  found  in  any  part  of  the  United  Slates. 

In  view  of  the  facts  stated,  the  size  and  commercial  importance  of  the 
city  of  Memphis,  the  extent  of  the  government  business  transacted  at 
that  point,  and  the  public  spirit  and  liberality  manifested  in  the  volon- 
tary  donation  of  so  large  and  valuable  a  site  for  the  building,  we  reoom- 
mend  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Eespectfully  submitted. 

PHIL.  COOK,  Chairman. 
CASEr  YOUNG. 

J.  A.  Mckenzie. 

E.  F.  LIQON. 

H.  L.  HUMPHREY. 

WM.  LATHBOP. 

A.  M.  BLISS. 

FKANCIS  D.  COLLINS. 


Mr.  John  S.  Jones  submitted  the  following  as  the 

VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

The  uodersigned,  members  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds,  having  considered  the  bill  passed  by  the  Senate  directing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  cause  the  custom-house  at  Memphis,  Tenn., 
to  be  constructed  out  of  Tennessee  marble,  are  of  opinion  that  said  bill 
ought  net  to  become  a  law  for  the  following  reasons : 

First.  Because  the  original  act  for  the  construction  of  said  custom- 
house contained  a  proviso  ^'  that  the  cost  of  the  building  so  to  be  erected 
shall  not  exceed  $400,000,"  and  to  authorize  the  construction  of  the  same 
with  marble  will  cost  $85,000  extra.  The  limitations  fixed  in  the  acts 
authorizing  public  buildings  ought  to  be  adhered  to  as  a  matter  of 
policy.  We  think  a  departure  unjustifiable  except  in  case  of  serious 
mistake  or  overshadowing  necessity,  which  we  do  not  find  in  this  case* 
To  authorize  the  expenditure  of  this  additional  sum  would  not  only  be 
in  disregard  of  the  limitation  of  the  original  act,  but  would  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  just  claims  of  other  cities  where  the  government  is  in 
need  of  public  buildings  and  the  same  cannot  be  erected  for  want  of 
funds.  The  excess  asked  for  and  provided  for  in  the  Senate  bill  is 
larger  than  the  entire  amount  asked  for  by  many  cities  for  the  purchase 
of  site  and  erection  of  buildings.  Danville,  Va.,  for  instance,  only  asks 
for  the  sum  of  $60,000  for  purchase  of  site  and  erection  of  buildings^ 
and  the  same  may  be  said  of  other  cities.  We  submit  that  to  expend 
$85,000  in  addition  to  the  $400,000  already  authorized  at  Memphis, 
when  there  is  no  special  necessity  for  it,  and  while  the  just  claims  of 
other  cities  are  not  complied  with,  would  be  unwarranted. 

Second.  Congress  has  never  enacted  a  law  such  as  is  proposed  by 
the  bill  under  consideration,  and  to  do  so  would  be  an  unwise  prece- 
dent. It  is  in  the  interest  of  economy  that  the  government  should  in- 
vite the  largest  competition  in  the  construction  of  public  buildings.  To 
provide  by  law  that  material  shall  be  procured  from  particular  localitieSi 
might  in  some  instances  encourage  monopolies  and  result  in  favoring 
special  interests. 

Third.  To  make  the  change  proposed -by  this  Senate  bill  would  be  un- 
fair to  bidders.  The  government  has  advertised  and  sent  plans  and 
specifications  over  the  country  to  different  quarry-owners,  and  put  them 
to  trouble  and  expense  of  bidding,  and  a  large  number  of  bids  have  been 
received;  the  bids  for  marble  ranging  from  $147,485  to  $215,000,  not 
including  ashlars,  which  would  amount  to  about  $10,000  additional^ 
while  bids  for  the  very  best  quality  of  sandstone  were  made  for  less  t^han 
one-half  the  lowest  marble  bid,  and  more  than  two-thirds  less  than  the 
highest  marble  bid.  It  is  claimed  by  many  builders  that  the  best  qual- 
ities of  sandstone  are  equal  if  not  superior  to  marble  as  to  durability, 
color,  strength,  purity,  and  power  of  resisting  the  action  of  fire,  &c. ; 
but  however  this  may  be,  that  sandstone  is  regarded  as  of  the  veiy  best 
material  for  building  purposes  is  well  known  among  architects  and 
builders  all  over  the  country,  and  the  same  has  been  and  is  in  constant 
use  by  the  government  in  the  construction  of  its  most  costly  and  durable 


4  CUSTOM-HOUSE   AT   MEMPHIS,    TENNESSEF. 

public  buildings,  rucI  its  darability  and  high  qaality  as  of  the  firat-clasa 
material  for  buihliag  purposes  is  beyond  question. 

Fourth.  Tbe  cuHtomhouse  at  Memphis  can  be  completed  and  built  of 
the  very  best  quality  of  sandstone  for  a  little  less  than  the  sum  of 
#400,000,  the  amount  named  in  the  original  bill.  The  bids  on  file  in  the 
Architect's  office  show  that  to  use  marble  in  its  oonstraction  will  cost 
4100,000  more  tban  to  use  the  best  quality  of  sandstone. 

JOHN  S.  JONES. 

I  concur  in  the  above,  except  that  I  believe  granite  and  marble  better 
building  material  tban  sandstone. 

J.  C.  STONE. 


Washington,  Majf  10, 18X8. 
Joii.v  G.  Park  appeared  before  the  committee  and  testified  as  follows  :     ' 

By  Mr.  Young  : 

QiieHtion.  What  is  your  profession? — Answer.  I  belong  to  the  Corps  of  Engineers  of 
the  Army. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  building  materials  f — A.  In  general,  I  am. 

Q.  Fur  tbe  construction  of  public  buildings  which  would  you  deem  the  best  mate- 
rial, marble  or  sandstone  f — A.  Marble. 

Q.  Would  you  cousider  it  or  not  a  measure  of  economy  to  construct  a  public  build- 
ing of  marble  if  the  cost  was  not  ^  per  oent.  above  that  of  sandstone? — A.  1  sboald 
say  yt»*. 

Q.  State  what  you  think  of  that  particular  stone  as  a  building  material. — A.  It  is 
Tery  difficult  to  tell  the  quality  uf  a  stone  by  a  simple  casual  examiuation.  Befon 
giving  an  accurate  opinion  it  should  be  subjected  to  certain  tests,  iu  order  to  get  at  its 
•capacity  to  resist  the  atmospheric  action,  which  will  degrade  and  diaintegrate  tlie 
atone  when  exposed  to  the  weather,  and  that  is  a  matter  which  cannot  be  arrived  at 
nntil  after  certain  tests  which  experts  understand  and  to  which  stonea  generally  an 
aubjected  before  being  adopted  in  structures  of  a  permanent,  durable  cnaracter.  Aa 
to  this  particular  specimen,  I  should  hesitate  to  express  any  decided  opinion  withoat 
auch  tests. 

Q.  Look  at  that  piece  of  Tennessee  marble  and  say  what  ^oa  think  of  that  as  build- 
ing material. — ^A.  I  should  say,  in  general  terms,  that  this  impressee  me  favoraibly  ai 
building  material.  Of  course,  in  the  selection  of  these  materials  an  inspection  of  tbe 
quarry  should  be  had  as  to  its  capacity  to  afford  the  necessary  supply  of  pieces  of  ^« 
required  size  and  character,  so  that  a  judgment  from  an  inspeetion  of  a  single  sped- 
men,  without  that  knowledge,  would  be  modified  to  an  extent  by  waot  of  knowledge 
of  the  quarry  and  of  the  locality  from  which  the  stone  is  to  be  obtained;  but,  simply 
as  a  specimen,  I  think  favorably  of  this. 

Q.  Where  tiie  government  proposed  to  invest  $400,000  in  a  building,  what  sort  of 
material  do  yon  think  it  should  be  constructed  of  f— A.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  ood> 
structed  of  a  material  about  which  there  oould  be  no  donbt  as  to  ita  durability  aod 
permanency. 

Q.  What  sort  of  material  would  that  probably  be  f— A.  I  should  say  granite,  or  mar- 
ble, or  brick. 

Q.  Yon  think  it  ought  not  to  be  built  ont  of  sandstone  f — A.  I  shonld  aay,  in  general 
terms,  it  ought  not.  * 

By  Mr.  Lath  hop  : 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  many  of  the  large,  heavy  buildings  of  the  oountrj  are  boilt 
of  sandstone  7 — A.  Yes,  sir,  1  believe  it  is. 

Q.  It  has  been  for  ages  one  of  the  well-recognized  building  materials^  has  it  notf— 
A.  There  are  buildings  of  sandstone  to  be  found  in  this  country ;  but  I  think  the  ex- 
perience is  that  the  material  is  liable  to  this  disintegrating  process  when  subjected  to 
alternate  freezing  and  thawing. 

Q.  It  differs  greatly,  does  it  not,  in  its  solidity  or  strength  in  different  quarries  !— 
A.  That  is  a  questiou  that  I  think  you  can  answer  by  reference  to  tables,  the  results 
of  experiments,  which  I  would  have  to  refer  to  myself  to  get  at  the  relative  resistance. 

Q.  You  find  those  iu  engineers*  hand-books  f— A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  they  are  there  ; 
and  experiments  are  being  made  from  year  to  year,  and  additional  information  is  pub- 
lished regularly  through  engineering  societies. 

By  Mr.  Young  : 
Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  public  building  in  the  United  States  costing  $400,000  that 


^ 


CUSTOM-HOUSE   AT  MEMPHIS,    TENNESSEE.  5 

is  bnilt  of  Haodstone  f — A.  No,  sir,  I  do  Dot.    My  attoDtion  has  not  been  directed  spe- 
cifioally  to  pablic  bnildiDgs  throughoat  the  country. 

By  Mr.  Lathrop  : 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside  f — A.  I  am  in  the  ojffice  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  I  am  a 
major  in  the  Army,  and  on  duty  in  Washington  City,  and  I  haye  special  direction  of 
that  branch  of  the  office  whicn  relates  to  riyers  and  harbors.  I  haye  not  been  em- 
ployed on  the  public  buildings,  so  that  my  opinion  on  this  subject  comes  simply  from 
my  general  iniormation  as  an  engineer. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  aboat  these  particular  specimens  of  stone  that  are  before 
you  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  neyer  saw  tbem  before  and  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the 
looalitiee  from  which  they  are  brought. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  wiiether  they  are  fair  specimens  of  theqnarries  or  otiierwise  f — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  yon  tell  from  the  looks  of  that  sandstone  whether  it  is  a  surface  stone  or 
not  f — A.  No ;  I  shoold  judge  that  it  was  not  a  surface  stone,  but  I  could  not  tell  posi- 
tiyely  by  a  mere  inspection. 

Q.  The  durability  of  marble  depends  yery  much  upon  its  freedom  from  fracture,  does 
it  not  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  durability  of  marble  depends  greatly  on  the  character  and 
the  size  of  its  crystallization,  whether  it  is  fine  grained,  with  small  crystate  or  coarse 
grained. 

Q.  It  depends  yery  much  on  its  freedom  from  fissures,  either  small  or  great,  where 
water  can  accumulate  and  freeze  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  That  is  applicable  to  all  building 
material. 

Q.  Would  you  regard  brick  as  durable  material  to  use  in  the  construction  of  large, 
heayy  buildings  f — A.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  I  would,  in  certain  localities.  The 
question  of  cost  probably  would  enter  into  the  matter.  But  it  wouldn't  take  the  first 
place,  in  my  judgment,  as  a  material  for  public  buildings. 

Q.  In  building  with  either  marble  or  granite  or  sandstone,  it  would  be  merely  the 
exterior  of  the  wall  that  would  be  of  stone,  would  it  not  f — ^A.  I  supoose  in  this  build- 
ing the  exterior  is  of  marble  and  the  interior  is  probably  of  brick,  out  that  does  not 
foflow  in  all  cases. 

Q.  I  ask  you,  if  in  contemplating  the  erection  of  a  public  building  your  idea  would 
be  that  the  exterior  should  be  of  either  of  these  materials  aud  the  iuterior  of  brick  f — 
A.  I  should  think  so. 

Washington,  May  10, 1878. 

Thomas  Lincoln  Casey  appeared  before  the  committee  and  was  examined  as  fol- 
lows: 

•    By  Mr.  Young  : 

Question.  State  your  rank  and  position  in  the  service  of  the  United  States. — An- 
swer. I  am  a  lieutenant-colonel  in  the  Corns  of  Engineers  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  at  present  in  charge  of  public  buildings  and  grounds  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Q.  What  material  do  you  regard  as  most  desirable  for  the  construction  of  public 
buildings,  sandstone  or  marble  f — ^A.  I  should  infinitely  prefer  marble  if  it  was  of  a 
durable  quality. 

Q.  Would  you  or  not  regard  it  as  a  measure  of  economy  to  construct  a  public  build- 
ing of  marble,  proyided  the  cost  was  not  more  than  25  per  cent,  aboye  that  of  sand- 
stone?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  Illinois  sandstone;  please  examine  it  and  say  what  you  think 
of  that  particular  stone  as  a  building  material  f — A.  Judging  from  the  appearance  of 
this  stone,  I  should  say  that  it  was  rather  a  poor  specimen  of  sandstone,  that  it  would 
easily  disintegrate  under  the  action  of  the  weather,  freezing  and  thawing,  and  that  it 
would  absorb  a  large  amount  of  water. 

Q.  Would  you  think  it  a  lit  material  to  put  in  a  public  building  which  was  to  cost 
$400,000  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  should  not.  Sandstones  as  a  class  are  porous,  and  they  absorb 
water  and  disintegrate  rapidly  under  the  action  of  such  weather  as  we  haye  in  the 
United  States. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  latitude  and  climate  of  the  city  of  Memphis  in  Ten- 
nessee?— A.  I  have  not  been  there,  but  I  haye  an  impression  that  the  climate  is  yery 
similar  to  the  climate  of  Washington ;  that  in  the  winter  season  there  is  quite  a  suc- 
cession of  alternate  freezing  and  thawing,  with  no  long- continued  spells  of  yery  cold 
weather ;  and  it  is  in  precisely  such  a  climate  as  that  that  the  stones  which  absorb 
moisture  disintegrate  most  rapidly. 

Q.  Would  you  think  that  a  suitable  material  to  put  in  a  pnblic  building  at  Mem- 
phis ? — A.  No,  sir  ;  I  should  not.  I  should  not,  as  a  rule,  regard  sandstone  as  a  proper 
materia]  for  large  public  buildings  that  cost  large  sums  of  money  and  are  expected  to 
last  for  all  time.    Thev  should  be  built  of  more  durable  material  than  sandstone. 
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Q.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  TeDnessee  marble ;  wbat  do  you  think  of  that  aa  a  boiMing 
material  f— A.  I  sbonld  regard  that  as  a  very  good  marble,  from  its  appearano^  with- 
ont  subjecting  it  to  a  test  by  the  artificial  processes  of  freezing  and  thawing.  Simplr 
inspecting  it  in  this  way,  I  should  regard  it  as  a  very  excellent  building  stone.  It 
seems  to  be  a  fine-grained  marble,  of  close  texture ;  the  crystals  don't  appear  large  in 
it.    It  is  compact,  and  apparently  free  from  impurities. 

By  Mr.  Lathrop  : 

Q.  Does  the  value  of  sandstone  as  a  building  material  vai^  greatly  in  different  quar- 
ries f — ^A.  O,  yes.  sir ;  considerably.  The  best  stone  of  any  class  of  bailding  material  is 
one  which  has  a  nne  grain,  which  is  free  from  impurities  of  a  destructive  character  which 
would  cause  disintegration,  and  which  will  absorb  the  least  amount  of  water.  Soim 
sandstones  are  composed  of  grains  of  sand  so  lar^  as  to  be  perceptible  to  the  eye; 
Bome  are  cemented  together  by  certain  oxides  of  iron,  some  by  certain  combinatioia 
of  clay,  some  bv  igneous  action,  some  by  pressure.  Now  of  all  these  varieties  the  one 
which  nas  the  finest  ^in,  which  will  absorb  the  least  water,  and  is,  generally,  of  tlM 
greatest  specific  gravity — weighs  most,  will  be  the  most  durable. 

Q.  The  one  that  is  best  cemented  together  f— A.  Yes,  sir.  A  good  way  to  judge  of 
the  durability  of  a  stone  is  to  observe  the  outcrop  of  the  stone  in  the  quarry  itself  and 
see  how  it  has  withstood  the  action  of  the  weather  where  it  has  been  exposed  for 
a  long  time,  whether  it  has  softened  down  aod  degraded,  or  whether  the  edges  of 
the  stone  remain  sharp,  and  not  rounded  as  they  will  become  in  time  if  the  stone  is  of 
the  other  character. 

Q.  Is  sandstone  used  here  in  Washington  to  a  considerable  extent  T — A.  Tes,nr; 
portions  of  this  Capitol  are  built  of  sandstone*from  the  Potomac,  portions  of  the  Treas- 
ury building  are  built  of  sandstone,  and  there  are  sandstone  &onts  on  a  number  of 
houses  in  this  city.  In  the  Arlington  Hotel  there  is  a  sandstone  front,  of  Connecticat 
sandstone.  The  sandstone  in  the  Capitol  and  the  Treasury  has  to  be  protected  by 
paint  to  preserve  it  from  disintegration,  and  an  examination  of  the  sandstone  in  the 
fronts  of  buildings  here  will  very  soon  convince  you  that  it  disintegrates  rapidly  under 
the  action  of  this  climate. 

;  Q.  On  the  front  of  the  Washington  Monument,  as  far  as  erected,  does  it  not  appeartbst 
the  marble  has  commenced  to  disintegrate  and  crumble  f — A.  I  have  not  examined  the 
Washington  Monument  for  the  purpose  of  giving  any  testimony  about  it,  but  I  have 
noticed  along  some  of  the  horizontal  joints  that  the  stone  has  scaled  away.  That  is 
undoubtedly  due  to  the  unequal  pressure.  The  bed  of  the  stone  was  not  cut  full.  It 
was  cut  away  on  the  back,  so  that  the  weight  is  borne  on  a  small  surface,  which  has 
caused  the  scaling. 

Q.  The  relative  value  of  marble  or  sandstone  for  a  building  depends  substantially 
upon  the  character  of  the  stone,  does  it  not? — A.  Yes,  sir;  upon  its  dorability. 

Q.  Upon  the  character  of  the  stone  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Some  marbles  are  very  poor  building  material  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  some  are  very  poor. 

Q.  And  some  sandstones  are  very  good  T— A.  Some  sandstones  are  good,  but  it  is  not 
a  good  material  as  a  general  rule. 

Q.  But  the  best  marble  is  better  than  the  best  sandstone  f — ^A.  Very  much  better. 

Q.  And  the  best  granite  is  still  better  than  the  best  marble  f — A.  No,  sir ;  the  best 
marble  and  the  b^t  granite  are  equally  good,  for  they  are  all  of  about  the  same 
strength.  They  crush  at  four  tons  to  the  square  inch  each,  while  the  best  sandstone 
will  not  stand  more  than  two  tons  to  the  square  inch. 

Q.  Is  not  the  resisting  power  of  the  best  granite  mnch  greater  than  that  of  the  best 
marble  f— -A.  No,  sir.  They  are  about  equal.  If  you  will  examine  the  tables,  yon 
will  see  that  the  crushing  weights  of  the  best  granite  and  the  best  marble  are  aboat 
the  same,  while  that  of  sandstone  is  only  about  half.  Still  there  is  abundant  strength 
even  in  sandstone  for  structures  of  ordinary  size. 

Q.  Is  there  not  strength  enough  in  the  best  sandstone  for  the  largest  structures 
erected  in  this  country  f — A.  O,  yes ;  plenty.  Sandstone  will  crush  under  a  pressore 
of  150  tons  to  the  square  of  2,000  pounds,  and  that  would  enable  you  to  build  a  column 
of  that  material  about  2,800  feet  high.  So  you  see  there  is  no  building  but  that  yon 
could  build,  so  far  as  strength  is  concerned,  of  sandstone.  But  it  is  not  the  present 
stren||^h  of  the  structure,  it  is  the  durability  of  it  under  the  action  of  the  weather- 
that  IS  the  point  I  make. 

Q.  The  best  class  of  limestone  is  equally  durable  with  marble  ? — A.  Y*^,  sir.  All 
marbles  are  limestones.  Marbles  are  limestones  that  will  take  a  polish.  The  calcium 
carbonates  are  divided  into  two  classes  for  convenience  of  designation,  a  class  that 
will  not  take  a  polish  and  one  that  will  take  a  polish.  The  latter  are  called  marbles. 
They  are  all  carbonates  of  lime.  Some  of  tbem  are  compact  in  texture ;  others  are 
crystalline. 

Q.  Ih  not  brick  a  good  baildiug  material  for  large  buildings?— A.  Yes,  sir;  brick  is 
a  good  building  material  for  li^bt  buildings.  It  is  easy  to  handle  brick,  but  it  is  not 
as  good  a  building  material  as  either  marble  or  granite. 
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Q.  The  best  pressed  brick  are  regarded  as  good  material  for  the  lar^t  of  buildings, 
are  they  notf — A.  Yes,  sir;  ander  certain  circumstances  and  in  certain  locations. 

Q.  I  mean  for  the  superstructure? — A.  Yes,  sir;  for  the  facings  of  the  buildings  of 
the  ordinary  size,  they  are  very  nice. 

Q.  As  a  material,  is  brick  cheaper  than  stone  f ~A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is. 

Washington,  May  10, 1878. 
Henrt  R.  Searle  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  YouNO: 

Question.  State  your  occupation  and  residence. — Answer.  I  am  an  architect,  residing 
in  Washington. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  building  materials! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which  do  you  regard  as  preferable  for  the  construction  of  public  buildings,  sand- 
stone or  marble  ? — A.  I  think  marble  is. 

Q.  Do  you  regard  it  as  a  measure  of  economy  to  construct  public  building^  of  mar- 
ble if  it  does  not  cost  more  than  twenty-five  per  cent,  more  than  sandstone  f — ^A.  I 
should  use  the  marble. 

Q.  Please  examine  that  specimen  of  Illinois  sandstone  and  say  what  you  think  of 
that  particular  stone  as  a  building  material  f — A.  I  was  looking  at  it  a  little  while  ago. 
I  do  not  like  it.  It  is  a  firm  stone,  and  from  what  I  see  of  it  here,  it  is  what  is  termed 
liver  rock ;  that  is,  there  is  no  seam  in  it ;  I  do  not  see  any  indication  of  any ;  but  I  should 
expect  to  find  in  it  soft  places.  I  have  had  that  experience  with  some  sandstones. 
I  have  seen  stone  that  looked  just  as  good  as  that  in  everyway,  and,  cut  into  a  mold- 
ing, it  would  make  a  good  appearance,  and  there  was  nothing  about  it  to  indicate  that 
it  was  not  good  stone,  yet  when  exposed  to  the  frost  for  a  couple  of  years  it  would 
decay.  I  had  that  experience  with  some  Ohio  stone,  which  gave  way  entirely  inside 
of  twoyears.    It  seemed  to  be  clayey. 

Q.  Would  yon  regard  this  stone  as  proper  material  to  put  in  a  public  building  that 
was  to  cost  1400,000  f — A.  I  should  not  take  it  for  such  a  building  unless  I  was  obliged 
to.    I  think  I  should  prefer  brick. 

Q.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  Tennessee  marble :  please  look  at  it  and  see  what  you  think 
of  it  as  a  building  material? — ^A.  I  like  this  better.  It  is  a  heavier  stone.  It  is  a  more 
compact  and  a  stronger  stone.  This  is  a  good  specimen  of  building  material.  I  don't 
think  there  is  any  comparison  between  the  two  stones. 

Q.  Would  you  think  it  better  to  build  of  this  Tennessee  marble  if  it  did  not  cost  more 
than  25  per  cent,  higher  than  the  sandstone  that  I  have  shown  you? — A.  I  should : 
because  it  is  only  the  outside  face  of  the  building  that  would  be  of  stone,  and  the  25 
per  cent,  additional  on  that  would  be  comparatively  a  small  item.  It  would  not  make 
a  large  increase  in  the  whole  cost  of  the  building.  Of  course  it  would  depend  on  the 
size  of  the  building;  but  whatever  the  size  of  the  building,  it  would  be  worth  that  much 
more.    I  should  advise  you  to  pay  the  difference  as  a  matter  of  investment. 

By  Mr.  Lathbop  : 

Q.  In  contemplating  these  materials  for  a  public  building,  would  you  intend  to  have 
the  walls  built^solid  of  stone  or  backed  with  brick  ? — A.  I  should  back  them  with  brick 
by  binding  the  stone  well. 

[The  witness  here  illustrated,  with  the  two  specimens  already  shown  him,  the  man- 
ner of  laying  the  stone  and  the  backing  of  brick,  and  stated  that  he  would  lay  the 
brick  in  cement,  so  as  to  have  everything  solid  and  have  as  little  shrinkage  of  the  inside 
of  the  wall  as  of  the  outside,  which  plan  he  said  would  make  a  wall  faced  with  stone 
and  backed  with  brick  quite  as  solid  and  permanent  as  a  wall  built  wholly  of  stone.] 

Q.  Your  idea  of  using  either  of  these  materials  would  be  to  use  it  simply  as  a  fac- 
ing 7 — A.  That  would  be  the  idea.  That  Ih  the  usual  practice  now.  Sometimes  I  have 
built  buildings  with  stone  and  backed  with  brick  quite  all  through,  but  it  is  not  usual. 

Q.  Can  you  state  about  what  would  be  the  resisting  power  of  this  sandstone  ?— A. 
I  cannot  without  testing  it,  but  merely  from  looking  at  it,  I  should  think  it  was  one 
of  the  poorest  sandstones;  however,  I  might  be  mistaken  when  I  came  to  put  it  un- 
der pressure.    It  is  impossible  to  tell  without  subjecting  it  to  a  test. 

Q.  Would  you  deem  good  sandstone  a  fit  material  of  which  to  construct  a  building 
costing  as  much  as  |400,000?— A.  Well,  I  would  call  it  a  fit  material,  but  I  would 
rather  have  marble  or  granite.    Oood  sandstone,  however,  would  answer. 

Q.  That  is,  you  would  rather  have  a  nice  broadcloth  coat  than  a  sheep's  gray  f— A. 
Certainly ;  but  there  are  sandstones,  argillaceous  sandstones,  that  are  very  strong. 
Take  that  which  underlies  the  lime-rock  in  Now  York  State,  and  which  is  taken  out 
at  Medina  and  Lockport,  and  goes  by  the  name  of  Medina  sandstone ;  that  is  a  very 
fine  stone;  it  is  mixed  with  clay;  it  is  not  a  regular  granulated  sandstone,  but  it  is 
as  hard  as  granite. 

Q.  What  is  the  relative  cost  of  good  marble  and  good  sandstone  ? — ^A.  I  don*t  think 
that  I  can  answer  that  question.    I  am  not  familiar  enough  with  the  cost.    The  Ohio 
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saDdstones  cost  leas  here  thnn  the  marble,  t«kin^  into  acconDt  the  working  and  all 
together.  In  some  localities  I  snppose  sandstone  is  the  cheapest,  and  prohabiy  marbW 
is  the  cheapest  in  other  localities. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  what  material  the  government  is  osing  in  the  Chicago  cmtom- 
honse  f — A.  I  believe  it  is  sandstone. 

Q.  Is  granite  still  more  expensive  than  marble  f — A.  It  is,  in  this  locality.  Granit* 
in  the  locality  where  it  is  quarried  woald  be  expensive  only  in  the  working.  It  is  of 
conrse  a  very  hard  stone  to  work,  and  whenever  there  is  any  amount  of  detail  pat 
upon  it,  it  makes  it  expensive ;  but  otherwise  it  is  not  so. 

Q.  The  work  upon  granite  is  more  expensive  than  upon  sandaiooe  or  marble T— A. 
Yes,  sir ;  becanse  the  stone  is  harder. 

Q.  And  the  value  of  each  as  a  building  material  depends  on  the  character  of  tbe 
rock f— A.  Yes,  sir;  but  they  grade  in  that  way:  sandstone  is  the  least  valuable^ 
marble  next,  and  ^;ranite  next,  generally  speaking. 

Q.  With  exceptional  cases,  in  which  sandstone  is  equal  to  either  f — A.  I  don't  think 
th^  is  any  sandstone  that  would  be  equal  to  any  properly-formed  /ignite. 

Q.  Brick  is  a  Kpod  substantial  building  material ;  is  it  not  f — A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Many  buildings  that  have  cost  as  much  as  $400,000  are  constructed  of  brick;  tre 
they  notf — ^A:  Ye^  sir ;  I  have  been  engaged  on  a  building  that  cost  as  much  as  xhtx 
which  was  built  of  brick,  the  Western  House  of  Refuge,  at  Bocheater,  New  York. 

Q.  A  good  quality  of  brick  for  outside  work  makes  an  enduring  building  in  tU» 
elimste ;  does  it  not  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  brick  is  an  enduring  mater iaL  Gk>od  hard  brick 
laid  in  cement  would  stand  jost  as  long  as  you  could  desire. 

Q.  Is  it  not  your  judgment  that  good  hard  brick  laid  in  cement  will  resist  tbe 
action  of  the  elements  longer  than  ei&er  marble  or  granite  f — A.  I  don't  think  thej 
would. 

Q.  Would  they  last  as  long? — A.  I  don't  think  they  would  resist  the  water  andfnwt 
as  long.  There  are  no  cases  of  the  use  of  brick  for  large  permanent  buildings  in  severe 
elimates.  Wherever  brick  have  stood  a  long  time,  it  has  been  in  comparatively  wum 
c^mates. 

Alfred  B.  Mullett  appeared  before  the  committee  and  was  examined,  as  fe!« 
lows: 

By  Mr.  Young  : 

Qnestion.  Please  state  your  occupation  aud  residence. — ^Answer.  I  am  an  aidiitflet 
and  I  reside  in  Washington 

Q.  Were  you  formerly  Supervising  Architect  of  the  Treasury  Department  ? — ^A-  Y* 
sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  jrou  have  charge  of  that  office  ? — A.  About  ten  years. 

Q.  Are  yon  acqnainted  with  bunding  materials  f— A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  I  havekii 
as  extensive  an  experience  as  any  member  of  my  profession. 

Q.  What  do  you  regard  as  the  most  fit  material  for  the  construction  of  govenmeit 
buildings,  sandstone  or  marble  f — A.  Marble,  unqaestiouably.  I  should  use  saodsUne 
only  as  a  matter  of  necessity,  not  of  choice. 

Q.  Would  you  think  it  a  measure  of  economy  to  erect  pnblic  bnildin*^  of  marble,  i! 
that  material  could  bo  had  at  a  cost  of  not  more  than  25  x)er  cent,  above  that  (rf 
sandstone  f — A.  I  consider  it  economy  to  pay  any  price  necessarr  to  procure  good 
materials  for  such  buildings.  Certainly  an  advance  of  25  per  cent,  for  marble  orer 
the  price  of  the  best  sandstone  would  be  very  little.  Indeed,  I  should  consider  .lO 
per  cent,  advance  a  low  estimate  of  the  difference  in  value,  and  far  below  the  average 
comparative  cost. 


Q.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  Illinois  sandstone.    Please  examine  it  and  state  your  opin- 
ion of  that  particular  stone  as  a  building  material  ? — A.  It  appears  to  be  nothing  mow 


far  better  than  this  sample.  It  is,  however,  as  Colonel  Casey  very  properly  remarked, 
an  impossibility  for  any  architect  or  expert  to  form  a  correct  opinion  as  to  the  valw 
of  a  stone  without  visiting  the  quarry,  and  this  is  even  more  necessary  as  a  prelii&i- 
nary  to  forming  a  correct  opinion  of  a  sandstone  than  of  any  other.  There  are  few 
sandstone  quarries  from  which  good  and  apparently  durable  specimens  cannot  be 
selected;  but  there  are  also  few  quarries  from  which  a  sufficient  supply  of  stone  of  a 
uniform  and  durable  quality  can  be  procured.  For  important  public  buildings  the 
sandstone,  if  used  at  all,  ought  io  be  taken  from  a  single  stratum.  There  are,  it  is  tme, 
a  few  qnarr'es  to  which  the  rule  does  not  apply,  but  they  are  exceptions.  The  impor- 
tance of  this  has  been  illustrated  in  the  new  Houses  of  Parliament  in  London,  where 
the  stone  is  rapidly  disintegrating.  Many  of  the  tiuest  and  most  elaborate  omamenfiB 
i^an  be  broken  oft'  and  ^tumbled  in  the  hand.  This  stone  is  more  properly  termed  i 
nree  than  a  saniV  Htont^WX  \^  ^"fe\!^«t«\\'^  0^^»»ft.^  ^\fiL^^^'Oc\fov»:cw^;£id<s^^sa^  T!fea£ stone  irai 
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examiDed  and  tested  l>y  a  commission  of  the  most  scientific  experts  in  England,  both 
architects  and  analytical  chemiste,  and  they  have  been  at  a  loss  for  maiiy  vears  to 
discover  the  reason  of  snch  disastrous  results  where  such  precantions  were  tasen  and 
so  mnch  was  expected.  Quite  recently  it  has  been  discovered  that  the  samples  given 
to  the  commission  were  all  taken  from  one  ledse  of  the  quarry.  The  stone  from  that 
ledge  stands  well,  while  the  rest  of  the  stone  taken  from  the  same  quarry  is  crumbling 
away. 

Q.  As  far  as  yon  can  judge  from  the  appearance  of  this  sandstone. would  ynu  regard  it 
as  good  building  material  f-— A.  I  certainly  should  not  use  it  in  »u  important  public 
building.    I  do  not  like  the  color  or  the  texture  of  l^is  sample. 

Q.  L^k  at  these  specimens  of  Tennessee  marble  and  state  your  opinion  of  it  as  a 
bnilding  material  f — A.  I  consider  the  Tennessee  marble  found  near  Knoxville,  of 
which  this  is  a  sample,  the  most  beautiful  and  durable  marble  for  building  purposes 
in  the  United  States.  I  used  it  in  the  custom-house  at  Knoxville,  and  tested  it 
thoroughly  and  know  of  no  marble  in  the  country  which  runs  so  uniform  or  requires  s» 
little  selection.  I  should  be  glad  to  see  it  selected  for  some  important  building  in  this 
city,  though  I  neither  have  or  have  erer  had  any  pecuniary  or  other  interest  what- 
ever in  it  except  of  admiration  for  its  beauty  and  durability.  I  think  Colonel  Gasey'a 
estimate  of  it  correct.  It  is  very  dense.  The  crystals  are  close.  It  absorbs  scarcely 
any  water,  and  I  can  find  no  practical  difference  oet ween  pieces  taken  from  different 
parts  of  the  same  quarry,  and  but  little  between  speoimeos  taken  from  any  of  the 
quarries  around  Knoxville.  It  appears  to  be  an  enormous  upheaval  of  one  original 
bed. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  at  Memphis  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  the  latitude  and  climate  of  that  locality  f — A.  Only 
generally  as  regards  the  climate,  but  I  presume  it  is  very  neai*  the  same  climate  as  Cin- 
cinnati and  Snint  Louis.  You  have,  I  believe,  snow  and  ice  there  in  the  winter  and  » 
great  deal  of  changeable  weather. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  this  sandstone  would  be  a  safe  material  to  be  used  in  a  large 
public  building  in  a  climate  like  that? — A.  I  do  not  think  it  is  suitable  for  such  a  pur- 
pose.   It  is  neither  a  beautiful  nor  apparently  durable  or  substantial  sandstone. 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  site  and  surroundings  of  the  custom-honse  at  Memphis? — 
A.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  the  honor  of  inducing  the  city  of  Memphis  to  make  a  present  of  it 
to  the  government. 

Q.  W  hat  is  the  character  and  value  of  that  site  and  its  surroundings  f — A.  I  think  it 
was  the  most  liberal  donation  ever  made  by  any  city  to  the  government,  to  my  knowl- 
edge, iinless  possibly  the  site  of  the  New  York  post-office  might  be  considered  more  so. 
The  latter  was  first  presented,  and  afterward,  when  a  legal  difficulty  arose  in  regard 
to  the  power  of  the  city  to  give,  it  was  sold  for  the  nominal  value  of  half  a  million  dol- 
lanc  I  consider  that  the  property  given  by  the  city  of  Memphis  as  a  site  for  the  build- 
ing in  question,  was  worth,  at  the  time  it  was  ^ven,  at  least  $300,000.  I  think  there 
would  have  been  no  difficulty  in  selling  it  to  private  parties  for  that  sum,  and,  indeed, 
bhonld  say  that  would  be  a  low  estimate.  It  is  a  very  beautiful  site,  stands  on  the 
bluff,  and  fronts  the  river  on  one  side  and  faces  down  Madison  street  on  the  other. 
The  city  changed  the  boundaries  of  the  block  so  as  to  bring  the  center  of  the  buildin 
opposite  and  looking  right  down  Madison  street.  I  think  it  the  best  site  that  coul 
be  selected  in  Memphis. 

By  Mr.  Lathrop  : 

Q.  What,  in  your  judgment,  would  be  the  difference  in  cost  between  building  of  a  good 
kind  of  brick  and  building  of  this  marble  at  Memphis! — A.  That  is  a  question  that  is 
difficult  to  answer  in  that  form.  A  building  intended  for  merelv  utilitarian  purposes, 
that  is,  a  substantial  fire-proof  building,  but  of  no  architectural  merit  or  pf  etensions. 
can  be  built  much  cheaper  of  brick  than  of  stone  in  most  localities.  The  whole  oi 
such  a  building  is  ashlar*work,  mere  plain  faces,  with  arches  over  the  windows  and 
little  or  no  stone-work.  But  for  a  building  such  as  the  one  under  consideration,  brick 
can  be  used  only  as  a  snbstitute  for  the  very  cheapest  portion  of  the  stone- work,  and 
as  nothing  but  the  best  hand-made  pressed  brick  is  suitable,  it  is  quite  f>ossible  in  many 
localities  to  put  in  good,  durable  stone,  of  the  best  quality,  cheaper  than  pressed  brick. 
I  believe  sandstone  could  be  furnished  cheaper  at  Memphis  than  the  best  qmility  of 
brick-work,  such  as  would  be  of  suitable  quality  for  U8e  in  this  building.  Itosides, 
in  the  design  adopted  for  that  building  the  amount  of  brick-work  that  can  be  put  in 
would  be  very  small. 

Q.  What  is* the  cost  of  marble? — A.  I  am  not  advised  as  to  present  prices,  but  the 
average  cost  of  marble,  in  New  York  for  instance,  used  to  be  from  !^*2  to  ^'i.T.'i  or  $3  a 
cubic  foot  for  stones  of  usual  size,  but  the  cost  increases  rapidly  with  the  size  of  the 
blocks. 

By  Mr.  Humph  re  ys  : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  dressed  f — A.  Xo,  sir ;  the  raw  material. 

Q.  Is  it  sold  that  way  iiisteid  of  by  the  i)erch  ? — A.  It  is  sold  by  the  cubic  foot,  each 
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BtoDe  measured  separately.  The  average  price  of  graDite  in  New  York  was  formerly 
from  |l  to  $1.50  or  ^  a  foot  for  blocks  of  ordinary  size.  The  price  of  aaodstone  wooM 
ran  very  nearly  the  same  as  granite. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  the  Joliet  marble  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  that  cost  any  sach  amoant  as  yon  have  stated  f — A.  Joliet  stone  costs,  I  be- 
lieve, about  seventy-five  cents  a  foot,  bat  it  is  not  marble,  bat  a  magneaian  limestone. 
Limestones  may  be  divided  into  marbles  which  include  those  of  the  highest  grade, 
which  will  take  a  polish.  The  ^ades  next  below  that  are  called  lioiestones,  and  are 
inferior  to  noiarble  m  crystallization  and  are  generally  seamed  by  inferior  deposits,  ren- 
dering them  generally  nndesirable  for  fine  cat  work,  thoagh  admirably  adapted  for 
rabble-work,  saoh  as  the  facing  of  Oothic  charches  and  other  work  where  the  stone  is 
not  cut,  but  used  with  the  rock  or  quarry  face,  for  cut-work  limestone  generally  dis- 
integrates too  rapidly.  Below  the  true  limestones  are  the  magnesian  and  oolite  lime- 
stones, the  latter  being  stone  in  which  the  fossils  are  so  minute  that  they  resemble 
and  are  frequently  mistaken  for  grains  of  sand.  Both  of  these  stones  are,  as  a  role, 
undesirable  materials  for  use  in  permanent  buildings,  though  there  are  of  ooorM 
exceptions.  The  best  building  materiiJs  in  the  world  are  undoubtedly  the  granites 
and  marbles.  Next  to  them  I  should  put  sandstone.  Below  that  I  should  be  reluctant 
to  go  in  selecting  material  for  a  public  building.  But  the  good  sandstones  are  as  be- 
fore stated  very  rare  and  hard  to  set  in  large  quantities,  even  from  the  best  quarries 
and  require  to  be  selected  and  handled  very  carefully.  You  have  referred  to  the  mate- 
rial used  in  the  Chicago  custom-house.  Every  stone  in  that  building  was  taken  out  of 
one  ledge  which  is  about  three  feet,  nine  inches  thick.  That  is  the  only  stone  used  in 
the  building,  and  yet  if  it  is  quarried  before  the  excavation  is  carried  far  enough  into 
the  hill — that  is,  too  soon — a  soft  stone  is  obtained  that  will  turn  yellow.  The  edge  of 
the  ledge  crops  out  on  the  edge  of  the  hill,  and  it  is  therefore  a  matter  of  jud^xnent 
with  the  quarry-man  how  far  he  must  quarry  in  before  he  finds  a  good  and  reliable 
stone,  but  when  the  quarry  is  worked  into  the  hill  far  enough  a  hard  dark-blue  stone 
is  obtained,  which  is  very  durable  stone  if  thoroughly  seasoned  before  use,  but  which 
should  be  protected  from  rain  while  the  building  is  in  progress. 

By  Mr.  Lathbop  : 

Q.  I  do  not  think  you  have  answered  my  question  yet.  I  asked  ^^^oa  what,  in  your 
judgment,  would  be  the  difference  in  cost  between  constructing  this  Memphis  build- 
ing of  good  brick  and  constructing  it  with  that  marble  f— A.  I  could  not  answer  that 
question  without  examining  and  measuring  the  plans  of  the  building.  The  Memphis 
building  cannot  be  built  of  brick  without  changing  the  design,  which  is  not  made  for 
brick,  but  cut-stone.  A  small  portion  of  brick-work  could,  of  course,  be  used  in  the 
present  design,  but  as  a  substitute  onlv  for  the  cheaper  parts.  For  the  costly  parts  of 
the  structure  stone  must  of  necessity  be  used  or  the  design  be  changed. 

Q.  What,  in  your  iudgment,  would  be  the  difference  in  cost  of  the  Memphis  bnilding 
between  a  good  quality  of  sandstone  and  this  marble  f — A.  I  have  no  idea.  I  have 
seen  only  a  small  perspective  view  of  the  building.  To  answer  yoar  question  would 
necessitate  an  examination  of  the  plans,  but  I  should  say  that  if  you  can  get  the  mar- 
ble for  25  per  cent.,  as  suggested,  or  for  50  per  cent,  more  than  the  sandstone,  it  would 
be  a  good  investment. 

Q.  Can  you  estimate  about  what  the  increased  cost  per  surface-foot  wonld  be  hj 
using  marble  instead  of  sandstone  of  a  good  quality  f — A.  I  should  say  that  this  mar- 
ble could,  at  present  prices,  be  furnished  at  from  $1.50  to  $1.75  per  superficial  fool, 
wrought^  ready  to  put  m  the  wall ;  that  is,  plain  ashlar,  running  from  four  to  eight  or 
eight  to  twelve  inches  alternately.  The  question  of  cost,  however,  depends  largely 
upon  railroad  charges  from  Knoxville  to  Memphis,  of  which  I  am  not  advised. 

Q.  What  would  the  sandstone  cost  per  foot,  in  your  judgment  ? — A.  I  should  sap- 
pose  that  it  wonld  cost  from  75  cents  to  |l  as  against  $1.50  or  $1.75  for  the  marble. 

Q.  What  do  you  think  the  cnishing  strength  of  this  sample  of  sandstone  is  f— A 
While  I  should  not  approve  of  the  use  of  this  sandstone,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  difficulty  to  be  apprehended  from  deficiency  in  crashing  strength. 
I  should  consider  it  abundantly  strong  in  that  respect.    The  main  questions  are  as  to 
its  absorption  of  water ;  the  effect  of  frost  upon  it,  and  its  beauty  as  a  building  mate- 
rial. If  the  government  can  get  this  marble,  as  against  this  sandstone,  at  any  fair  price, 
I  think  it  ought  to  get  it.  Ifyon  could  see  two  buildings  put  up,  one  of  this  sandstone 
and  the  other  of  this  marble,  I  do  not  think  you  would  hesitate  one  moment  to  pay  the 
difference  in  price  and  take  the  marble.    Indeed  I  do  not  think  you  would  want  the 
sandstone  at  any  price.    I  wish  you  could  see  the  building  at  Knoxville  built  of  this 
marble.    I  consider  it,  as  far  as  material  is  concerned,  one  of  the  handsomest  in  the 
country,  and  I  don't  think  that  any  bnilding  material  has  ever  been  discovered  and 
used  in  the  United  States  that  for  durability  and  beauty  equals  this  Knoxville  marble. 
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Washington,  D.  C,  May  11, 1878. 

Clemence  a.  Didden  appeared  before  tbe  committee,  and  was  examined  as  fol- 
lows: 

By  Mr.  Young  : 

Question.  State  yonr  occupation  and  residence. — ^Answer.  lam  an  architect,  and  my 
residence  is  in  Washington. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  building  materials,  stone,  marble,  granite,  &c.  f — ^A. 
I  am. 

Q.  What  kind  of  material  do  you  regard  as  most  desirable  for  public  buildings  T — 
A.  Do  yon  mean  for  outer  facinesf 

Q.  Yes. — A.  Well,  a  good  kindof  sandstone  I  should  give  the  preference  to  over  any 
other.  It  depends  upon  the  quality  of  the  sandstone.  There  are  a  great  many  different 
qualities  in  the  market. 

Q.  Do  you  regard  sandstone  as  superior  to  any  other  material  f — ^A.  I  would  give  it 
the  preference  over  granite  as  an  ashlar,  and  even  over  marble. 

Q.  Why  do  you  consider  sandstone  superior  to  granite  and  marble  f — ^A.  Sandstone, 
if  you  get  the  right  kind,  in  the  first  place,  will  look  better ;  it  makes  a  better  combi- 
nation ;  it  keeps  its  color  better,  while  almost  any  kind  of  marble,  except  the  Italian, 
will  lose  its  color  in  the  course  of  time ;  it  stands  a  few  years  and  then  it  becomes  of  a 
yellowish  color,  while  the  right  kind  of  sandstone  retains  its  color  forever. 

Q.  Then  yon  say  that  in  your  judgment  the  best  quality  of  sandstone  is  superior  to 
the  best  quality  of  granite  or  marble  as  a  building  material! — ^A.  I  should  say  that 
it  is. 

Q.  Have  yon  given  the  only  reason  why  it  so  retains  its  color  f — ^A.  There  are  other 
reasons.  Neither  granite  nor  marble  admits  any  air.  If  there  is  any  dampness  in  the 
wall  it  is  locked  up  there ;  it  cannot  get  out ;  whereas  the  sandstone  admits  the  air 
and  keeps  a  constant  current  passinji^  through  the  whole  thickness  of  the  walL  Granite 
or  marble  is  like  a  wall  faced  with  iron. 

Q.  Which  one  of  these  materials  is  most  susceptible  to  the  influence  of  climate  and 
atmosphere  ? — A.  As  a  matter  of  course  any  porous  material  will  absorb  some  water  as 
well  as  air. 

Q.  Then  yon  would  say  that  sandstone  was  most  liable  to  change  by  the  effect  of 
climate  T — A.  I  should  say  that  it  would  be. 

Q.  Wouldn't  that  make  it  a  less  durable  material  f — A.  I  have  seen  sandstone  that 
has  been  in  a  building  for  over  five  hundred  years,  and  it  was  still  firm,  although  it 
was  exposed  to  all  kinds  of  severe  weather. 

Q.  Wouldn't  you  regard  it,  though,  as  more  liable  to  injury  from  climatic  influences 
than  a  more  compact  material  f — A.  I  know  this :  that  marble,  too,  has  not  only  lost 
its  color,  but  also  has  been  affected  by  the  weather. 

Q.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  my  question.  Is  it  true  or  not  that  soft  porous  sub- 
stances are  more  liable  to  injury  by  climate  than  hard  compact  ones  f — A.  To  a  certain 
extent  that  is  true. 

Q.  Then  sandstone  would  be  more  liable  to  injury  by  those  influences  than  mar- 
ble t — A.  Certainly  it  would. 

Q.  Then  would  you  say  that 'it  would  be  as  durable  a  material  as  marble  or  granite 
for  public  buildings  ? — A.  As  far  as  durability  is  concerned,  I  say  again  that  if  you 
take  the  right  kind  of  sandstone  it  will  last  for  centuries  and  centuries,  and  not  be 
affected  by  weather  or  climate. 

Q.  As  compared  with  ^anite  or  marble,  do  you  regard  sandstone  as  more  dura- 
ble f — A.  I  do,  and  yet  it  is  not  so  desirable  a  material. 

Q.  Is  not  the  best  and  most  dnrable  material  the  most  desirable  miterial  f — A.  But 
there  are  other  factors  that  counterbalance  that  consideration. 

Q.  What  are  those  f — A.  As  I  stated  before,  in  granite  or  marble,  the  dampness  is 
locked  up  in  the  wall. 

Q.  Does  that  make  them  more  or  less  durable  T — A.  It  affects  the  inner  surface  of 
the  wall  and  makes  the  whole  building  less  health v,  eventually. 

Q.  Does  it  make  the  building  wear  out  sooner  or  last  longer  f — A.  We  have  sandstone 
in  the  market  here  which  will  grow  hard  with  age  and  get  perfectly  solid  and  just  as 
firm  as  any  other  material,  for  instance  marble. 

Q.  In  yonr  judgment  as  an  architect,  sandstone  is  desirable,  for  it«  beauty  and  dur- 
ability as  a  material  for  public  buildings :  in  those  qualities  do  you  regard  it  as  supe- 
rior to  marble  or  granite  T — A.  I  would,  for  my  part. 

Q.  Then  you  think  it  would  make  a  handsome  building? — A.  It  would  make  a  hand- 
some building. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  make  a  more  durable  building  f — A.  I  do  not  say  that ; 
though  tnat  sandstone  might  last  quite  as  long  as  that  granite  would  when  they  both 
came  to  be  tested. 

Q.  As  between  sandstone  and  marble,  or  any  other  building  material,  do  you  regard 
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sandstone  as  tbe  most  desirable  f— A.  Yes,  sir,  I  woald,  if  I  bad  the  right  kind  of  sand- 
stone.   There  may  be  sandstone  tbat  would  not  be  the  right  kind. 

Q.  Yon  say  tben  that  tbe  ri^ht  kind  of  sandstone  is  superior  to  the  rigbt  sort  of 
marble  or  tbe  rigbt  sort  of  granite  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  say  so.  I  woald  take  granite 
as  a  base,  but  as  a  superstructure  I  sbould  give  tbe  other  material  the  preference. 

Q.  Is  that  the  ^neral  opinion  of  arcbitects? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  you  will  ttad  that 
tbe  general  opinion. 

Q.  Do  tbey  generally  use  sandstone  in  tbe  construction  of  pnblio  buildings  T  Is  it 
the  material  most  frequently  in  use  in  public  buildings  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  any  public  buildings  in  the  United  Statea  conetmcted  of  sand- 
stone f — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  at  this  moment.  I  bave  seen  a  great  many  iu  Earope 
oonstructed  of  sandstone  wbich  have  been  standing  a  f^reat  many  years. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  any  pablic  buildings  in  the  United  States  constmeied  oat  of 
marble  or  granite  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  tbat  a  very  great  majority  of  them  are  oonstmcted  of  those  mate- 
rials f — A.  Yes,  sir;  either  granite  or  marble  is  most  generally  used  in  this  eoontry. 
It  is  tbe  most  expensive  too,  I  should  say,  on  account  of  its  hardness. 

<^.  Look  at  tbat  Illinois  sandstone  and  say  what  yon  think  of  it  as  a  material  for  a 
public  building. — A.  That  is  a  pretty  good  stone. 

Q.  You  pronoance  that  a  good  stone  f— A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  What  particular  qualities  has  it  that  indicate  that  it  is  a  good  stone  f — A.  It  bat 
a  very  nice  texture  and  there  is  rery  little  clay  in  it. 

Q.  Is  tbat  a  hard,  compact  stone  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  seems  to  have  very  small  pores. 
If  we  bad  a  magnifying  glass  I  could  tell  you  better,  but  Judging  by  the  weight  the 
pores  are  pretty  oloee. 

Q.  You  think  it  a  heavy  stone  f— A.  Yes,  sir ;  a  pretty  heavy  stone. 

Q.  A  compact,  heavy  stone  ? — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  pretty  corapactu  and  a  nice  color,  too. 

<^.  Look  at  this  Tennessee  marble  and  say  what  you  think  of  it  as  a  material  for  a 
public  building. — A.  That  is  about  ef|ual  to  so  much  iron,  Just  as  compact. 

Q.  What  wonld  yon  think  of  that  as  a  building  material  f — ^A.  1  shoald  give  the 
sandstone  the  preference  for  the  upper  structure. 

Q.  Would  you  rather  have  it  at  tbe  same  price  f — A.  The  sandstone  would  be  nnek 
cheaper  than  marble. 

Q.  Without  regard  to  price,  which  would  you  think  sn[>erior  T — A.  Regardless  of 
price,  for  an  upper  structure  I  would  give  that  Siuidstous  the  preference.  By  upp^ 
structure  I  mean  all  above  tbe  plinth. 

Q.  How  far  is  the  superstructure  above  the  surface  of  tbe  ground  ? — A.  Tbat  depe&dft 
entirely  u]»on  tbe  nature  of  tbe  architectural  plan ;  from  five  to  ten  feet,  I  shoald  sty. 

Q.  Then,  for  all  above  that,  you  would  regard  sandstone  as  superior  to  marble  f— A. 
Yes,  sir,  for  all  above  that.  This  marble  is  a  very  nice  stone,  but  I  do  not  think  it  wiU 
keep  its  color. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  effect  of  climate  and  atmosphere  on  either  of 
those  building  materials  f — A.  This  mcirble  would  not  be  penetrated  more  than  s 
quarter  of  an  inch,  I  suppose,  by  any  dampness,  no  matter  how  long  it  rested  upon  it, 
while  the  sandstone  would  be  penetrated  to  a  considerable  distance  according  to  the 
pressure  forced  upon  it,  and  if  tbat  dampness  was  to  sniy  in  tbat  stone  for  any  length 
of  time  it  would  cause  the  stone  to  decay. 

Q.  Then  the  sandstone  would  not  do  very  well  in  a  damp  climate  T — A.  If  tbat  sand- 
stone was  exposed  for  a  long  time  to  great  dampness,  and  tbe  dampness  was  compelled 
to  stay  in  tbat  stone  it  would  cause  the  stone  to  decay.  Tbe  frost  would  get  into  it 
and  cause  it  to  be  split  or  broken. 

Q.  How  about  that  marble  f— -A.  The  dampness  cannot  penetrate  it,  consequently 
that  would  be  out  of  the  question. 

Q.  Then  the  marble  would  not  decay  T — A.  It  would  not  decay. 

Q.  But  still  you  think  the  decaying  material  superior? — A.  In  such  a  climate,  where 
it  was  constantly  damp,  of  course  I  should  give  the  choice  to  a  material  that  would 
not  absorb  water. 

Q.  How  about  tbe  climate  and  atmosphere  of  Washington  f — A.  Here  in  Washing- 
ton I  should  by  all  means  give  the  sandstone  the  preference. 

Q.  This  you  regard  as  a  dry  climate  T— A.  1  should  think  so. 

Q.  And  you  wonhl  give  the  sandstone  the  preference  on  account  of  the  dryness  of 
the  climate  T— A.  For  our  climate  here  1  should  prefer  the  sandstone. 

Q.  Suppose  some  half  dozen  American  architects,  resident  in  Washington,  were  to 
say  that  that  sandstone  was  an  improper  building  material,  what  would  yon  think  of 
their  judgment  on  the  subject  ?— A.  I  should  either  think  there  was  a  combination  for 
some  purpose  or  other,  or  else  that  they  had  not  tested  it  thoroughly. 
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Washingtox,  D.  C,  May  15,  1878. 
M.  A.  McGowAN  appeared  before  the  committee  and  was  examined  as  follows : 
By  Mr.  Young  : 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occupation. — Answer.  My  residence  is  in  George- 
town.   I  am  a  stone-cutter. 

Q.  Are  yon  familiar  with  building  materials,  jj^nite,  marble,  stone,  and  brick  f-^A. 
I  am,  sir.    I  have  had  an  experience  of  about  twenty-two  years  in  the  business. 

Q.  Which  do  you  regard  as  the  best  building  material,  sandstone  or  matrblef — A. 
Marble,  undoubtedly.  A  building  put  up  of  good  marble  will  stand  for  generations, 
while  the  other  material,  even  the  best  of  it,  won't  last  over  ten  years.  The  trouble  with 
sandstone  is  this:  if  you  put  it  in  in  thin  blocks,  five  or  six  inches  thick,  it  will  dry  out 
and  then  it  will  last  a  considerable  length  of  time,  but  when  von  put  it  down  near  the 
ground  where  the  moisture  can  get  into  it,  or  when  you  use  blocks  ten  or  twelve  inches 
thick  it  seems  never  to  get  dry  ;  it  remains  either  half  dry,  or  in  such  a  coudition  that 
when  winter  weather  comes,  the  stone  disintegrates  and  the  outer  surface  of  it  is 
forced  out.  The  working  of  sandstone  creates  a  kind  of  thin  skin  on  the  outside;  the 
moisture  gets  in  between  the  body  of  the  stone  and  that  skin,  and  the  consequence 
is  that  the  frost  operates  upon  the  moisture  and  off  comes  the  front.  That  does  not 
occur  with  either  marble  or  granite,  and  hence  those  material  will  last  for  centuries 

Q.  Would  you  consider  sandstone  a  proper  material  to  be  used  in  a  government 
building  which  was  to  cost  {400,000  f — A.  No,  sir;  I  would  not,  nor  in  any  building, 
public  or  private. 

Q.  Then  as  between  sandstone  and  marble,  would  you  regard  it  as  a  measure  of  econ- 
omy to  construct  a  public  building  of  marble  if  the  cont  did  not  exceed  25  per  cent, 
above  that  of  sandstone  f — A.  Of  course.  Building  of  marble  or  granite,  you  would 
have  a  building  that  would  last  for  ages,  while  the  other  would  not  last  more  than  ten 
years,  or  in  some  cases  not  more  than  live  years,  without  getting  to  look  like  an  old 
building. 

Q.  Please  examine  this  specimen  of  Illinois  sandstone  and  say  what  you  think  of  it 
as  a  building  material?— A.  That  is  a  fair  stone,  working  it  in  the  way  that  I  have 
spoken  of,  cutting  it  up  into  light  blocks  only  six  or  eight  inches  thick ;  but  it  is  subject 
to  the  same  atmospheric  effects  as  all  sandstones  are. 

Q.  Is  it  a  material  to  put  into  public  buildings?— A.  No,  sir;  I  refused  to  bid  on  this 
Memphis  building  if  it  was  to  be  built  of  sandstone. 

Q.  why  do  you  say  you  decUned  to  bid  for  this  stone  f — A.  I  did  not  specify  this 
particular  stone ;  I  said  any  sandstone.  I  declined  because  I  would  have  to  guarantee 
It  in  my  bond  to  the  Government.  If  the  building  was  under  construction  for  twelve 
months,  by  the  time  you  got  to  the  top  of  it,  the  bottom  would  probably  have  com- 
menced to  decay.  That  is  my  experience  with  sandstones,  with  the  exception  of  Con- 
necticut brownstone,  which  lasts  longer  than  any  other  sandstone,  but  if  you  go 
through  the  streets  of  New  York  you  will  see  where  disintegration  has  taken  place 
even  m  that  where  the  buildings  nave  stood  ten  or  fifteen  years. 

Q.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  Tennessee  marble.  Please  examine  it  and  say  what  you 
think  of  it  as  a  building  material. — A.  That  is  one  of  the  finest  building  materials  I 
have  ever  seen  in  this  country.  It  is  just  as  good  as  Italian  marble,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  this  pinkish  tint  which  you  see  here.  There  is  a  building  finished  of  this  ma- 
terial in  Kuoxville,  and  you  can  see  how  the  stone  stands  there.  At  the  time  they 
asked  me  about  bidding  on  this  Memphis  building  I  told  them  it  was  no  use  to  bid  for 
sandstone,  because  I  did  not  think  tLere  was  durability  in  it. 

By  Mr.  Lathrop  ; 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside? — A.  In  Georgetown. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  here? — A.  1  have  been  here  off  and  on  for  the  last 
twenty  years. 

Q.  When  you  are  off  where  are  you  ? — A.  A  portion  of  the  time  I  have  been  in  New 
York  and  part  of  the  time  in  Raleigh,  N.  C.  I  put  up  a  building  there  of  granite  under 
Mr.  Mullett's  administration. 

Q.  What  is  and  has  been  your  business  for  the  past  twenty  years? — A.  Stone-cutter, 
working  in  stone  all  the  time.  I  have  been  out  of  my  apprenticeship  twenty-two 
years. 

Q.  Is  freestone  a  kind  of  sandstone  ? — A.  All  freestones  are  sandstones.    There  are 
some  freestones  that  are  called  limestone.    There  is  a  stone  in  Indiana  that  is  a  free- 
stone but  partially  composed  of  limo,  it  could  be  burned  into  lime,  but  all  freestone 
is  sandstone,  even  the  Connecticut  brownstone,  which  I  th.nk  is  the  best  sandstone* 
we  have  in  this  country. 

Q.-  Do  you  know  of  any  large  or  public  buildings  that  are  built  of  sandstone  ?— A. 
Entirely  out  of  sandstone  ? 

Q.  No.  I  mean  where  the  walls  are  backed  with  brick  ? — A.  There  is  no  building  of  that 
description  here  with  the  exception  of  the  Freedman's  Bank,  which  is  huilt  of  Seneca 
sandstone,  but  that  is  an  oxide  of  iron  which  is  as  hard  at*  marll  j.    There  are  some 
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buildiD^  in  New  York  City,  too,  bnilt  of  it,  but  at  present  you  cannot  tell  what  the  color 
wae,  or  in  what  f»hape  the  lines  are  on  them,  those  stracturea  that  have  been  bailt  ten 
or  twelve  years. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  sandstone  has  been  nsed  as  a  building  material  for  ages  f— A. 
O,  yes,  it  is  true. 

Q.  Is  not  a  good  quality  of  sandstone  a  good  building  material  for  the  superstructure 
of  buildings? — A.  It  will  do  if  you  will  cut  it  down  very  thin  so  that  it  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  drying,  but  when  you  put  it  in  in  the  ordinary  sized  blocks  that  are 
used  in  almost  every  public  building,  it  appears  never  to  dry,  and  the  conse<^iuence  is 
that,  as  I  tried  to  describe  it  in  the  start,  the  frost  makes  the  face  of  the  stone  disin- 
tegrate. 

Q.  Is  not  the  Chicago  custom-house  bnilt  of  sandstone  f  — A.  Tea,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  sandstone  used  to  some  extent  in  the  construction  of  the  TreaJsnry  build- 
ing f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  not  used  to  some  extent  in  the  Capitol  building  here — the  main  partT— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  not  sandstone  vary  greatly  in  quality  T— A.  Of  course.  It  varies  just  the 
same  as  an^  other  material. 

Q.  Why  18  it  that  you  would  not  contract  to  build  a  building  out  of  sandstone  if  the 
person  giving  the  sandstone  wished  it  so  built  f — A.  A  private  building  is  quite  differ- 
ent from  a  government  building.  If  I  make  a  contract  with  you  or  any  other  gentle- 
man privately,  you  know  exactly  the  material  that  goes  into  it,  and  the  consequence 
is  that  I  am  not  responsible  except  to  you.  If  I  were  dealing  with  yon  personally,  I 
would  tell  you  that  I  would  not  prefer  to  use  that  stone,  and  tnen  if  you  said  you  pre- 
ferred that  stone  and  insisted  upon  it,  and  if  anything  happened  in  the  nature  of  dis- 
integration of  the  stone  afterward,  that  would  be  your  fault,  not  mine.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  I  do  the  work  for  the  government  under  the  supervision  of  a  government 
officer,  it  is  quite  possible  that  the  building  would  not  be  under  construction  more  than 
six  months  before  a  new  man  with  new  ideas  would  come  in ;  and,  besides,  I  should 
have  to  guarantee  it. 

Q.  What  do  you  estimate  to  be  the  difference  in  x)ercentage  of  cost  between  the  best 
sandstone  and  the  best  marble  for  the  exterior  of  a  building,  the  material  in  eitho- 
case  being  well  wrought  f — A.  It  ought  not  to  be  more  than  25  or  30  per  cent.,  or  about 
that. 

Q.  What  would  yon  estimate  to  be  the  difference  of  per  cent,  of  cost  in  working  be- 
tween marble  and  sandstone  f — A.  About  the  same  percent.,  or  not  so  much. 

Q.  And  there  would  be  about  the  same  difference  in  the  stone  in  the  rough  ?— A. 
Yes,  sir ;  I  should  suppose  that  that  sandstone  would  cost  from  ninety  cents  to  a  dol- 
lar in  Memphis,  while  this  marble  would  cost  $1.75. 

Q.  Do  you  regard  well-made  and  well-burnt  brick  as  a  proper  material  for  the  super- 
structure of  large  buildings  T — A.  Good  brick  is  very  duraole ;  almost  as  durable  u 
stone. 

Q.  How  would  the  cost  of  well-made  and  well-burnt  brick  compare  with  that  of 
marble  for  the  exterior  of  a  building  f — A.  The  brick  could  be  furnished  for  a  great 
deal  less.  I  have  never  made  a  calculation  on  that,  but  it  could  be  f  nrniabed  for  ien 
than  the  sandstone  would  cost. 

Q.  And  you  would  regard  good  brick  as  a  durable  material  for  the  exterior  T— A 
Certainly,  sir ;  there  is  no  denying  that. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  marble  and  granite  are 
the  only  fit  materials  for  such  buildings  ?— A.  Certainly  not.  I  have  been  speaking  of 
the  qualities  of  these  different  stones.  You  remarked  awhile  ago  that  the  old  portion 
of  this  Capitol  and  a  portion  of  the  Treasury  were  built  of  sandstone.  I  suppose  that 
if  the  cost  of  the  paint  that  has  been  used  on  that  sandstone  were  caJoulated,  it  would 
be  enough  to  have  paid  for  marble  by  this  time. 

By  Mr.  YouNG : 

Q.  Is  the  sandstone  in  this  building  disintegrating  T — A.  It  certainly  would  disinte* 
grate  if  they  did  not  keep  it  painted.  That  stone  was  brought  from  Aquia  Creek,  and 
you  will  find  large  lumps  of  putty  in  it  if  yon  examine  it  closely ;  but  of  course  it  does 
not  appear  through  the  paint. 

By  Mr.  Lathrop  : 

Q.  It  is  not  a  very  good  quality  of  sandstone  f— A.  It  is  not.  but  it  is  jast  as  good  aa 

m  great  deal  thev  are  using  now.    As  to  the  Treasury  building,  they  had  an  idea  of 

taking  out  that  Fifteenth-street  front,  so  the^  have  not  kept  it  as  well  painted  as  the 

central  part  of  the  Capitol,  and  if  you  examme  it  you  will  see  the  spots  where  disin* 

tegration  has  taken  place. 

Adjourned. 
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Washington,  D.  C,  May  16, 1878. 

Jacob  Veihmeyer  appeared  before  the  committee,  and  was  examined  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  Young  : 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occnpation. — Answer.  I  am  a  stone-cutter  and 
stone-dealer,  and  I  reside  in  Washington,  D.  C. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  business? — A.  About  forty  years. 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  building  materials,  such  as  granite,  sandstone,  marble,  and 
brick  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which  do  you  regard  as  the  most  preferable  material  for  the  construction  of  pub- 
lic buildings,  marble  or  sandstone  f — A.  I  should  take  marble  in  all  cases. 

Q.  I  mean  now  in  point  of  stvle,  economy,  and  durability :  which  would  you  regard 
as  preferable  in  those  respects  f— A.  As  for  style,  there  is  no  difference.  As  for  dura- 
bility, marble  is  preferable  to  sandstone  in  all  cases.  As  for  expense,  the  most  econom- 
ical material  to  use  of  the  two  would  be  marble,  because  the  sandstone  will  decay  and 
the  marble  will  not.  There  is  no  sandstone  that  will  stand  the  atmosphere  for  any 
length  of  time ;  its  composition  will  not  allow  it.    There  is  too  much  clay  in  it. 

Q.  Would  you  regard  it  as  a  measure  of  economy  to  construct  a  public  building  out 
of  marble  if  it  did  not  exceed  in  cost  25  per  cent,  above  sandstone  7 — A.  I  think  it 
would  be  the  cheapest,  even  though  it  cost  that  much  more. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  wise  or  proper  to  construct  a  public  building  that  is  to 
cost  |400,000  out  of  sandstone  f — ^A.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  foolish  idea,  bad  judg- 
ment. 

Q.  And  bad  economy,  too  T— A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  so,  and  as  I  have  been  dealing  in 
all  kinds  of  stone,  I  think  I  have  some  judgment  about  it. 

Q.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  Illinois  sandstone ;  examine  that  and  say  what  yon  think  of 
that  particular  stone  as  a  building-material. — A.  It  appears  to  be  very  liKht,  and  there 
is  not  a  great  deal  of  stone  in  it  Srom  the  appearance  of  it.  It  is  more  like  a  composi- 
tion of  sand  and  clay.  There  is  a  great  difference  in  sandstones.  Some  of  them  are 
almost  pure  sand,  without  clay.  I  find  more  sand  in  the  Virf^inia  stone,  that  this  build- 
ing is  partly  built  of,  than  in  this.  Wherever  there  is  clay  m  sandstone  it  is  bound  to 
crumble  away  in  a  short  time. 

Q.  Do  you  regard  this  particular  specimen  as  composed  mainly  of  clay  T — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  more  so  than  any  other  that  I  have  seen.  There  appears  to  be  more  clayey  sub- 
stance in  it  than  in  tne  general  run  of  sandstones. 

Q.  Would  yon  regard  it  as  a  suitable  material  to  construct  a  public  building  of  T — 
A.  I  should  not  think  so,  sir ;  not  in  a  permanent  building  that  was  expected  to  last 
any  time  and  keep  its  shape. 

Q.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  Tennessee  marble ;  examine  that  and  say  what  you  think 
of  it  as  a  building  material. — A.  I  never  saw  this  material  before,  but  this  is  about  the 
kind  of  stone  that  I  first  struck  a  blow  on  in  stone-cutting ;  it  is  very  hard  and  dura- 
ble. That,  I  think,  would  last  as  long  as  granite,  which  is  considered  the  most  durable 
stone  there  is.  Some  marble  is  not  so  lasting.  Some  marble  of  Vermont  is  not  as 
durable  as  granite,  or  even  as  that  Tennessee  stone  or  as  Baltimore  marble. 

Q.  Would  yon  regard  this  Tennessee  marble  as  a  safe  building  material  for  public 
buildings  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  I  would. 

Q.  Would  you  regard  it  as  cheaper  than  sandstone  provided  it  cost  no  more  than 
25  per  cent,  more  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  by  a  large  majority. 

Q.  Would  you  think  it  economy,  then,  to  construct  a  public  building  out  of  that 
rather  than  sandstone  f — A.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that,  because  this  will  last  and 
the  other  will  not.  [Tries  the  sandstone  with  his  knife.]  I  can  cut  this  with  my 
knife  and  it  scarcely  dulls  the  knife.  I  would  say  it  would  be  a  great  mistake  for 
the  government  or  any  one  else  to  erect  a  costly  building  with  a  sandstone  of  any  de- 
scription. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  any  public  building  in  which  sandstone  has  been  used  asabuild- 
ing  material  T — A.  The  sandstone  that  is  used  in  this  building,  Acquia  Creek  sand- 
stone, has  been  abandoned  by  the  government,  by  private. citizens,  and  by  everybody 
for  the  last  thirty  years,  yet  I  should  consider  that  sandstone  superior  to  this. 

Q.  How  has  that  sandstone  served  as  a  material  in  public  buildings  here  f — A.  By 
painting  and  protecting  it  from  the  weather,  it  has  been  preserved.  I  have  kno?ni 
portions  of  this  building  where  the  dampness  was  more  permanent,  in  the  basement,  to 
show  signs  of  decay,  but  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings  had  it  all  dressed  over. 
It  crumbled  off  and  he  was  obliged  to  dress  it  down  again  to  a  considerable  depth  to' 
get  another  surface. 


\ 
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Washington,  D.  C  ,  May  17, 1878. 
Samuel  Emery  sworn  and  examiued. 

By  Mr.  Young  : 

QuestioD.  State  yoar  residence  and  occnpation. — Answer.  I  reside  in  tbe  city  of 
Washington;  I  am  a  stone-cntter ;  I  carry  on  the  stone-catting  bnainess. 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  different  building  materials,  such  aa  granite,  marble, 
atone,  and  brick  ? — A.  I  am.  I  have  been  engaged  with  building  materials  in  granite, 
marble,  stone,  and  brick  for  forty-odd  years. 

Q.  What  would  you  regard  as  the  most  desirable  material  of  those  mentioned  for 
the  construction  of  public  buildings  f^A.  My  first  choice  would  be  granite. 

Q.  As  between  sandstone  and  marble,  which  would  you  prefer  ? — A.  Marble,  dead- 
•edly. 

Q.  Do  yon  regard  sandstone  as  proper  material  to  put  into  a  public  building  that 
was  to  cost  $400,000  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  think  marble  a  suitable  material  for  that  sort  of  building  f — ^A.  Tes,  air; 
gooid  marble. 

Q.  As  between  marble  and  sandstone,  would  you  regard  it  economical  to  take  mar1)Ie 
if  it  would  not  cost  over  25  per  cent,  more  than  sandstone  f — A.  I  should. 

Q.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  Illinois  sandstone  (handing  small  block  to  the  witnesa). 
Examine  it  and  see  what  you  think  of  it.— A.  (After  examining  it.)  It  ia  a  very  good 
sandstone  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Would  yon  regard  it  as  a  suitable  material  to  be  put  in  a  public  building  f— A. 
Not  equal  to  marble,  by  any  means. 

Q.  Do  yon  think  it  ought  to  be  put  in  a  public  building  at  all  f — A.  If  I  had  con^l 
of  the  building,  I  should  prefer  usin^  marble.  I  should  think  marble  decidedly  pref- 
erable. I  Hbould  not  wish  to  take  this  sandstone  if  I  could  get  marble,  even  thongb 
the  marble  nliould  cost  25  per  cent,  extra. 

Q.  Here  is  a  specimen  of  Tennessee  marble  (handing  a  small  block  to  -witness).  Ex- 
amine it. — A.  I  know  what  this  is.  It  is  a  line,  close-grained  stone — good  marble,  and 
very  excellent  stone  for  the  exterior  of  a  public  or  any  other  building.  I  have  speci- 
mens of  it  in  my  yard — the  same  kind  of  stone. 

Q.  At  a  cost  of  25  per  cent,  over  sandstone,  would  you  regard  this  marble  as  the 
cheaper  material  f — A.  I  should  regard  it  as  the  move  economical  material  for  the 
government  to  use. 

By  Mr.  Lathrop  : 

Q.  Is  not  good  sandstone  a  good  building  material?— A.  Yes.  This  specimen  is  a 
very  good,  stnid,  fine-grained  sandstone. 

Q.  If  a  building  of  such  stone  were  offered  at  $44,000,  would  you  be  willing  to  pay 
^15,000,  or  in  that  proportion,  for  the  marble  in  preference  to  the  saudstone f  — A 
That  difference  in  the  cost  would  be  entirely  too  great. 

Q.  What  would  you  think  a  fair  difference  or  percentage  of  differenee  between  these 
two  specimens  of  stone  ? — A.  Anywhere  from  &  to  50  per  cent.  I  would  prefer  the 
marble  at  that  excess  of  cost  over  the  sandstone. 

Q.  You  would  prefer  granite  to  marble  f — A.  I  would. 

Q.  Even  at  the  same  costf — A.  At  the  same  cost  I  would  prefer  granite  to  marble. 

Q.  If  a  g(Nid  quality  of  granite  could  be  bought  at  less  cost  than  marble,  yon  wooM 
use  the  granite  in  preference  T — A.  Granite  of  good  quality  I  consider  to  be  the  best 
building  material  for  public  buildings  that  there  is  used.  I  would  prefer  it  at  the 
same  cost  to  marble. 

Q.  And  if  marble  were  to  cost  more,  of  course  you  would  ^ive  the  entire  preference 
to  granite? — A.  A  marble  building  is  the  finent-looking  building,  but  granite  is  the 
most  durable  and  stands  the  best,  and  on  that  account  I  would  give  the  preference  to 
granite  for  a  public  building. 

Q.  Goo<l  brick  is  a  good,  durable  material,  is  it  not  7 — A.  It  is. 

Q*  Is  it  nut  a  fact  that  either  marble  or  granite  for  the  exterior  of  a  building  adds 
very  largely  to  the  cost  of  the  building  as  compared  with  good  brick  f — A.  It  is  a  fact 
that  casing  a  building  with  marble  or  even  stone  adds  to  the  cost. 

Q.  And  you  would  expect  that  the  difference  between  casing  a  building  with  such 
marble  as  the  specimen  before  you,  or  with  such  sandstone  as  the  specimen  oefore  yoa, 
would  be  from  20  to  25  per  cent,  more  for  the  marble  than  for  the  sandatonef — ^A.  I 
ahould  think  there  won  Id  be  very  nearly  50  per  cent,  difference. 

Q.  You  think  that  marble  would  cost  very  nearly  50  per  cent,  more  than  sandstone  f— 
A.  I  should  think  so. 

Wasiiixgton,  D.  C,  May  17,  1878. 

William  J.  Acker  examined. 

By  Mr.  Youxo: 

Qaestion.  State  your  residence  and  occupation. — Answer.  VXi  E  street  northwest, 
Washington  City.    I  am  in  the  marble,  granite,  and  browustone  business. 
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Q.  Are  yoa  a  jndge  of  building  materials,  sacli  as  granite,  marble,  sandstone,  and 
T)rick  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which  of  those  materials  do  yon  regard  as  the  most  desirable  to  be  nsed  in  pab 
lie  baildings  f —A.  We  prefer  the  granite  to  all  others,  granite  and  marble. 

Q.  Do  yoa  regard  sandstone  as  a  suitable  material  to  be  used  in  a  public  building  to 
cost  1400,000 f — ^A.  No,  sir;  not  on  a  public  building.  I  do  not  regard  sandstone  as  a 
fit  stone  for  a  public  building  at  all. 

Q.  I  present  to  ^our  notice  a  specimen  of  Illinois  sandstone.  Please  examine  it  and 
state  what  you  think  of  it  as  a  building  stone.— A.  We  have  used  stone  very  similar 
to  the  specimen  here  shown  me.    It  is  a  pretty  fair  sandstone  of  its  kind. 

Q.  I  call  your  attention  to  a  specimen  of  Tennessee  marble,  which  I  now  exhibit  to 
you.  State  what  you  think  of  that  as  a  building  material. — ^A.  I  i^ard  this  [indi- 
cating specimen!  as  of  a  very  fine  quality  of  marble,  very  durable  ana  compact. 

Q.  Assuming  the  cost  of  that  marble  to  be  not  more  than  25  per  cent,  in  excess  of 
that  of  sandstone,  would  you  regard  it  as  being  as  cheap  a  building  material  as  sand- 
stone f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  think  it  would  be  economy  to  build  out  of  that  material  f— A.  Decidedly. 

D.  McMbnamin  examined. 

By  Mr.  Young  : 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occupation. — Answer.  Comer  of  First  street  and 
Pennsylvania  ayenue  east,  Washington  Citjjr.   I  am  a  stone-cutter  by  trade. 

Q.  What  do  you  regard  as  the  most  desirable  material  with  which  to  construct  a 
public  building  that  is  to  cost  $400,000  f — ^A.  The  only  choice  I  should  have  would  lie 
between  sranite  and  marble.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  difference  between  the  qual- 
ities of  either.  I  would  make  no  comparison  between  either  marble  or  granite  and 
freestone.  Either  granite  or  marble  would  be  my  preference.  I  do  not  myself  think 
that  freestone  is  fit  for  a  public  building  at  any  pnce. 

Q.  By  **  freestone  *'  do  you  mean  what  is  ordinarily  known  as  sandstone  f — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  regard  sandstone  as  a  proper  material  for  a  public  building  f~A.  No,  sir  : 
I  do  not. 

Q.  I  present  to  your  notice  a  specimen  of  Illinois  sandstone.  Examine  it  and  state 
what  yon  think  of  that  particular  stone. — ^A.  I  have  looked  at  the  specimen,  sir,  and 
I  think  it  is  a  very  good  stone  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  would  suit ;  but  I  should 
not  use  it  under  any  circumstance  for  public  buildings  if  I  could  avoid  it.  If  there 
could  be  anything  else  found  for  the  money  I  should  not  use  it.  This  is  about  as  good 
as  any  of  that  kmd  of  stone  that  you  could  get,  and  is  probably  better  than  a  good 
deal  of  it. 

Q.  I  now  hand  you  a  specimen  of  Tennessee  marble.  Examine  it  and  state  what  you 
think  of  it. — A.  That  is  a  ffood  stone. 

Q.  Assuming  the  cost  oi  that  marble  to  be  not  more  than  25  per  cent,  in  excess  of 
sandstone,  would  you  regard  it  as  being  as  cheap  a  building  material  as  sandstone  f — 
A.  I  would  not  regard  the  cost  of  it  at  all  in  such  a  case.    If  I  thought  the  marble  was 

food  I  should  have  it  without  re^rd  to  cost,  whether  I  was  buildmg  either  a  public 
uilding  or  a  private  one.  That  is  my  opinion.  This  marble  appears  to  be  £[ooa,  and 
to  be  a  good  solid  stone.  It  would  be  haoxl  to  work,  and  would  oe  an  expensive  stone 
to  work. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  make  a  handsome,  durable  building  f — A.  I  do.  I  think  it 
would  make  a  very  fine  building  indeed. 


Architect's  Office,  United  States  Capitol, 

Washin^ftonf  D,  C,  May  9, 1878. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  yours,  requesting  my  opinion  as  to  the  comparative  value  of  marble> 
sandstone,  and  brick,  as  materials  to  be  used  in  the  construction  of  public  buildings, 
such  as  custom-houses,  post-offices,  &c.,  I  beg  leave  to  state  the  following : 

That  of  the  three  materials  named  marble  is  far  preferable  on  account  of  its  com- 
pactness, strength,  and  durability,  to  say  nothing  of  the  dignified  appearance  it  pre- 
sents compared  with  structures  erected  of  the  other  materials  named.  1  consider,  there- 
fore, that  where  the  cost  of  marble  is  not  greater  than  25  per  centum  beyond  that  of 
sandstoDe  or  bricks,  it  would  in  the  end  be  economy  to  use  marble  in  preference  to 
these  other  materials  in  such  buildings. 

As  a  general,  thoush  not  invariable,  rule,  marble,  granite,  or  other  stone  is  lees  liable 
to  imurv  and  decay  from  atmospheric  or  climatic  iimaenoes  when  used  in  the  locality 
in  which  they  are  quarried. 

As  relates  to  sandstones,  it  may  be  observed  that  they  are  all  more  or  less  porous, 

H.  Eep.  816 2 
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And  in  oonaeqaenoe  liable  to  disintej^tion,  cauBed  by  the  absorption  of  water  and 
alternate  freezing  and  thawing. 
All  other  things  bein^  equal,  the  leas  poroos  the  material  the  more  durable  it  is. 
Of  all  the  comnaratively  porous  materials  used  for  building  porpo^tes,  I  consider 
good  hard'bumed  bricks  the  most  durable. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

EDWARD  CLABK, 

Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
Hon.  Casey  Young, 

House  of  JiepreBentatives. 


613  FlFTEKNTH  STREET,  WASHINGTON,  May  10,  1878. 

Dear  Sir  :  Your  oommnnication  requesting  my  views  of  the  comparative  value  of 
Tennessee  marble,  sandstone,  and  brick,  as  building  materials  for  ase  in  constmc^g 
government  buildings,  has  been  received,  and  in  reply  I  would  respectfully  say  that  the 
stone,  mottled  chocolate  and  white  in  color,  known  as  Tennessee  marble,  ia  an  unexcep- 
tionable building  material. 

There  are  several  other  quarries  in  Tennessee  which  contain  marble  of  sufficient 
solidity  to  resist  any  pressure  which  would  be  given  by  the  construction  of  five  or  nx 
stories  of  materials. 

Among  the  three  kinds  mentioned  in  your  letter  I  should  say  that,  in  x^int  of  dan- 
bilitv^  well-burnt  brick  was  next  to  marble.  Sandstone  I  have  never  considered  a  good 
building  material  although  I  have  recently  used  a  brown  sandstone  from  a  qnany 
near  Marquette,  Mich.,  which  I  think  is  the  best  of  its  kind  I  have  found. 

It  is  known  to  those  of  the  profession  who  have  observed  the  quarries  in  different  parti 
of  the  United  States  that  in  Vermont  and  other  States  north  of  the  Alleghany  Range 
a  large  amount  of  what  is  called  "cap-rock ''  is  found  which  is  cracked  and  partly  decom- 
posed bv  frost  and  climatic  action,  which  requires  removing  by  blasting  or  otherwise 
before  the  really  sound  stone  can  be  obtained.  Quarries  in  the  Cumberland  Range  bate 
been  found  to  contain  but  a  small  per  cent,  of  the  **  cap-rock,''  and  I  take  this  to  be  proof 
that  marble  obtained  from  quarries  in  Tennessee  and  used  in  the  construction  of  build- 
ings in  the  same  latitude  would  be  less  liable  to  disintegrate  than  if  brought  from 
other  locations.  My  observations  in  India  confirm  me  in  this  opinion.  I  found  the 
bushing  work  on  the  marble  used  in  the  construction  of  the  celebrated  palace  of  Eajah 
Bulman  Singh,  of  Bhurtpore,  about  as  well  defined  as  when  first  bnilt  a  century  ago. 

This  is  a  palace  bnilt  in  the  latitude  of  the  quarry,  and  the  same  will  be  the  effect 
in  this  country. 

I  should  have  no  hesitation  in.  recommending  to  mv  client  the  use  by  combinatioQ 
of  the  several  different  marbles  found  in  the  State  of  Tennessee  in  one  atmcture  if  » 
substantial  and  durable  exterior  was  desired.  Their  combination  would  prt>duee  » 
monument  if  used  in  the  building  at  Memphis  as  durable  as  any  other  material,  and 
need  not  necessarily  cost  above  15  i>er  cent,  more  for  cutting  than  the  beet  aandi^ooe. 
Very  respectfully,  du;., 

8.  R.  SEIBERT, 

JrdUf«t 

Hon.  Casey  Young. 


45th  Congbbss,  (    HOUSE  OF  BpP^BSENTATIVES.     i  Eepoet 
2d  Sesiion.       ]  )  No.  817. 


PAYBBACON  IN  CHINCOTEAGUE  BAY,  VJBjaiNIA. 


May  22,  187B.-- Riflprr^d  to  tbe  Committee  on  AppropriationB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Eenna,  from  the  Committee  onXlommerce,  sabmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  4962.] 

The  Committee  on  Commerce,  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial  of 
citizens  of  Chincoteague  Island,  Yirt^nia,  asking  for  the  erection  of  a 
light  on  Killick  shoals,  in  Ohincoteagae  Bay,  respectfully  report  that,  in 
their  opinion,  it  is  inexpedient  to  erect  a  light  of  the  character  asked 
for  at  said  point. 

The  committee  recommend,  however,  the  erection  of  a  day- beacon  at 
said  point.  The  letters  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  of  Peter 
C.  Hains,  esq.,  engineer  secretary,  are  attached  hereto  and  made  part 
of  this  report. 

The  accompanying  bill  is  respectfally  rei^orted,  and  its  passage  recom- 
mended. 


Treasury  DsPARTMEin', 

April  23, 1878. 

Sir  :  I  bave  tbe  bonor  to  acknowledge  tbe  receipt  of  yonr  letter,  dat-ed  tbe  8tb  oltimo^ 
incloeing  for  tbe  views  of  tbis  department  a  petition  afgned  by  citizens  of  Virginia  in- 
terested in  tbe  navigation  of  Cbincoteagne  Bay,  asking  for  tbe  establishment  of  a  ligbt 
on  the  Killick  sboals,  at  tbe  entrance  of  tbat  bav. 

In  reply,  I  bave  respectfully  to  transmit  berewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  tbe  20tb  instant 
from  M%J.  P.  C.  Hains,  U.  8.  A.,  engineer  secretary  of  tne  Ligbt- House  Board,  stating 
tbat  it  is  inexpedient,  in  the  opinion  of  tbe  bourd,  to  establish  a  light  on  Killick  shoais, 
in  view  of  tbe  small  anantitv  of  commerce  it  wonld  benefit,  the  uurge  cost  of  its  con- 
struction, and  especially  of  the  annual  expense  of  its  maintenance. 

Bii^or  Hains  states  that  it  is  believed  a  day-beacon  in  tbe  locality  named,  the  estab- 
lishment of  which  would  cost  not  more  than  $1,000,  would  be  sufficient  for  all  the 
requirements  of  navigation. 
The  petition  transmitted  by  you  is  berewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  SHERMAN, 

SeonUxrff* 
Hon.  John  E.  Kknna, 

Ckairman  SuhcammHiee  Ccmimitiee  on  Ccmmeroe,  Houie  of  Bepretentatives, 


TRSA8T7RT  DkPARTMBNT, 

Office  of  the  Light-House  Board, 

WoihingUmf  April  20, 1878. 

Sir  :  I  have  tbe  bonor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  March  11, 1878, 
(E.  W.  C),  transmitting  for  tbe  views  of  the  Light-House  Board  a  petition  signed  by 
citizens  or  Virginia  interested  in  tbe  navigation  of  Cbincoteagne  Bay,  asking  for  the 
establishment  of  a  light  on  tbe  Killick  Shoals  at  the  entrance  of  that  bay,  wmch  peti- 
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tion  was  referred  to  the  department  for  saggestion  by  the  Committee  on  Commeroe  of 
the  Hoose  of  Bepreeentatiyes. 

In  reply.  I  beg  leare  to  My  that  the  Light-Honse  Board  is  of  opinion  that  it  it  in- 
expedient to  eetablish  a  light  on  Killiok  sImIi,  in  yiew  of  the  small  qnantity  of  eom- 
meroe  i^  would  benefit,  the  large  oost  of  its  oonstmction,  and  especially  of  the  aoniul 
expense  of  its  maintenance. 

It  is  believed  that  a  day-beacon  at  this  locality,  to  establish  which  would  cost  nol 
>more  than  $1,000,  woold  be  snflScient  for  all  the  reqairements  of  navigation. 
The  petition  referred  to  this  office  is  herewith  respectfully  retnme£^ 
Very  respectfully, 

PETER  C.  HAIN8, 

Engineer  SeartUrji, 
The  honorable  the  Skcretary  of  the  Trxasurt. 


46th  Oonoebss,  >    HOUSE  OF  BEPEESENTATIVES.    /  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  818. 


IMPEACHMENT  OF  OLIVER  B.  BRADFORD,  LATE  VICE  CON- 

SUL  GENERAL  AT  SHANGHAI,  CHINA. 


Mat  22, 1878. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Spbingeb,  from  the  Committee  on  Expenditnres  in  the  State  De- 
partment, made  the  ibllowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  State  Department  would  re- 
spectfully report  that,  on  the  26th  day  of  February,  1878,  they  com- 
menced the  investigation  of  the  matters  referred  to  in  the  memorial  of 
John  C.  Myers,  consul-general  at  Shanghai,  China,  relating  to  the  afifairs 
of  the  consulate-general  at  Shanghai,  China. 

Your  committee  have  not  completed  the  investigation  in  regard  to 
the  charges  preferred  against  the  Hon.  George  F.  Seward,  late  consul- 
general  at  Shanghai,  now  minister  of  the  United  States  at  Peking,  China. 
But  your  committee  having  completed  the  investigation  of  the  charges 
against  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  late  vice-consul-general  at  Shanghai,  China; 
late  deputy  consul-general  at  Shanghai,  China;  late  consular  clerk  of 
the  consular  court  at  Shanghai,  China,  and  now  holding  the  office  of 
postal  agent  of  the  United  States,  at  Shanghai,  China,  and  also  the  office 
of  consular  clerk  of  the  United  States,  assigned  at  Shanghai,  China ; 
return  to  the  House  of  Representatives  the  testimony  which  they  have 
taken  in  regard  thereto,  and  recommend  that  the  said  Oliver  B.  Brad- 
ford be,  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  impeached  at  the  bar  of  the 
Senate,  of  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors  while  in  office,  upon  the  fol- 
lowing articles,  namely: 

Article  I. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  between  the  first  day  of  January, 
A.  D.  1872,  and  the  first  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1874,  then  being  vice- 
consdl-general  of  the  United  States  at  Shanghai,  China,  deputy  consul- 
general  of  the  United  States  at  Shanghai,  China,  clerk  of  the  consular 
court  of  the  United  States  at  Shanghai,  China,  postal  agent  of  the 
United  States  at  Shanghai^  China,  and  consular  clerk  of  the  United 
States,  assigned  to  Shanghai,  China,  became  interested  in  the  construc- 
tion of  a  certain  railroad  from  Woosung  to  Shanghai,  within  the  Empire 
of  China,  and  used  his  official  influence  to  promote  the  construction 
thereof,  in  violation  of  the  treaties  then  and  now  existing  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Empire  of  China,  and  in  violation  of  the  acts  of 
Congress  in  that  behalf,  and  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  people  of 
China,  and  regardless  of  the  protest  of  the  authorities  of  the  Empire  of 
China  within  the  district  where  the  said  railroad  was  located. 

Article  II. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  between  the  first  day  of  January, 
A.  D.  1872,  and  the  first  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1874,  then  holding  the 
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several  offices  meDtioned  in  Article  I,  did,  at  Sbanghaly  Chisa,  form  a 
scheme  for  the  construction  of  a  railroad  from  Woosang  to  Shanghai, 
in  the  Empire  of  China,  for  the  sake  of  pecnuiary  profit,  and  then  and 
there  well  knowing  that  the  authorities  of  the  Empire  of  China,  in  the 
district  where  the  said  contemplated  railroad  was  to  be  located,  were 
opposed  to  the  conatniction  of  the  said  road,  then  and  there  conspired  with 
E.  I verson,  J.  J.  Miller,  A.  A.  Hayes,  and  C.  P.  Blethen  to  deceive  the  said 
authorities  of  the  Empire  of  China,  and  fraudulently  pretend  to  obtain 
license  from  said  authorities  to  build  said  railroad,  and  in  pursuance  of 
said  conspiracy  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  and  the  said  £.  IvenK>D, 
J.  J.  Miller,  A.  A.  Hayes,  and  C.  P.  Blethen,  formed  a  copartnership 
nuder  the  name  and  style  of  the  ^'  Woosung  and  Shanghai  Road 
Company,^  and  under  said  name  and  style,  then  and  there,  obtained 
permission  from  the  said  authorities  of  the  Empire  of  China  to  purchaae 
land  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a  common  road  between  said  Woo- 
sung and  said  Shanghai :  and  that  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  and  the 
said  E.  I  verson,  J.  J.  Miller,  A.  A.  Hayes,  and  G.  P.  Blethen,  having 
obtained  such  permission  from  said  authorities  of  the  Empire  of  China, 
did,  then  and  there,  purchaae  land  for  a  pretended  common  roadway  be^ 
tween  said  Woosung  and  said  Shanghai ;  and  after  purchasing  said 
land  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  with  the  said  E.  Iverson,  J.  J.  Miller, 
A.  A.  Hayes,  and  0.  P.  Blethen,  then  and  there,  in  fraud  of  the  rights 
of  the  Empire  of  China,  and  against  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  China, 
and  against  the  protest  of  said  authorities  of  the  Empire  of  China,  did, 
then  and  there,  commence  the  construction  and  building  of  a  railroad 
on  the  laud  so  fraudulently  obtained,  against  the  wishes  or  the  people  of 
China,  as  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  then  and  there  well  knew,  and 
against  the  protest  of  the  authorities  of  the  Empire  of  China  in  the 
district  where  the  said  road  was  located,  as  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford 
then  and  there  well  knew,  in  violation  of  the  treaties  then  existiug  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  Empire  of  China,  i^nd  ag^inat  the  acts 
of  Congress  in  that  behalf;  and  that  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  did, 
then  and  there,  use  the  influence  of  his  said  official  position  to  accom- 
plish said  fraudulent  scheme  by  imposition  as  aforesaid  upon  the  said 
authorities  of  the  Empire  of  China. 

Abtiglb  III. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  between  the  first  day  of  January, 
A.  D.  1872,  and  the  flrnt  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1877,  holding  all  the 
several  offices  mentioned  in  Article  I,  at  Shanghai,  in  the  Empire  of 
China,  was  guilty  of  injustice,  tyranny,  and  extortion  to  his  official 
capacity,  upon  citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  this,  to  wit : 

FirMt  specification :  That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  in  the  month  of 
January,  A.  D.  1873,  holding  the  several  offices  at  Shanghai,  China,  as 
stated  in  Article  1,  but  not  exercising  any  judicial  function,  nor  acting 
judicially,  the  Hon.  George  F.  Seward,  who  then  and  there  wasconsal- 
general  of  the  United  States  at  Shanghai,  China,  being  then  and  there 
at  his  post  and  on  duty,  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  was  applied  to  by 
one  G.  W.  Cantrell,  in  regard  to  a  matter  of  business  at  the  consolate 
of  the  United  States  at  the  said  Shanghai,  and  that  the  said  Oliver  B. 
Bradford,  then  and  there  taking  offense  at  something  said  by  the  said 
G.  W.  Cantrell  to  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  did  pretend  to  punish  said 
G.  W.  Cantrell  as  for  contempt  of  his,  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford's,  offi- 
cial dignity,  and  did  cause  the  said  Cantrell  to  be  imprisoned  therefor 
in  the  United  States  jail  at  Shanghai  for  the  period  of  twenty-foar 
hours;  and  at  the  end  of  said  imprisonment  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford 
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ordered  the  said  Gantrell  to  be  brought  before  him,  the  said  Oliver  B. 
Bradford,  at  the  consulate  of  the  United  States  at  the  said  Shanghai, 
and  the  said  Cautrell  being  then  and  there  brought  into  the  presence 
of  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  then  and 
there  demanded  of  said  Gantrell  to  know  whether  he,  the  said  Gantrell, 
would  apologize  for  what  had  taken  place  the  day  before ;  and  on  his 
refusal  so  to  do,  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  ordered  the  said  Gantrell 
to  be  again  imprisoned,  for  the  period  of  twenty-four  hours,  in  the 
United  States  jail  at  Shanghai,  and  he  was  so  imprisoned ;  which  said 
imprisonment  was  without  authority  of  law. 

Second  specification :  That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  while  holding 
the  several  oflices  mentioned  in  Article  I,  at  Shanghai,  Ghina,  while 
driving  in  a  carriage,  in  the  city  of  Shanghai,  in  Ghina,  his  carriage 
came  in  collision  with  a  carriage  driven  by  one  Passmore,  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States,  by  which  collision  the  carriage  of  the  said  Oliver  B. 
Bradford  was  injured ;  and  thereupon  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  then 
and  there  caused  the  said  Passmoi^e  to  be  arrested  and  brought  before 
him,  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  without  anthority  of  law ;  and  the  said 
Oliver  B.  Bradford  did  then  and  there,  without  trial,  order  the  said 
Passmore  to  be  imprisoned  until  he  should  pay  the  amount  of  damages 
named  by  the  said  Bradford ;  and  the  said  Passmore  was  thereupon 
imprisoned  in  jail  for  many  days,  until  a  friend  of  the  said  Passmore 
paid  to  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  the  sum  demanded  by  him,  the  said 
Bradford,  for  the  alleged  injury  to  his  carriage;  which  imprisonment 
was  without  any  authority  of  law. 

Third  specification  :  That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  while  holding 
the  said  offices  mentioned  in  Article  I,  at  Shanghai,  Ghina,  did  then  and 
there,  without  legal  process  or  lawftil  authority,  cause  one  Anderson,  an 
American  citizen,  to  be  arrested  upon  complaint  verbally  made  that  he 
owed  certain  sums  of  money,  and  caused  him  to  be  imprisoned  in  jail 
for  many  days,  to  compel  him  to  pay  the  same,  but  the  said  Anderson, 
being  unable  to  make  payment,  was  finally  liberated  by  order  of  the  said 
Oliver  B.  Bradford,  and  by  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  then  and  there 
banished  from  Ghina. 

Fourth  specifi^cation :  That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  while  holding 
the  several  of&ces  mentioned  in  Article  I,  at  said  Shanghai,  Ghina,  and 
while  exercising  the  functions  of  his  office  of  clerk  of  the  consular  court 
of  the  United  States  at  Shanghai,  Ghina,  did,  under  color  of  his  office, 
then  and  there  extort  from  divers  persons,  residents  of  Shanghai,  large 
eums  of  money,  to  wit :  One  thousand  dollars,  under  pretense  of  legal 
fees,  but  in  excess  of  fees  allowed  by  law,  and  in  violation  of  the  laws  of 
the  United  States. 

Fifth  spedfi^cation :  That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  while  holding 
the  several  offices  mentioned  in  Article  I,  at  Shanghai,  Ghina,  and  exer- 
oising  the  functions  of  consul-general  at  Shanghai,  Ghina,  entertaining 
ill-will  toward  one  Theodore  W.  Eckfeldt,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
and  hearing  a  report  that  the  said  Eckfeldt  had  been  guilty  of  embez- 
zlement from  a  firm  of  merchants  in  whose  employ  he,  the  said  Eckfeldt, 
had  been,  at  Shanghai  aforesaid,  solicited  said  firm  to  commence  crim- 
inal proceedings  against  said  Eckfeldt,  by  writing  said  firm  a  letter, 

substantially  as  follows: 

UiOTED  States  Consulate-General, 

Skanghai,  March  11,  1876. 
Messrs.  Russell  &,  Co.,  Shanghai^  China : 

Sirs  :  It  is  a  matter  of  current  report  that  Theodore  W.  Eckfeldt,  an  American  citi- 
zen, late  in  your  employ,  has  so  condacted  himself  while  in  your  service  in  respect  of 
moneys  intrusted  to  nim  by  you  as  agents  or  otherwise,  as  to  render  him  criminally 
liable. 
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It  U  my  daty  to,  And  I  do  hereby,  point  ont  to  von  that  if,  npon  examiDatioo,  yon  hAn 
found  that  he  has  done  wrong,  a  prosecntion  shoold  be  promptly  entered  agaioBt  him. 
In  the  event  of  yonr  not  making  such  proeecntion,  or  giying  to  me  information  apon 
which  snch  may  be  made,  yoa  are  aasaming  a  grave  responBiDility. 
Asking  your  eeriouB  attention  to  this  matter,  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  gentlemen. 
Your  obedient  servant, 

O.  B.  BRADFORD, 

Vioe-  ConauUGenertU, 

Ad(1  thereupon  tbe  said  firm,  solicited  as  aforesaid,  made  complaint  to 
said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  acting  as  consul-general  of  the  United  States 
as  aforesaid,  and  acting  judicially ;  and  thereupon  the  said  Oliver  B. 
Bradford,  acting  as  consul-general,  and  acting  judicially,  ordered  a  war- 
rant to  be  issued  for  the  arrest  of  the  said  Eckfeldt,  to  be  brought  be- 
fore the  consular  court  of  the  United  States  at  Shanghai,  over  which 
the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  was  then  presiding  as  judge ;  and  thereupon 
the  said  Eckfeldt  was  arrested  and  brought  before  said  court;  and  there- 
upon the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  while  acting  judicially  as  aforesaid, 
then  and  there  employed  an  attorney  to  prosecute  the  said  Bckfeldt  in 
said  court,  agreeing  to  pay  the  said  attorney  $850  for  his  services  in 
that  behalf;  that  afterward,  and  during  the  time  aforesaid,  the  said 
Eckfeldt  was  brought  to  trial  in  the  said  court  presided  over  by  the  said 
Oliver  B.  Bradford,  was  found  guilty,  and  was  sentenced  by  the  said 
Oliver  B.  Bradford  to  be  imprisoned  for  the  term  of  three  years,  no  fine 
or  costs  being  imposed ;  and  the  said  Eckfeldt  was  thereapon  iai prisoned 
in  the  jail  of  tbe  United  States  at  the  said  Shanghai  under  said  sen- 
tence. That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  was  then  and  there  also  deputy 
postal  agent  of  the  United  States  at  said  Shanghai,  and  as  such  had 
exclusive  charge  of  the  United  States  mails,  conveying  letters  to  and 
from  residents  of  Shanghai,  and  that  while  be,  the  said  Oliver  B.  Brad- 
ford, was  in  such  control  of  said  mails,  a  letter  was  received  at  the 
United  States  post-office  at  said  Shanghai,  addressed  to  said  Eckfeldt, 
and  containing  a  draft  for  the  payment  of  several  thousand  dollars, 
while  the  said  Eckfeldt  was  in  jail  under  said  sentence,  and  there- 
upon the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  being  postal  agent  as  aforesaid, 
then  and  there  seized  the  said  letter  and  refused  to  deliver  it  to  said 
Eckfeldt,  except  for  the  purpose  of  permitting  said  Eckfeldt  to  open 
said  letter  and  indorse  said  draft,  which  tbe  said  Eckfeldt  then  and 
there  did  in  tbe  presence  of  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  and  then  and 
there  the  said  Eckfeldt,  by  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford's  order,  redelivered 
said  letter  and  said  draft  to  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  and  thereupon  the 
said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  then  and  there  collected  the  amount  of  mooej 
for  which  said  draft  was  drawn,  and  from  said  moneys  paid  to  the  said 
attorney,  retained  by  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  to  prosecute  said  Eckfeldt, 
about  eight  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  and  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford 
then  and  there  retained  from  said  money  one  hundred  dollars  for  his 
own  pretended  fees  as  clerk  of  said  court,  and  one  hundred  dollars  for 
pretended  fees  of  the  marshal  of  tbe  United  States  at  said  Shanghai, 
and  thereupon  then  and  there  delivered  the  balance  of  said  money  to 
the  said  mercantile  firm  ;  that  the  sum  of  money  which  the  said  Eck- 
feldt was  convicted  of  embezzling  was  about  the  sum  of  oue  hundred 
dollars,  and  that  the  balance  of  money  which  the  said  Oliver  B.  Brad- 
ford delivered  to  said  firm  amounted  to  several  thousand  dollars;  leav- 
ing the  said  Eckfeldt  in  prison  and  destitute,  all  of  which  proceedings 
in  regard  to  said  draft  and  tbe  disposition  of  the  moneys  collected  by 
tbe  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  thereon  were  without  authority  of  law  or 
pretense  of  judicial  order,  and  were  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
States. 
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Article  IV. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  in  the  year  A.  D.  1876,  while  hold- 
ing the  several  offices  named  in  Article  I,  at  Shanghai,  Ohina,  and  exer- 
cising the  functions  of  deputy  postal  agent  of  the  United  States  at  said 
Shanghai,  nnlawfully  took  from  the  post-office  of  the  United  States  at 
said  Shanghai  and  opened  and  secreted  and  embezzled  a  letter  which 
had  been  received  at  the  said  post-office  at  Shanghai,  postage  prepaid, 
from  one  William  Myers,  written  and  mailed  at  San  Francisco  in  the 
State  of  California,  and  addressed  to  John  O.  Myers,  Shanghai,  China, 
with  the  design  thereby  to  obstract  the  correspondence  and  pry  into  the 
business  and  secrets  of  the  said  William  Myers  and  the  said  John  C. 
Myers. 

Article  V. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  in  the  year  A.  D.  1877,  and  while 
holding  the  several  offices  named  in  Article  I,  at  Shanghai,  China,  and  ex- 
ercising the  functions  of  deputy  postal  agent  of  the  United  States  at  said 
Shanghai,  did  then  and  there  unlawfully  take  from  and  out  of  the  afore- 
said United  States  post-office  at  said  Shanghai  a  letter  which  had  been 
deposited  in  the  said  post-office,  postage  prepaid,  by  one  D.  J.  McOowau,. 
addressed  to  (General  William  Myers,  San  Francisco,  California,  Uuited 
States  of  America,  and  deposited  in  said  post-office  for  the  purpose  of 
being  conveyed  by  the  United  States  mail  from  said  Shanghai  to  San 
Francisco,  California;  and  did  then  and  there  unlawfully  open  said  letter 
with  intent  and  design  then  and  there  to  obstruct  the  correspondence 
of  the  aforesaid  D.  J.  McGowan  and  General  William  Myers ;  and  with 
design  to  pry  into  the  business  and  secrets  of  the  aforesaid  McGowan 
and  Myers. 

Article  VI. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  in  the  year  A.  D.  1876,  while  acting 
a«  consul-general  of  the  Uuited  States  at  Shanghai,  China,  aTid  while 
holding  all  the  offices  mentioned  in  Article  I,  at  Shanghai,  Chiua,  and 
while  one  Phoenix  was  jailer  of  the  United  States  at  said  Shanghai,  and 
in  charge  of  the  United  States  jail  at  said  Shanghai,  and  at  a  compen- 
sation agreed  upon  at  eighty  dollars  a  month,  the  said  Oliver  B.  Brad- 
ford, acting  as  consul-general  as  aforesaid,  paid  to  the  said  Phoenix  the 
sum  of  sixty  dollars  for  one  month's  salary  of  the  said  Phceuix  as  jailer 
aforesaid,  and  refused  to  pay  him  the  said  eighty  dollars  agreed  com- 
pensation, but  did  then  and  there  require  the  said  Phoenix  to  execute 
and  deliver  to  him,  and  the  said  Phoenix  did  then  and  there  execute  and 
deliver  to  him,  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  a  false  receipt  and  voucher 
for  the  sum  of  eighty  dollars  for  said  month's  compensation,  and  that 
the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  then  and  there  transmitted  said  false 
voucher  to  the  Treasury  Department  of  the  United  States  for  allowance 
and  payment,  and  the  same  was  thereafter  in  the  said  Treasury  Depart- 
ment allowed  and  paid  at  the  false  sum  of  eighty  dollars. 

Article  VII. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  from  January  the  1st,  A.  D.  1876^ 
to  and  including  the  30th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1876,  holding  all  the  offi- 
ces mentioned  in  Article  I,  and  acting  as  consul-general  of  the  Uuited 
States  at  Shanghai,  China,  and  as  such  being  a  disbursing  officer  of  the 
United  States,  charged  with  the  receipt  and  disbursement  of  the  moneys. 
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of  the  United  States  at  said  Shanghai,  did  defraad  the  United  States 
in  the  manner  following,  to  wit : 

That  all  the  moneys  received  by  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  at  said 
Shanghai,  as  snob  officer,  on  ace6ant  of  the  United  States,  were  reeeived 
in  silver  ootn^  commonly  known  as  Mexican  dollars;  thal^  said  silver 
coin  at  said  Shanghai  at  that  time  commanded  a  preminin  over  Ameri- 
can gold  and  over  the  currency  of  the  United  Stotos ;  t^at  t^  said 
Oliver  B.  Bradford,  as  snch  disbursing-offieer,  uniformly  paid  oot  tlie 
same  silver  coins  he  had  received,  bnt  that  the  sakl  Oliver  B.  Bradford, 
then  and  there  intending  to  defraad  the  United  BtateB^  made  oat  his 
quarterly  statements  of  account  of  said  receipts  and   dfsbarsements 
showing  that  he  had  received  the  money  in  currency  of  tlie  United 
States  and  had  therewith  purchasecl  gold,  and  with  said  gold  had  pur- 
chased said  silver  coin,  charging  the  difference  upon  both  said  pre- 
miums to  the  United  States  as  disbursed  by  him ;  whereas  in  trath  and  iD 
tact  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  never  did  purchase  any  gold,  and  never 
ilid  receive  any  currency  as  snch  officer,  on  account  of  the  United  t^tes. 

Abticle  VIII. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  from  April  1,  A.  I>.  1877,  to  Sep- 
tember 13,  A.  D.  1877,  holding  all  the  offices  mentioned  in  Artiele  I,  and 
acting  as  consul-general  of  the  United  States  at  Shaaffliaiy  Ghiaay  and 
as  such  being  a  disbursing-offieer  of  the  United  States  ehavged  with  the 
receipt  and  disbursement  of  the  nioueys  of  the  United  Slatoa  at  said 
Shanghai,  did  defraud  the  United  States  in  the  manner  foUowingv  to  wit: 

That  all  the  moneys  received  by  said  Oliver  B.  BinMUofd^  al  said 
Shanghai,  as  such  officer,  on  account  of  the  United  States^  were  received 
in  silver  coin  commonly  known  as  Mexican  dollars. 

That  said  silver  coin,  at  said  Shanghai,  at  that  time,  commanded  a 
premium  over  American  gold  and  over  the  currency  of  the  United  States; 
that  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  as  such  disbursiug-officer,  uniformly 
paid  out  the  same  silver  coin  he  had  received,  but  that  the  said  Oliver 
B.  Bradford,  then  and  there  intending  to  defraud  the  United  States, 
made  out  his  quarterly  statements  of  account  of  said  receipts  and  dis- 
bursements showing  that  he  had  received  the  moneys  in  carrency  of  the 
United  States  and  had  therewith  purchased  gold,  and  with  said  gold 
had  purchased  said  silver  coin,  charging  the  difference  npen  both  sdd 
premiums  to  the  United  States  as  disbursed  by  him,  whereas  in  truth 
and  in  fact  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford  never  did  purchase  any  gold  and 
never  did  receive  any  currency,  as  such  officer,  on  account  of  the  United 
States. 

ABTIOL.E  IX. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  between  the  1st  day  of  January,  A 
D.  1876,  and  the  13th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1877,  holding  all  the 
offices  mentioned  in  Article  I,  and  being  a  disbursing-officer  of  the 
United  States  charged  with  the  safe  keeping,  transfer,  and  disbursemeats 
of  the  moneys  of  the  United  States  of  America,  did  then  and  there 
receive  a  large  sum  of  money,  to  wit,  the  sum  of  two  thousand  dollars, 
the  said  sum  of  money  being  then  and  there  the  money  and  property  of 
the  United  States  of  America  aforesaid,  and  having  then  and  there 
come  to  the  hands  of  the  aforesaid  Oliver  B.  Bradford  by  reason  and  by 
virtue  of  his,  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford's,  office  as  aforesaid,  he,  the 
said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  did  then  and  there  wickedly,  unlawfully,  and 
feloniously  convert  to  his  own  use,  and  did  then  and  there  embezzle  the 
said  sum  of  money  belonging,  as  aforesaid,  to  the  said  United  States  of 
America. 
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Article  X. 

That  the  said  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  on  the  30th  day  of  July,  A.  D.,  1877, 
holding  all  the  offices  mentioned  in  Article  I,  at  Shanghai,  China,  and 
by  reason  and  virtue  of  the  aforesaid  offices  being  entrusted  with  and 
having  in  his  possession  two  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty-one  dol- 
lars and  fifty  cents  ($2,561.50)  belonging  to  the  United  States,  being 
public  moneys  received  by  him  by  virtue  of  the  offices  held  by  him  as 
aforesaid,  did  then  and  there  unlawfully  deposit  the  said  sum  to  his  own 
private  credit  in  a  bank  at  Shanghai,  China,  called  the  Comptoir  d'Es- 
compte  de  Paris,  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  that 
behalf. 

Therefore,  your  committee  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following 
resolution  by  the  House  of  B^presentatives : 

Easolved^  That  Oliver  B.  Bradford,  now  consular  clerk  of  the  United 
States,  assigned  to  Shanghai,  China,  and  postal  agent  of  the  United 
States  at  Shanghai,  China,  and  late  vice-consul-general  of  the  United 
States  at  Shanghai,  China,  and  late  deputy  counsul-general  of  the 
United  States  at  Shanghai,  China,  and  late  clerk  of  the  consular  court 
of  the  United  States  at  Shanghai,  China,  be  impeached  by  the  House 
of  Representatives  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate  for  high  crimes  and  mis- 
demeanors while  in  office. 

While  your  committee  are  all  of  the  opinion  that  the  facts  as  set  forth 
in  the  foregoing  articles  of  impeachment  are  fully  sustained  by  the  evi- 
dence herewith  submitted,  a  minority  of  the  committee,  consisting  of 
Messrs.  Dunnell  and  Bundy,  entertain  grave  doubts  as  to  whether 
Mr.  Bradford  is  such  an  officer  as  is  liable  under  the  constitution  to 
impeachment,  and  therefore  your  committee  respectfully  recommend 
that  the  whole  subject  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
with  instructions  to  report  thereon  without  unreasonable  delay. 


46th  Congress,  \     HOUSE  OF  REPEESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  819. 


AMENDING  CONSTITUTION   AS  TO  THE  ELECTION  OF 
PRESIDENT  AND  YICE  PRESIDENT. 


Mat  22, 1878.— Reoommitted  to  the  Committee  on  the  State  of  the  Law  reepectiD^  the 
Ascertainment  and  Declaration  of  Result  of  Election  of  President  and  Vioe-President, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Southard,  from  the  Committee  on  the  State  of  the  Law  respecting 
the  AscertaiDmeat  and  Declaratioa  of  Besalt  of  Election  of  President 
and  Vice-President,  sabmitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  joint  resolution  H.  Res.  183.] 

The  committee  charged  with  the  consideration  of  the  state  of  the  law 
respecting  the  election  of  President  and  Vice-President,  beg  leave  to 
report  the  accompanying  joint  resolution,  with  the  recommendation  that 
it  do  pass,  and  respectfully  submit  the  following  views  in  its  support. 

The  committee,  profoundly  sensible  of  the  importance  and  difficulty 
of  the  duty  imposed  on  them  by  the  order  of  the  House,  have  given 
the  subject  long  and  careful  consideration,  and  have  been  led  to  the  con- 
clusion that  a  change  in  the  present  electoral  system  is  imperatively 
demanded.  The  system  is  embraced  in  the  following  Constitutional 
provisions : 

Article  II,  section  1,  of  the  Constitution,  provides  that — 

Each  State  shall  appoint,  in  snoh  manner  as  the  legislature  thereof  may  direct,  a 
number  of  electors,  equal  to  the  whole  number  of  Senators  and  Representatives  to 
which  the  State  may  be  entitled  in  the  Congress ;  but  no  Senator  or  Representative, 
or  person  holding  an  office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  United  States,  shall  be  ap- 
pointed an  elector. 

And  Article  XII  of  the  Constitution,  among  other  things,  provides 
that— 

The  electors  shall  meet  in  their  respective  States  and  vote  for  President  and  Vice- 
President,  one  of  whom,  at  least,  shall  not  be  an  inhabitant  of  the  same  State  with 
themselves;  they  shall  name  in  their  ballots  the  person  voted  for  as  President,  and  in 
distinct  ballots  the  persons  voted  for  as  Vice-President,  and  they  shaU  make  distinct 
lists  of  all  persona  voted  for  as  President,  and  of  all  persons  voted  for  as  Vice-Presi- 
dent, and  of  the  number  of  votes  for  each ;  which  lists  they  shall  sign  and  certify, 
and  transmit  sealed  to  the  seat  of  Government  of  the  United  States,  directed  to  the 
President  of  the  Senate. 

Then  follow  the  provisions  for  opening  and  counting  the  votes,  and 
declaring  the  result,  and  for  the  election  of  President  by  the  House,  and 
Vice-President  by  the  Senate,  in  case  of  failure  of  election  by  the  elec- 
toral colleges,  which  it  is  not  necessary  to  recite. 

This  electoral  system  has  failed  to  accomplish  its  purpose. 

Every  reason  originally  alleged  for  it  has  been  refuted  by  experience ; 
its  operation  is  inequitable  and  cannot  be  otherwise;  it  is  aristocratic 
in  its  nature;  it  was  founded  in  distrust  of  the  people  and  intended  as 
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a  check  upon  popular  will;  it  is  peculiarly  open  to  treacbery  and  fraad, 
and  it  has  brought  the  country  to  the  verge  of  revolution  and  anarchy 
repeatedly. 

Its  main  design  was,  to  secure  a  body  of  men  eminent  for  wisdom 
and  impartiality,  able  and  willing  to  exercise  judgment  and  choice;  its 
result  is  that  electors  are  pledged  to  their  party,  morally  bound  not  to 
exercise  judgment  or  choice;  their  vote  is  a  naked  party  vote,  and 
even  when  honest  it  is  but  an  indirect  expression  of  the  popular  vote, 
where  no  indirection  is  either  necessary  or  useful. 

Our  ancestors,  distrusting  the  popular  vote,  interposed  electors 
between  the  people  and  the  Presidency,  but  the  people  were  wiser 
than  they;  the  people  saw  that  small  electoral  bodies  were  dangerous; 
they  knew  that  pledged  electors  were  less  likely  to  be  cornipted,  and 
by  requiring  such  pledge  they  took  away  the  life  of  the  electoral 
system. 

Any  dauf^er  in  a  popular  vote  is  not  avoided  by  a  vote  for  pledged 
electors;  but  there  is  no  such  danger,  and  in  this  country  there  never 
was. 

If  the  electoral  system  would  preserve  the  relative  power  of  the 
smaller  States,  if  it  would  tend  to  maintain  the  original  theory  of  the 
government,  or  the  great  American  doctrine  of  local  aelf-coDtrol,  that 
would  be  a  potent  inducement  to  support  it,  but  it  has  no  such  tend- 
ency either  in  theory  or  in  practice. 

As  to  theory,  the  relative  power  of  the  small  States  is  maintained  as 
nearly  as  may  be  by  the  equality  of  all  the  States  as  to  Senators, 
while  the  natural  weight  of  the  large  States  finds  its  just  expression  in 
the  number  of  their  Representatives.  It  has  been  supposed  that  this 
theory  is  carried  out  in  the  electoral  system  by  assigning  to  all  the 
States  as  many  electors  as  Representatives,  thus  representing  popula- 
tion ;  and  by  also  assigning  to  each  State  as  many  electors  as  Sen- 
ators, thus  representing  the  State  in  its  corporate  capacity;  bat  really 
the  interposition  of  electors  between  the  people  and  the  Presidency 
has  nothing  to  do  with  State  rights ;  it  is  the  people  of  the  State 
who  create  all  the  machinery  of  the  State  government  and  choose 
its  officers.  The  legislature  is  only  a  department  of  the  State.  If  a 
State  has  the  two  votes  the  same  as  all  the  others,  in  that  respect  she  is 
the  peer  of  the  others,  and  it  makes  no  difiference.  as  to  State  rights, 
whether  the  two  votes  are  determined  by  the  people  directly  or  by  the 
people  indirectly,  through  officers  representing  them  in  their  corporate 
capacity.  Even  in  theory,  therefore,  it  is  not  the  system  of  electors  that 
tends  to  preserve  the  equality  of  the  States,  but  it  is  the  giving  each 
State  the  two  votes  that  does  it,  and  whether  the  exercise  of  these  votes 
is  by  the  people  directly,  or  by  the  people  indirectly  throagh  electors, 
the  power  of  the  State  is  precisely  the  same.  When  the  people  of  a 
State  vote  for  President,  they  vote  as  citizens  of  a  State,  having  the 
qualifications  required  by  that  State  for  electors  of  the  most  numerous 
branch  of  the  State  legislature,  and  it  is  nearer  local  self-government  to 
have  that  right  exercised  by  the  people  themselves  at  home  than  by 
representatives  elsewhere. 

Ihepresent  system  commits  the  choice  of  theelectors  to  the  direction  of 
the  State  legislatures.  The  legislatures  were  not  to  appoint  the  electors', 
but  to  prescribe  the  appointing  power  and  lodge  it  elsewhere  than  in  them- 
selves. The  exercise  of  this  power  directly  by  the  legislatures,  as  was 
done  for  many  years  in  several  States,  was  a  departure  from  the  Con- 
stitution. The  later  action  of  the  legislatures  of  all  the  States  in  com- 
mitting the  choice  to  the  people  fulfilled  tte  Gonstitutional  requirement, 
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and  at  the  same  time  paid  deference  to  a  popular  demand.  Bat  it  was 
not  intended  by  the  framers  of  the  Constitation,  nor  does  that  instra- 
ment  require — no  matter  whether  the  electors  be  appointed  by  the  leg- 
islature, people,  or  otherwise — that  the  State,  as  an  entity,  should  cast 
the  electoral  vote  in  aolido  for  a  particular  candidate.  The  electors,  when 
appointed,  were  to  be  perfectly  free  each  to  exercise  his  judgment  and 
discretion  in  casting  his  vote.  Under  such  circumstances,  it  would  be 
unreasonable  to  infer  that  the  electors  would  be  unanimous  in  their 
choice.  The  reverse  was  intended  and  expected,  and  in  this  freedom  of 
action  the  merit  of  the  system  was  supposed  to  rest. 

The  States  are  recognized  under  the  present  system  in  their  full  cor- 
porate capacity  in  the  election  of  President  in  one  case  only ;  that,  is  the 
eventual  election  by  the  House  of  Bepresentatives.  There  each  State 
speaks  with  one  voice,  and  a  majority  of  all  the  States  is  necessary  to  a 
choice;  and  this  provision  remains  undisturbed  in  the  proposed  plan. 

The  State  and  the  people  who  compose  it  BVd  virtually  one  and  the 
same. 

It  is  true  that  neither  territory*  nor  population  constitutes  a  State  in 
the  legal  or  i)olitical  sense,  but  both  are  necessary  elements  of  a  State, 
and  it  is  the  people  alone  who,  under  the.  forms  of  law,  speak  and  act 
for  the  State.  For  all  the  purposes  of  domestic  government,  the  peo- 
ple, theoretically  and  practically,  constitute  the  State,  although  in  a 
technical,  legal  sense  the  organized  t)ody  politic  is  recognized  as  such. 
The  plan  of  the  committee  treats  each  State  as  a  separate  political  com- 
munity, and  seeks  to  ascertain  the  choice  of  that  community  for  Presi- 
dent and  Vice-President  by  taking  the  sense  of  its  people ;  but  it  leaves 
to  each  State,  acting  for  itself,  the  exclusive  right  to  determine  who 
shall  participate  in  the  designation  of  its  choice.  There  is  no  attempt 
to  aggregate  or  consolidate  the  popular  vote  of  all  the  States^  so  as  to 
allow  a  plurality  of  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States,  without  re- 
gard to  State  lines,  to  elect :  the  citizen  will  not,  under  this  plan,  be- 
come a  voter  of  the  United  States,  but  will  remain,  as  now,  a  voter  of 
his  own  State.  His  qualifications  will  be  prescribed  by  the  constitution 
and  laws  of  his  own  State,  and  not  by  the  United  States. 

Each  State  will  continue  to  have,  as  it  now  has,  the  sole  and  exclusive 
power,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  to  declare 
who  shall  exercise  the  right  of  suffrage.  States  which  now  have  prop- 
erty or  educational  tests  may  retain  them,  and  all  the  regulations  as  to 
age,  residence,  and  registration  will  be  left,  as  they  now  are,  under  the 
exclusive  control  of  the  States,  respectively ;  so  that  a  citizen  of  Ala- 
bama may  be  allowed  to  vote  in  that  State,  although  he  would  be  dis- 
qualified by  the  law  of  Massachusetts  if  a  resident  there.  Such  inequality 
could  not  exist  under  a  system  intended  to  convert  the  citizens  of  the 
several  States  into  voters  of  the  United  States.  To  do  that  would  re- 
quire uniform  qualifications  and  a  common  basis  of  suffrage  throughout 
the  country.  The  table  anne^^ed  to  this  report  shows  that  while  in  Ehode 
Island  6,641  popular  votes,  or  in  Nevada  6,563,  or  in  Delaware  8,044 
will  be  entitled  to  one  electoral  vote  in  choosing  a  President,  it  will 
require  29,860  votes  in  Ohio,  28,946  in  New  York,  or  28,789  in  Mich\^an 
to  cast  such  electoral  vote  in  those  States,  respectively ;  that  is  to  s^, 
in  round  numbers,  six  votes  in  Rhode  Island  will  continue  to  have,  as 
they  have  now  under  the  electoral  system,  exactly  the  same  power  that 
twenty-nine  votes  have  in  Ohio ;  and  seventeen  votes  in  Alabama  will 
have,  as  they  now  have,  the  same  weight  of  twenty -eight  votes  in  New 
York.  If  the  popular  vote  were  to  be  aggregated  and  counted  by  the 
consolidateil  vote  of  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States,  and  not  by 
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the  vote  of  the  several  States  as  sach,  six  votes  in  Rhode  Islaud  coald 
have  DO  more  weight  in  the  computation  than  the  same  number  in  Ohio, 
New  York,  or  Pennsylvania. 

The  greater  relative  power  of  the  popular  vote  in  the  smaller  States 
is  the  resnlt  of  their  recognition  as  separate  and  coeqaal  members  of 
the  Union  at  the  formation  of  the  Constitution ;  it  is  because  they  are 
^owed  a  certain  number  of  electoral  votes  as  States,  without  regard 
to  the  number  of  their  iohabitants;  and  so  long  as  any  plan  of  elect* 
ing  a  President  embraces  this  feature,  it  cannot  be  justly  treated  as  a 
departure  from  the  original  design  of  the  Constitution.  That  design, 
in  reference  to  the  subject  under  consideration,  was  to  secure  the 
absolute  equality  of  the  States,  up  to  a  certain  point,  whether  their 
populations  were  great  or  small,  and  beyond  that,  to  leave  the  pre- 
ponderance to  be  determined  by  the  numbers  of  their  inhabitants.  It  is 
obvious  that  this  design  is  not  thwarted,  nor  in  any  degree  assailed,  by 
a  mere  change  in  the  method  of  choosing  the  electors,  or  deciding  how 
the  electoral  vote  shall  be  cast. 

The  practice  under  the  present  system  permits  a  mere  party  in  the 
State  to  control  the  whole  electoral  vote.  The  plan  proposed  by  the 
committee  apportions  the  electoral  vote  of  the  State  in  the  ratio  of  the 
popular  vote.  The  former  method  gives  expression  to  one  party  ;  the 
latter  to  all  parties. 

The  election  of  President  is  not  local  but  national  in  its  character  and 
effect.  In  a  mere  State  election  there  is  a  principle  involved  in  the  cod> 
trol  of  the  majority,  springing  from  necessity,  for  there  must  be  a  decis- 
ion of  some  kind — and  the  decision  by  the  majority  has  been  found  to 
be  wise  and  expedient. 

But  this  principle  does  not  apply  to  the  action  of  a  State  in  electing 
a  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  election  for  President  in  the  State  is  only  the  initiatory  step ;  the 
ultimate  decision,  which  is  alone  important,  depends  upon  the  aggrega- 
tion of  the  electoral  votes  of  all  ,the  States,  and  may  be  reached  as  cer- 
tainly by  apportioning  the  electoral  vote  of  each  State  among  the 
respective  candidates  as  by  casting  it  solidly  for  one  candidate,  and  in 
a  manner  much  more  just  and  equitable  to  the  States  and  the  people  as 
well  as  to  political  parties.  What  a  political  party  loses  in  one  State  it 
gains  in  another,  and  in  the  general  result  it  is  heard  to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent that  it  ought  in  justice  to  be  heard.  In  making  this  change,  the 
States  sacrifice  no  right  or  privilege  which  it  is  desirable  to  retain. 
All  those  rights  remain  intact  which  tend  to  preserve  their  independ- 
ence and  autonomy  for  all  the  great  and  beneficial  purposes  of  local  self- 
control  in  the  general  system  of  federative  government. 

In  practice,  the  electoral  system  has  no  tendency  to  preserve  the  rela- 
tive power  of  the  smaller  States. 

In  the  election  of  1876,  the  number  of  electoral  votes  was  369  ;  a  ma- 
jority was  185. 

Eleven  States,  together  forming  an  unbroken  area  of  contiguous  terri- 
tory, might  have  elected  a  President  over  the  other  27  States,  and  the 
same  thing  might  happen  any  time.    Those  States  are : 


New  Jersey 9 

New  York 35 

Peonsylvania 29 

West  Yirginia 5 

Ohio 22 

Michigan 11 

Indiana 15 


Illinois 21 

Kentucky 12 

Missouri 15 

Iowa 11 

Total 186 
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And  those  eleven  States,  with  aggregate  majorities  not  exceeding 
10,000  votes,  might  decide  the  election,  althongh  the  other  27  States 
shoald  have  aggregate  majorities  amonnting  to  half  a  million  for  the 
opposing  candidate. 

The  small  States,  therefore,  are  overslaughed  by  the  present  elect- 
oral system  ;  it  has  happened  already  that  the  vote  of  New  York,  cast 
solid  by  general  ticket,  has  decided  the  election  by  a  few  thoasand  ma- 
jority, and  has  not  only  settled  the  question  for  the  million  voters  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  but  against  a  majority  the  other  way  of  the  eight 
millions  who  are  voters  of  the  United  States. 

The  practical  effect  of  the  electoral  system  has  been  to  increase  the 
relative  importance  and  power  of  the  large  States,  and  the  practice  of 
voting  by  general  ticket  was  introduced  by  the  large  States  for  that 
purpose,  and  when  introduced  all  were  compelled  to  follow  it. 

One  of  the  reasons  originally  urged  in  favor  of  the  electoral  system 
was  that  it  would  prevent  an  election  by  the  national  leerislatnre,  and 
thereby  render  the  Executive  independent  of  that  body;  but  it  has 
not  prevented  elections  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  when- 
ever such  election  has  occurred,  the  existence  of  the  government  has 
been  in  jeopardy.  In  view  of  the  circumstances  attending  the  election 
of  Mr.  Jefferson  and  Mr.  Adams,  and  the  recent  election,  it  will  prob- 
ably be  conceded  that  an  election  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
under  existing  laws,  is  more  full  of  danger  than  almost  any  other  that 
could  be  devised. 

But  not  only  have  the  reasons  failed  which  were  originally  urged  in 
favor  of  the  electoral  system,  but  difficulties  have  arisen,  unforeseen 
and  unprovided  for,  which  have  put  us  in  great  peril  more  than  once. 

The  government  has  no  unquestioned  remedy  for  a  failure  to  appoint 
electors,  nor  for  their  fniiure  to  act,  nor  for  fraud  in  the  election,  and 
there  is  no  mode  for  contesting  elections;  if  the  electors  are  chosen  on 
a  wrong  day,  if  they  vote  on  the  wroqg  day,  if  their  certificate  is  defect- 
ive, if  their  vote  be  cast  before  the  State- is  in  the  Union,  if  there  are 
conflicting  certificates  from  the  same  State,  if  the  persons  voted  for 
were  not  citizens,  if  the  electors  were  officers  of  the  government,  if  a 
certificate  contains  too  many  electoral  votes,  for  none  of  these  cases  has 
any  competent  provision  been  made  by  law.  The  Congressional  records 
are  full  of  angry  debate  on  all  these  questions.  The  difficulty  began  in 
1805  upon  the  vote  of  Massachusetts ;  it  occurred  again  in  1817  upon 
the  vote  of  Indiana,  in  1821  upon  the  vote  of  Missouri,  in  1828  upon 
the  votes  of  Virginia  and  several  other  States,  in  1837  upon  the  vote  of 
Michigan,  in  1857  upon  the  vote  of  Wisconsin^  in  1865  upon  the  vote  of 
Nevada,  in  1869  upon  the  vote  of  Georgia,  in  1873  upon  the  votes  of 
Georgia,  Mississippi,  Texas,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana,  in  1877  upon  the 
votes  of  Louisiana,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  and  Oregon. 

In  some  of  these  cases  the  matter  was  laid  upon  the  table;  sometimes 
it  was  indefinitely  postponed ;  sometimes  the  disputed  votes  were  counted 
hypothetically,  sometimes  absolutely,  and  sometimes  not  at  all ;  but  in 
no  case  was  any  precedent  established  for  future  action.  Besides,  the 
electoral  system  operates  inequitably  in  this,  that  it  fails  to  represent 
the  will  of  the  majority  as  expressed  in  their  votes.  This  appears  by 
the  following  table : 
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Candidates. 

Popular 
TO«e. 

Electoral 
▼oce. 

J Ack son I 

1833. 

PtrctnL 
54 
49 

Sti 
46 

49 

48 

9 

47 

50 
44 

43 
33 
91 

39 
99 
18 

55 
44 

59 
47 

55 
43 

48 
51 

44 

55 

Percent 
76 

Cl«v - 

17 

Hairffioii 

1640. 

79 

Van  Baron -   -  - 

90 

Polk 

1644. 

36 

CUy 

38 

Siroey...... - - 

0 

Taylor 

1846. 

56 

Pierce  

1859. 

85 

14 

BochaDan  

1856. 

58 

PrBinont  •...«•.•....•■•■•.■..•...■...«••..•••...•.•...•«.••.•..■■*•••••.....••.••'( 

38 

s 

Lincoln.... 

I860. 

SO 

Donfflaa 

s 

Breckinridffe ........... -- --     - -  -- 

93 

Lincoln 

1864. 

90 

Mc^.'lflllan                                                                                                                     1 

9 

Grant 

1868. 

79 

97 

Grant 

1879. 

81 

Greeley 1 

18 

Haves 

1878. 

50 

Tiiiien :.::\^Ji:i'''\:""""..."""":"[[ ::  i 

49 

Adams 

1898. 

31 

68 

In  this  table  the  fractions  are  left  ont  It  is  difficalt  to  defend  a  sys- 
tem which  has  produced  sach  unreasonable  results  at  nearly  every  elec- 
tion in  the  last  fifty  years.  It  gives  no  just  ex:pression  of  the  voice  of 
either  the  people  or  the  States^  considered  separately  or  combined  in 
their  federative  capacity. 

The  system  is  peculiarly  open  to  fraud.  Where  parties  in  a  State  are 
nearly  equal,  a  successful  fraud  carries  the  vote  of  the  entire  State,  and 
may  settle  the  question  for  the  United  States. 

Practically  the  result  of  the  election  is  under  the  control  of  the  large 
cities,  such  as  New  York  and  Philadelphia  and  Chicago,  the  very  pla<^ 
where  fhiud  is  most  easily  perpetrated,  where  the  temptations  to  it  most 
abound.    The  difficulties  of  our  electoral  syistem  have  been  discussed  in 
both  houses  of  Congress  often,  without  any  practical  result.    There  is 
now  a  general  demand  of  the  people  for  something  better.    In  ob^ience 
to  that  demand  the  committees  of  both  houses  have  been  appointed, 
and  the  country  expects  from  them  efficient  action.    It  is  easy  to  say 
that  no  satisfactory  action  can  be  had;  that  no  plan  can  be  devised 
which  will  command  the  votes  of  three-fourths  of  the  States;  and  tiiat 
in  view  of  the  danger  of  constitutional  amendments,  it  is  '^  better  to 
bear  the  ills  we  have,"  but  the  committee  do  not  feel  the  force  of  these 
snggestioiis.   TVi^  it^^m^x^  q^  \>\i^  QQw^tltutlon  foresaw  the  necessity  of 
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ameudmeDts  and  made  provision  for  them.  Already  that  power  has  been 
exercised  once  in  relation  to  the  election  of  President  and  Vice-Presi- 
dent. The  difficulties  which  arose  in  the  election  of  Jefferson^  in  1800, 
led  to  the  adoption  of  the  twelfth  article  of  amendments  to  the  Oonsti- 
tntion.  Yonr  committee  feel  that  experience  snggests  the  necessity 
of  still  further  amendment,  and  they  have  agreed  upon  a  plan  which, 
in  their  judgment,  not  only  provides  a  competent  remedy,  but  will 
meet,  or  ought  to  meet,  the  approbation  of  both  houses  of  Congress, 
and  which  ought  to  receive,  and  if  properly  presented  will  receive, 
the  votes  of  three-fourths  of  the  States.  There  is  nothing  sacred  in  the 
electoral  system.  There  is  nothing  in  the  history  of  its  adoption  which 
gives  it  any  claim  to  veneration. 

The  convention  of  1787  voted  three  times  (once  unanimously)  to  make 
the  President  elective  by  both  houses  of  Congress.  They  voted  once 
to  make  him  elective  by  a  body  of  electors  chosen  by  the  State  legisla- 
tures only.  Finally,  they  voted  to  make  him  elective  by  a  body  of  elect- 
ors chosen  as  the  State  legislatures  might  ordain.  In  that  convention 
Benjamin  Franklin,  Gtouverneur  Morris,  and  Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsylva- 
nia, advocated  an  election  by  the  people ;  Mr.  G^rry,  an  election  by  the 
governors  of  the  States;  Mr.  Hamilton,  an  election  of  President  for  life; 
Mr.  Roger  Sherman,  an  election  by  Congress;  Mr.  Mason,  of  Virginia, 
thought  the  people  had  not  the  requisite  capacity  to  elect  a  President; 
Luther  Martin  moved  that  the  President  be  chosen  by  electors  appointed 
by  the  State  legislatures ;  Mr.  Wilson  moved  that  the  electors  of  Presi- 
dent be  taken  by  lot  from  the  national  legislature.  The  plan  finally 
adopted,  which  is  the  second  clause  of  section  one  of  article  two  of  the 
Constitution,  was  a  compromise,  and  these  various  propositions,  and 
the  entire  debate,  followed  as  they  have  been  by  the  ntter  failure  of  the 
plan  adopted,  would  seem  to  indicate  that  our  ancestors,  in  some  re- 
spects, were  no  better  than  their  descendants. 

The  chief  feature  of  the  plan  agreed  upon  by  the  committee  is  that 
it  provides  for  the  election  of  President  by  a  direct  vote  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  States,  instead  of  an  indirect  vote  through  electors.  This 
is  no  new  proposition.  It  was  voted  for  in  the  convention  of  1787  by 
the  entire  Pennsylvania  delegation,  with  Franklin  and  Morris  at  their 
head,  and  by  the  entire  delegation  from  Delaware,  with  John  Dick- 
inson and  Oovemor  Bassett  at  their  head ;  it  was  advocated  in  1824 
by  Mr.  Benton  in  the  Senate,  who  considered  and  refuted  all  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Federalist  against  it,  declaring  that  the  electoral  system 
established  agents  where  none  were  needed,  and  he  asked,  without 
reply,  why  an  American  citizen  should  be  compelled  to  put  his  vote  in 
the  hands  of  another  instead  of  voting  directly  for  his  own  chosen  can- 
didate. Election  by  a  direct  vote  of  the  people  was  advocated  by 
Senator  Morton  in  the  Senate  in  1876,  as  the  only  remedy  for  existing 
evils. 

It  received  the  powerful  Republican  advocacy  of  Charles  Sumner  in 
the  Senate,  in  the  session  of  1871-'72 ;  and  the  great  Democratic  leader, 
Jackson,  in  his  first  annual  message  in  1829,  declared  that  ^'  the  right  ot 
electing  their  Chief  Magistrate  belongs  to  the  people,  and  ought  not  to 
be  defeated  by  the  intervention  of  electoral  colleges."  ^^I  therefore 
recommend,"  said  he,  ^^such  an  amendment  of  the  Constitution  as  may 
remove  all  intermediate  agency  in  the  election  of  President";  and  so 
profound  was  his  appreciation  of  the  peril  inseparable  from  the  electoral 
system  that  he  made  the  same  recommendation  in  each  of  his  eight  an- 
nual messages,  insisting  that  ^^  evils  which  can  be  clearly  traced  to  an 
organic  defect  in  the  Constitution  ought  not  to  be  overlooked  through  a 
too  scrupulous  veneration  of  the  work  of  our  ancestors";  and  that  it  is 
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"  all  important  to  the  future  quiet  and  harmony  of  the  people  that  every 
intermediate  agency  in  the  election  of  President  and  Vice-PresideDt 
should  be  removed,  and  this  paramount  right  of  sovereigiity  committed 
to  the  direct  control  of  the  people.^  There  is  no  greater  weight  of  political 
authority  than  the  nnited  opinions  of  Franklin,  and  Benton,  and  Jack- 
son, and  Morton,  and  Sumner.  The  recent  experience  of  the  nation  has 
attested  their  far-reaching  sagacity,  and  has  strongly  re-enforced  and 
sustained  the  merits  of  the  change  they  proposed. 

They  did  not  present  the  precise  plan  now  submitted,  bat  plans 
substantially  the  same.  They  recognized  the  right  of  the  people  to 
elect.  The  district  system  was  that  chiefly  considered,  but  that  system 
is  open  to  two  insuperable  objections.  First,  the  districts  are  not  now, 
and  could  not  well  be  made,  permanent  geographical  divisions  like  the 
States,  but  would  be  subject  to  constant  changes  by  the  worst  species 
of  gerrymandering.  Secondly,  there  would  always  be  a  namber  of 
doubtful  districts  to  be  contended  for  by  partisan  strife.  These  evils— 
and  they  are  evils  of  greatest  magnitude — will  necessarily  be  eliminated 
by  the  plan  proposed.    The  advantages  of  the  plan  are  many. 

It  would  enable  every  voter  to  vote  for  the  man  of  his  choice,  with  an 
absolute  certainty  that  he  and  those  wha  voted  with  him  woald  receive 
their  proper  proportion  of  the  electoral  vote. 

A  man  now  can  vote  for  such  candidates  only  as  have  electors  in  his 
own  State,  l^o  southern  man  could  vote  for  Fremont  and  Dayton,  in  1856, 
because  they  had  no  electoral  ticket  in  the  South,  and  even  with  an  elec- 
toral ticket,  McGlellan,  in  1864,  with  forty-four  per  cent,  of  the  popular 
vote,  obtained  only  nine  per  cent,  of  the  electoral  vote ;  Van  Baren,  with 
forty-six  per  cent,  of  the  popular  vote,  had  but  twenty  per  cent,  of  the 
electoral  vote;  Douglas,  with  twenty-nine  per  cent,  of  the  popular  vote, 
had  but  two  per  cent  of  the  electoral  vote;  Clay,  with  forty-two  percent, 
of  the  popular  vote,  in  1832,  had  but  seventeen  per  cent,  of  the  electoral 
vote. 

Such  a  state  of  things  is  unreasonable;  nothing  can  be  said  fairly  in 
defense  of  it.  The  following  table  shows  how  the  plan  reported  by  the 
committee  would  operate: 

NORTH  CAROLINA,  1824. 

Total  popular  vote,  36,036 ;  electoral  votes,  15. 

Pop.  vote.  Elect,  votet 

Jackson 20,41.5  8.49 

Crawford 15,201  6.50 

But,  under  the  present  system,  the  State  gave  15  electoral  votes  to 
Jackson. 

PENNSYLVANIA,  1824. 

Total  popular  vote,  47,355 ;  electoral  votes,  28. 

Pop.  vote.  Elect,  rote. 

Jackson 36,100  21.34 

Adams 5.440  3.21 

Crawford 4,206  2.49 

Clay 1,609  0.95 

But  the  State  gave  her  entire  electoral  vote  (28)  to  Jackson. 

VIRGINIA,  1824. 

Total  popular  vote,  14,955;  electoral  votes,  24. 

Pop.  vote.  Elect  vote. 

JacksoD 2,861  4.56 

Adams 3,189  5.11 

Crawford 8,489  13.62 

Clay 416  0.66 

But  the  State  gvie^  \i^x  ^liUt^  ^l^tA\!al  vote  (24)  to  Crawford. 
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MASSACHUSETTS,  1844. 

Total  popular  Tote,  131,124 ;  electoral  votes,  12. 

Pop.  vote.  Elect  vote. 

Polk 62,846  4.83 

Clay 67,418  6.17 

Birney 10,800  0.99 

The  State  gave  her  entire  electoral  vote  (12)  to  day. 

NEW  YORK,  1844. 

Popular  vote,  4S5,882 ;  electoral  votes,  36. 
\  Poi>.Tote.  Elect  vote. 

Polk 237,588  17.3 

Clay 232,482  17.2 

Birney 15,812  1.5 

The  State  gave  her  36  votes  to  Polk. 

OHIO,  1844. 

Popular  vote,  312,224 ;  electoral  votes,  23. 

Pop.  vote.  Elect  vote. 

Polk 149,117  10.9 

Clay 155,067  11.4 

Birney 8,050  0.5 

The  State  gave  her  entire  electoral  vote  (23)  to  Olay. 

PENNSYLVANIA,  1860. 

Popular  vote,  476,412 ;  electoral  votes,  27. 

Pop.  Tote.  Elect  vote. 

Lincoln 268,030  15.1 

Douglas 16,765  0.95 

Breckinridge 178,871  10.13 

Bell 12,776  0.72 

The  State  gave  her  27  votes  to  Lincoln. 

PENNSYLVANIA,  1870. 

Popular  vote,  758,869 ;  electoral  votes,  29. 

Pop.  vote.  Elect,  rote. 

Tllden .-.,  366,158  1.3.9 

Hayes 384,122  14.5 

Cooper 7,187          0.29 

Temperance 1,319         0.005 

The  State  gave  her  29  votes  to  Hayes. 

The  above  list  shows  the  exact  fairness  of  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
committee;  in  that  respect  it  will  commend  itself  to  the  sober  judg- 
ment of  the  people.  It  may  be  objected  to  by  political  leaders,  because 
it  will  tend  to  break  np  the  electoral  vote  of  their  States,  and  thereby 
destroy  the  controlling  power  of  such  leaders ;  but  that  objection  is  not 
founded  in  equity,  and  cannot  be  sustained  before  the  people. 

PLURALITY  VOTE. 

Under  the  plan  of  the  committee,  whoever  has  the  most  electoral 
votes  will  be  the  President ;  to  require  a  majority  of  the  electoral  votes 
would  result  in  an  election  by  the  House  of  Representatives;  it  would  be 
an  inducement  always  to  scatter  the  vote  for  that  purpose.  Under  the 
plurality  rule  an  election  by  the  House  would  be  almost  impossible,  and 
the  voters,  knowing  the  result  of  the  election  to  be  final,  would  vote  for 
their  best  man,  and  concentrate  their  forces  on  a  few  candidates,  and 
they  would  thereby  gain  in  practice  precisely  what  the  electoral  sys- 
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tem  pretends  to  give  in  theory.  The  plurality  vote  does  not  ignore  the 
principle  that  a  majority  ongbt  to  govern ;  the  majority  may  always 
govern,  but  yon  cannot  compel  a  majority;  if  yoa  codldf  there  would  be 
no  principle  in  a  compulsory  majority.  Where  all  have  a  right  to  vote, 
and  agree  that  a  plurality  shall  elect,  no  man's  rights  are  impaired ;  in 
that  case  it  is  really  the  will  of  the  majority  that  gives  effect  to  the 
plurality  vote. 

Besides,  any  objection  there  may  be  to  a  plurality  vote  on  the  ground 
that  it  gives  a  minority  President,  is  not  avoided  by  tbe  electoral  sys- 
tem. A  man  may  have  a  majority  in  an  election  by  the  House  who 
had  the  fewest  votes  of  the  people  and  the  fewest  electoral  votes.  When 
Mr.  Adams  was  elected  by  the  House  he  had  less  than  a  third  of  the 
popular  vote.  And  a  man  may  have  a  majority  of  the  electoral  votes 
without  a  minority  of  the  popular  vote ;  but  under  the  plan  of  our  com- 
mittee that  will  practically  never  occur. 

In  most  cases,  as  experience  has  shown  in  State  elections,  the  plurality 
rule  produces  a  majority ;  where  it  fails  to  give  a  majority  it  comes 
very  near  it,  and  is  certainly  a  fairer  expression  of  the  general  senti- 
ment than  Adams's  election  by  the  House  was.  Those  who  insist  od  a 
majority  of  the  electoral  votes  probably  forget  that  the  electors  them- 
selves, under  the  present  system,  are  chosen  by  a  plurality,  and  have 
never  been  required  to  be  chosen  by  a  majority.  The  plurality  governs 
in  nearly  all  the  State  elections ;  it  works  well }  no  objection  is  made  to 
it ;  it  is,  in  fact,  the  American  majority.  The  theory  is  that  a  majority 
President  will  carry  more  authority  than  one  elected  by  a  plurality,  bat 
that  is  not  so  in  practice.  No  objection  was  made  to  Buchanan,  or  Taylor, 
or  Polk  because  they  had  only  a  plurality;  they  had  all  the  moral  force 
of  the  law,  and  that  is  all  the  moral  force  there  is  or  can  be.  No  ob- 
jection was  ever  made  to  any  State  officer  because  he  had  only  a  plural- 
ity, and  there  is  no  better  ground  of  objection  to  a  plurality  Presideot 
than  to  a  plurality  governor  or  Congressman. 

The  plan  of  the  committee  tends  to  prevent  fraud  by  making  it  use- 
less. Under  the  present  system  a  local  fraud  in  New  York,  or  Phila- 
delphia, or  Cincinnati,  may  determine  the  result  of  the  election  in  New 
York,  or  Pennsylvania,  or  Ohio,  and  may  settle  the  question  for  the 
nation;  but  under  the  proposed  plan  any  fraud  capable  of  being  accom- 
plished would  affect  ordinarily  only  the  smallest  fraction  of  a  vote:  it 
would  not  be  worth  while  to  attempt  a  fraud  for  such  Insignificant  re- 
sults. 

As  to  the  objection  that  a  small  number  of  people  in  Rhode  Island 
or  Delaware  would  have,  under  the  plan  of  the  committee,  more  rela- 
tive power  than  a  large  number  in  New  York  or  Pennsylvania,  be- 
cause small  and  large  States  have  alike  two  votes,  the  answer  is,  that 
the  proposed  plan  gives  the  States  the  same  number  of  electoral  votes 
that  they  now  have.  The  large  States  will  always  have  their  just  pre- 
ponderance of  electoral  votes,  founded  on  population.  The  only  effect 
of  the  proposed  plan  on  the  large  States  is,  that  it  divides  their  vote 
and  destroys  the  results  of  their  general-ticket  system,  a  system  con, 
trived  by  Massachusetts  and  Virginia,  when  they  were  the  largest  States- 
for  the  purpose  perhaps,  and  certainly  with  the  effect,  of  consolidatsDg 
and  giving  weight  to  their  vote,  an  operation  not  originally  intended  and 
not  foreseen,  and  in  its  consequences  absolutely  inequitable  and  unjust 
One  great  result  of  the  proposed  plan  would  be  to  restore  the  equality 
of  the  people  of  the  States  to  the  condition  in  which  the  framers  of  the 
Constitution  thought  they  had  left  it. 

But,  further,  one  of  the  recognized  evils  of  popular  institutions  is  ex- 
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cessive  party  spirit.  This  spirit  is  necessarily  fostered  where  party 
advantage  is  to  be  gained  by  it.  Under  the  present  system  a  bare  ma- 
jority of  the  popolar  vote  of  a  State  enables  a  party  to  capture  the  entire 
electoral  vote,  and  thns  a  premium  is  offered  for  concentration  of  party 
machinery  and  corrupting  agencies  in  all  the  doubtful  States.  Such  has 
been  the  practical  working  of  the  system.  The  entire  contest  is  con- 
fined to  a  few  States ;  the  rest  of  the  States  are  regarded  as  sure.  In 
the  last  Presidential  election,  Indiana,  Connecticut,  California,  Oregon, 
Colorado,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  and  Louisiana  were  notably  the  battle- 
grounds. Under  the  plan  proposed  there  will  no  longer  be  any  ^'  doubt- 
ful States  "  in  the  sense  in  which  they  now  exist ;  it  will  be  as  important 
to  increase  the  vote  of  the  party  in  one  State  as  in  another;  the  contest 
will  be  extended  over  the  whole  country,  and  the  result  will  be  to  di- 
minish, if  not  to  wholly  eradicate,  the  evils  under  consideration.  Cor- 
rupting influences  cannot  be  successfully  employed  over  so  wide  a  field ; 
besides,  a  mere  increase  of  the  popular  vote,  when  such  increase  will 
only  be  apportioned  in  accordance  with  its  amount,  and  will  not  in 
itself  be  decisive  of  the  whole  electoral  vote  of  the  State,  can  have  but 
the  slightest  influence  on  the  general  result. 

The  ratio  of  the  popular  vote  to  an  electoral  vote  at  the  last  Presidential 
election  ranged  in  the  different  States  from  six  thousand  up  to  twenty- 
nine  thousand.  To  secure  a  single  additional  electoral  vote,  a  party 
would  be  compelled  to  increase  its  popular  vote  to  the  extent  of  such 
ratio  in  any  State ;  a  less  increase  would  give  a  proportionate  fraction 
of  an  electoral  vote.  So  great  a  change  of  popular  vote  being  required 
to  effect  so  slight  a  result  in  the  electoral  vote,  it  needs  no  argument  to 
demonstrate  that  the  temptation  to  fraud  is  almost  wholly  taken  away, 
and  its  discovery  made  certain,  if  attempted. 

The  people  have  been  educated  to  the  principle  that  the  greater  vote 
shall  control.  The  proposed  plan,  in  practice,  confirms  this  principle, 
and  the  aggregation  of  the  entire  electoral  vote  of  the  country  at  the 
seat  of  government  is  in  strict  analogy  with  the  method  of  determining 
the  result  of  elections  in  the  several  States  for  municipal  and  State  ofQ- 
cers.  For  municipal  and  county  ofQcials,  the  greater  vote  in  the  city  or 
county  controls ;  for  State  ofi&cials,  the  greater  vote  in  the  State  controls ; 
so  in  the  election  of  President,  by  the  plan  proposed,  the  greater  num- 
ber of  electoral  votes  controls.  The  States  send  up  their  electoral  votes 
for  each  candidate  for  President,  as  the  counties  send  up  their  popular 
vote  for  each  candidate  for  governor;  the  only  difference  being  that  which 
results  from  the  retention  of  the  theory  of  our  electoral  system,  whereby 
the  States  as  States  are  accorded  a  power  in  the  choice  of  two  electoral 
votes  each  over  and  above  that  which  their  popular  vote  would  enable 
them  to  have. 

As  to  the  apportionment  made  under  the  proposed  plan,  it  will  be 
seen  by  the  table  hereinafter  presented  that,  using  three  decimals  and 
no  more,  the  result  will  be  sufficiently  near  mathematical  exactness  for 
all  practical  purposes. 

The  whole  number  of  electoral  votes  was  369,  and  the  result  reached, 
368.947,  or  fifty-three  thousandths  of  an  electoral  vote  short  of  strict 
mathematical  accuracy.  This  inconsiderable  loss  in  the  whole  Union, 
when  distributed  among  thirty-eight  States,  is  substantially  nothing, 
and  cannot  well  be  considered  a  practicable  objection. 
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Under  the  proposed  plan,  if  a  contest  over  tbe  result  of  the  election 
in  any  State  arises,  it  is  remitted  for  determination,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  the  State  judiciary,  subject  ultimately  to  the  action  of  Congress  in  a 
specified  manner. 

In  conclusion,  the  ascertainment  and  declaration  of  the  result  by 
Congress  is  rendered  certain  in  all  cases,  and  it  is  believed  in  a  manner 
as  near  equitable  and  just  as  the  difficult  nature  of  the  subject  will 
permit. 


PROPOSED  AMENDMENT. 

Resolved  by  ihe  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled  (two-thirds  of  each  House  concurring 
therein)^  That  the  following  be  proposed  as  an  amendment  to  the  Con 
stitution  of  the  United  States:  which,  when  ratified  by  three-fourths  of 
the  legislatures  of  the  several  States,  shall  be  valid,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  as  part  of  the  said  Constitution,  to  wit : 

Article  XVI. 

The  President  and  Vice-President  of  the  United  States  shall  be  chosen 
by  the  people  of  the  several  States;  tbe  electors  in  each  State  shall  have 
the  qualifications  requisite  for  electors  of  the  most  numerous  branch  of 
the  State  legislature;  they  shall  vote  by  ballot  for  President  and  Vice- 
President  on  the  day  provided  by  law,  which  day  shall  be  fixed  by  Con- 
gress, and  be  the  same  throughout  the  United  States. 

Each  State  shall  be  entitled  to  a  number  of  electoral  votes  equal  to 
the  number  of  Senators  and  Bepresentatives  to  which  tbe  State  may  be 
entitled  in  the  Congress. 

Tbe  electoral  votes  and  fraction  thereof,  of  each  person  voted  for  as 
President  in  any  ^tate,  shall  be  ascertained  by  multiplying  his  entire 
popular  vote  therein  by  the  whole  number  of  the  electoral  votes  of  the 
State,  and  dividing  the  product  by  the  aggregate  popular  vote  of  the 
State  for  all  persons  voted  for  as  President ;  and  the  quotient  shall  be 
the  number  of  electoral  votes  and  fraction  thereof  to  which  such  person 
shall  be  entitled,  using  for  such  fraction  three  decimals  and  no  more. 

The  foregoing  provisions  shall  apply  to  the  election  of  Vice-Presi- 
dent ;  but  no  person  constitutionally  ineligible  to  the  office  of  Presi- 
dent shall  be  eligible  to  that  of  Vice-President  of  the  United  States. 

Within  ten  days  after  any  Presidential  election,  the  returning-officers 
of  elections  in  each  State,  in  accordance  with  the  laws  thereof,  shall 
make  proper  returns  in  duplicate  of  the  votes  cast  for  President  and 
Vice-President,  and  shall  transmit  the  same,  under  seal,  to  the  secretary 
of  state,  or  otber  officer  lawfully  performing  the  duties  of  such  secre- 
tary, one  of  them  by  mail  and  the  other  by  special  messenger,  and  the 
said  returns  shall  be  publicly  opened  by  said  secretary  or  other  officer 
in  the  presence  of  the  chief  executive  magistrate  of  the  State  and  the 
State  auditor  or  comptroller ;  but  if  either  of  said  officers  fail  to  act,  the 
attorney-general  of  the  State  shall  act  in  his  stead ;  and  said  officers  by 
and  before  whom  said  returns  are  opened  shall  ascertain  the  popular 
vote  and  forthwith  make  apportionment  of  the  electoral  vote  as  herein- 
before provided,  and  shall  thereupon  make  three  distinct  lists  of  all  per- 
sons voted  for  as  President  and  Vice-President,  comprising  the  popular 
vote  by  counties,  parishes,  or  otber  principal  divisions  of  the  State,  and 
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their  apportionment  aforesaid,  which  lists  they  shall  si|^  and  certify, 
and  shall  transmit  two  of  them,  sealed,  to  the  seat  of  government  of  the 
United  States,  one  directed  to  the  President  of  the  Senate,  the  other  to 
the  Speaker  of  tbe  House  of  Kepresentatives ;  the  third  list  shall  he 
filed  and  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  said  secretary  of  state.  Said  ap- 
portionment shall  be  made  on  a  day  fixed  by  Congress,  and  be  the  same 
thronghont  the  United  States. 

If  there  shall  be  a  contest  in  any  State  as  to  the  election  of  President 
or  Vice-President,  the  same  may  be  passed  upon  by  its  highest  judicial 
tribunal,  in  accordance  with  its  laws ;  the  decision  thereof  shall  be  by 
it  certified  and  transmitted,  sealed,  to  the  seat  of  government  of  the 
United  States,  directed  to  the  President  of  the  Senate.  The  President 
of  tbe  Senate  shall,  in  the  presence  of  both  houses  of  Congress,  assem- 
bled for  tbat  purpose  in  the  Hall  of  the  House  of  Bepreseotatives,  open 
all  tbe  certificates :  the  electoral  votes  shall  then  be  counted  by  the  two 
houses,  as  certified,  unless  rejected  by  both  houses ;  but  if  there  be  a 
certificate  of  decision  by  the  highest  judicial  tribunal  of  any  State  upon 
a  contested  election  therein,  the  electoral  votes  of  such  State  shall  be 
counted  in  accordance  with  such  decision,  unless  the  same  be  overruled 
by  both  bouses;  but  if  there  be  no  such  certificate  of  decision,  the  con- 
tested votes  from  any  State  shall  not  be  counted  unless  both  houses 
concur  therein.  If  there  be  more  than  one  certificate  of  electoral 
votes  from  any  State,  and  no  such  judicial  decision  as  aforesaid,  or  if 
there  be  more  than  one  such  decision  from  any  State,  in  either  case  that 
certificate  of  electoral  votes  which  shall  be  held  by  both  booses  to  be 
made  by  tbe  rightful  authority,  and  that  judicial  decision  which  shall  be 
held  in  like  manner  to  be  made  by  tbe  rightful  tribunal,  shall  be  concla- 
sive,  and  tbe  votes  be  counted  accordingly,  unless  rejected  by  both 
houses. 

Tbe  person  having  the  highest  number  of  electoral  votes  for  President 
shall  be  the  President ;  but  if  two  or  more  persons  have  an  equal  and 
the  highest  number  of  such  votes,  then  from  such  persons  the  House  of 
Representatives  shall  choose  immediately  the  President.  Bat  in  choos- 
ing the  President  the  votes  shall  be  taken  by  States,  the  representation 
from  each  State  having  one  vote.  A  quorum  for  this  purpose  shall  con- 
sist of  a  member  or  members  from  two-thirds  of  the  States,  and  a  ma- 
jority of  all  the  States  shall  be  necessary  to  a  choice.  And  if  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives  shall  not  choose  a  President,  whenever  tbe  right  of 
choice  shall  devolve  upon  them,  before  the  4th  day  of  Mai:ch  next  foJ- 
lowing,  then  the  Vice-President  shall  act  as  President,  as  in  the  case  of 
tbe  death  or  other  constitutional  disability  of  the  President. 

Tbe  person  having  the  highest  number  of  electoral  votes  as  Vice-Presi- 
dent shall  be  Vice-President ;  but  if  two  or  more  persons  have  an  equal 
and  tbe  highest  number  of  such  votes,  then  from  such  persons  the  Sen- 
ate shall  choose  the  Vice-President.  A  quorum  for  the  purpose  shall 
consist  of  two-thirds  of  tbe  whole  number  of  Senators,  and  a  majority  of 
tbe  whole  number  shall  be  necessary  to  a  choice. 


VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 


Mr.  Herbert,  from  the  Select  Committee  on  the  State  of  the  Law 
respectiug  Ascertainment  and  Declaration  of  Besalt  of  Election  of 
President  and  VicePresidenti  submitted  the  following  as  the 

VIEWS  OF  CERTAIN  MEMBERS  OF  THE  MINORITY: 

[To  accompany  joint  resolution  H.  Res.  183.] 

The  undersigned  beg  leave  to  dissent  from  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
majority,  and  assign  the  following  reasons: 

The  plan  proposes  in  brief  to  allow  to  each  State  a  number  of  electoral 
votes  equal  to  the  number  of  its  Senators  and  Representatives  in  Con- 
gress, but  to  pro-rate  these  votes  among  candidates  according  to  the 
popular  vote. 

Each  candidate  for  President  and  Vice-President  is  to  have  allotted 
to  him  his  aliquot  proportion  of  the  electoral  vote  of  every  State  in 
which  he  is  voted  for.  These,  when  counted  and  ascertained,  must  be 
forwarded  to  Washington,  and  the  candidates  having  here  a  plurality 
of  the  electoral  votes  shall  be  declared  elected  as  President  and  Vice- 
President. 

The  majority  in  their  report  start  out  with  the  sweeping  assertions  that 
our  present  electoral  system  has  utterly  failed;  that  its  operation  is 
inequitaMe;  that  it  is  ^^ aristocratic  in  its  nature;  and  teas  founded  in 
distrust  of  the  people.'"  And  they  also  object  because  it  is  a  ^^  check  upon 
the  popular  will.'' 

These  are  bold  objections,  and  we  think  they  strike  at  the  founda- 
ions  on  which  rested  the  right  of  local  self-government  in  America,  as 
does  the  amendment  they  are  intended  to  support.  A  plan  requiring 
such  arguments  to  sustain  it  cannot  be  scrutinized  too  closely. 

We,  therefore,  propose  to  examine  somewhat  in  detail  the  arguments  by 
which  these  propositions  are  supported,  and  we.  are  not  without  the  hope 
that  a  discussion  of  these  questions,  and  especially  a  recurrence  by  the 
public,  in  this  day  of  centralization,  to  the  principles  on  which  our  gov- 
ernment is  really  founded,  may  result  in  good. 

We  will  not  controvert  the  proposition  of  the  majority,  that  the  framers 
intended  the  electors  to  be  an  independent  and  unpledged  body,  and 
that  the  people  have  wisely,  in  practice,  elected  men  pledged  to  carry  out 
their  will.  This  settled  practice  ought  to  commend  itself  to  the  majority, 
because  it  certainly  has  removed  whatever  force  there  might  once  have 
been  in  the  objection  that  the  system  was  aristocratic. 

And  we  cannot  see  anything  aristocratic  in  the  Constitution.  It 
was  framed  by  men  who  had  pledged  their  lives,  their  fortunes,  and 
their  sacred  honor  to  secure  the  right  of  self-government,  who  had  made 
good  their  pledges  by  their  swords ;  and  it  declares  that  the  United 
States  shall  never  grant  any  title  of  nobility,  and,  further,  that  no  State 
shall  ever  grant  any  title  of  nobility. 
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If  it  be  aristocratic  to  acknowlodg;e,  as  sacred  above  all  other  things, 
the  right  of  each  community  to  regulate  and  govern  itself,  as  far  as  may 
be  consistent  with  the  rights  of  the  general  government^  instituted  for 
common  protection,  then  the  government  they  framed  is  aristocratic. 
Otherwise,  not. 

But  this  is  not  all  of  the  electoral  system.  The  Constitution  provides, 
Article  II,  section  1,  ^^Each  State  shall  appoint,  in  such  manner  as  the 
legislature  thereof  may  direct,  a  number  of  electors  equal  to  the  whole 
number  of  Senators  and  Representatives  to  which  the  State  may  be  en- 
titled in  Congress,"  and  in  this  respect  the  amendment,  Article  XII,  did 
not  change  it. 

By  this  article  a  system  was  established  whereby  it  was  proposed  to 
rieach,  not  the  will  of  the  people  of  the  whole  of  the  United  States  con- 
sidered as  one  people,  merged  into  one  nation,  but  the  will  of  the  States, 
expressed  in  such  manner  as  through  their  several  legislatures  they 
might  direct.  This  plan  was  never  designed  as  a  means  of  arriving  at 
the  aggregate  voice  of  all  the  people  of  the  United  States.  Yet  the 
majority  have  industriously  hunted  up  evidence  to  show  that  it  has 
not  accomplished  a  result  it  was  never  intended  to  reach,  and  have  com- 
piled the  following  table,  showing  the  percentage  of  popular  and  elect- 
oral votes  received  by  various  candidates : 


CandidatM. 


Jackson 
Clay.... 


1833. 


HarriAon... 
Van  Bai'^n . 


1840. 


Polk- 
Clay... 
Birney. 


1844. 


Taylor 


1843. 


Pierce 
Scott . 


1850. 


Buchanan. 
Fremont . . 
Fillmore.. 


1856. 


Lincoln 

Donelaa 

Breokenridge 


1860. 


Lincoln  ... 
McClellan 


Grant 

Seymour 


Grant... 
Greeley. 


Hayes 
TUiien 


Adams.. 
Jnckton. 


1864. 


1868. 


18T2. 


1876. 


163?. 


Popnlar 
vote. 

Electoral 
vote. 

Per  cent. 
54 
43 

Per  cent 
16 
17 

53 
46 

79 
90 

49 

48 

9 

56 

3c$ 

47 

56 

50 
44 

85 
14 

45 
33 
SI 

56 
38 

9 

39 
89 
18 

59 

9 
93 

55 
44 

90 
9 

53 
47 

79 
87 

55 
43 

81 
18 

48 
51 

50 
40 

44 

55 

31 
68 
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And  tbey  conclnde  the  arganient  furnished  by  this  table  with  this 
remark :  ^^  It  is  difficult  to  defend  a  system  which  has  produced  such 
unreasonable  results  in  nearly  every  election  in  the  last  fifty  years." 

The  inequalities  thus  shown  are  calculated  to  strike  the  public  mind, 
but  only,  we  think,  on  the  false  assumption  that  our  government  was 
intended  to  represent  the  will  of  the  majority  of  the  whole  people  of 
the  United  States.  The  majority  of  the  committee  must  have  quietly 
assumed  that  this  is  the  American  notion  of  government,  with  which 
the  plan  of  the  Constitution  is  sometimes  said  in  these  latter  days  to 
''  have  nothing  in  common."  If  this  be  so,  let  us  glance  only  for  a 
moment  at  other  provisions  of  the  Constitution,  and  see  how  the  present 
American  notions  of  government  square  with  the  real  American  system. 

The  majority  assert  and  prove  that  the  electoral  system  has  not 
always  resulted  in  expressing  the  will  of  the  majority  of  the  whole 
people.  If  we  once  admit  this  to  be  good  reason  for  a  change,  we  must 
for  the  same  reason  destroy  the  whole  Constitution,  tear  down  the  whole 
fabric,  stamp  it  under  foot,  and  build  anew. 

It  is  certainly  of  as  much  importance  to  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  these  United  States  that  they  should,  considered  as  a  whole  people, 
make  their  own  laws,  as  that  they  should  elect  their  own  President. 
And  here  we  will  follow  the  mode  of  reasoning  adopted  by  the  majority. 
We  take,  for  illustration,  the  vote  of  the  last  Presidential  election,  setting 
out,  in  full,  the  total  vote  of  each  State,  except  Colorado,  which  elected 
by  its  legislature.  If  the  vote  of  Colorado  were  included,  it  being  a 
very  small  State,  the  illustration  would  be  still  more  striking. 

Presidential  election^  1876. 

Delaware,  total  vote  .^ 24, 13!) 

Florida,  total  vote  47,79*4 

Arkansas,  total  vote 97,029 

Connecticot,  total  vote 121,742 

Nebraska,  total  vote 51,790 

Nevada,  total  vote 19,691 

New  Hampshire,  total  vote 80,124 

Oregon,  total  vote 29,865 

Rhode  Island,  total  vote 26,567 

Vermont,  total  vote 64,346 

Maine,  total  vote 116,786 

Minnesota,  total  vote « 124,072 

Looisiana,  total  vote 159,349 

California,  total  vote 154,503 

Mississippi,  total  vote 164,778 

West  Virginia,  total  vote 100,526 

Alabama,  total  vote 170,232 

Maryland,  total  vote 163,794 

Kansas,  total  vote 124,000 

Totan9  States 1,841,119 

The  total  vote  of  all  the  States  was  (Colorado  not  counted)  8,405^787 
Now,  by  the  Constitution,  no  bill  can  become  a  law  without  the  approval 
of  both  houses,  including  the  Senate.  These  nineteen  States  furnish 
just  half  of  the  United  States  Senators.  By  uniting  they  can  defeat 
the  passage  of  any  bill  whatever.  These  thirty-eight  Senators  might 
be  chosen  by  legislatures  elected  by  a  little  over  half  the  votes  in  each 
of  the  nineteen  States  above  enumerated,  say,  by  920,588  votes.  Here, 
then,  we  have  the  Senators  elected  by  less  than  one  million  voters  able 
to  check  the  will  of  nearly  seven  millions  and  a  half  of  the  voters  of  the 
United  States. 

According  to  the  reasoning  of  the  majority  ^^  no  one  can  defend  a  Con. 

H.  Kep.  819 2 
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stitution  which  produces  such  uu reasonable  resalts,"  and  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  must  be  abolished. 

Again,  it  is  undoubtedly  still  more  important  that  the  majority  of  the 
-whole  people  of  the  United  States  should  have  the  right  to  declare  what 
their  Constitution  shall  be  than  that  it  should  have  the  right  to  say  who 
shall  be  President.  Yet,  by  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution,  if  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  majority  of  the  committee  shall  not  receive 
the  assent  of  three-fourths  of  the  States  it  cannot  be  adopted.  Say  that 
Delaware,  Florida,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  Oregon,  Bhode  Island,  and  Vermont  shall  reject  it.  These 
ten  constitute  more  than  one-fourth  the  whole  number  of  States.  The 
aggregate  last  vote  of  all  these  States  was  564,450.  Supposing  the  leg- 
islatures of  these  States  to  be  elected  by  a  bare  majority  in  each  State, 
and  we  have  the  legislatures  elected  by  282,230  votes  successfully  re- 
sisting a  Constitutional  amendment,  though  8,123,559  voters  might  de- 
sire it. 

According  to  the  reasoning  of  the  report  of  the  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee no  one  can  defend  a  provision  that  produces  such  unreason- 
able results,  and  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  or  at  least  that 
part  of  it,  must  be  abolished,  so  that  majorities  may  do  what  they  thiuk 
"fair  and  equitable." 

Eeducing  to  a  percentage  the  above  calculation,  we  find  it  possible 
for  less  than  13  per  cent,  of  the  voters  in  the  United  States  to  prevent 
the  passage  of  a  law  through  the  Senate  that  may  be  desired  by  87  per 
cent,  of  those  voters,  and  that  less  than  3^  per  cent,  can  defeat  a  Con- 
stitutional amendment  desired  by  more  than  96  per  cent.  Certainly  the 
argument  drawn  from  inequality  and  unfairness  in  our  system  should 
be  directed  first  to  those  parts  of  the  plan  where  the  greatest  unfairness 
and  inequality  exists.  When  these  two  unfair  and  inequitable  pro- 
visions and  other  like  checks  on  the  popular  will,  certainly  much  more 
^* unfair"  and  ''inequitable"  than  the  mode  of  electing  the  President, 
are  out  of  the  way  there  will  be  no  obstacle  to  the  will  of  a  majority, 
which  latterly  is  so  much  more  sacred  than  the  right  of  local  self-gov 
emment,  and  we  may  then  in  a  decade  enjoy  the  luxury  of  as  many 
difterent  kinds  of  government  as  our  neighbors  do  in  Mexico. 

Before  we  can  understand  or  properly  discuss  the  merits  of  our  elec- 
toral system,  we  must  break  away  from  and  utterly  discard  this  idea, 
that  it  was  ever  intended  thereby  to  arrive  at  the  will  of  a  majority  of 
the  whole  people  of  the  United  States,  considered  as  a  nation.  To  do 
this  we  have  only  to  glance  at  the  history  of  the  formation  of  the  Con- 
stitution. In  the  convention  which  met  at  Philadelphia,  each  of  the 
States  was  sovereign.  Not  to  go  back  farther,  they  had  certainly  been 
so  for  ten  years,  and  in  that  convention  each  cast,  on  every  question, 
just  one  vote,  and  no  more— Delaware  being  equal  to  Virginia.  When 
framed,  the  Constitution  was  submitted  to  each  State  separately,  and 
was  binding  only  on  such  as  voluntarily  ratified  it.  It  was  made  by 
States,  ratified  by  States,  and  can  be  amended  only  by  States.  Thus 
the  foundation  of  the  frabric  was  laid  on  the  principle  of  a  federation 
between  equal  States.  But  in  the  frame-work  of  the  government,  it 
became  necessary  to  combine  federal  and  national  features. 

That  in  some  respects  the  United  States  constitute  a  nation  cannot  be 
denied.  Viewed  in  our  relation  to  foreign  governments  we  are  a  nation. 
The  power  to  pass  bankrupt  laws,  bringing  them  to  bear  directly  on  the 
people,  is  national.  But  in  many  respects  the  government  is  f^erative, 
acting  by  and  upon  States.  The  present  mode  of  electing  the  President 
is  clearly  a  federative  feature,  States  feting  in  it  as  such,  and  we  think 
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the  plan  approved  by  the  committee  would,  in  that  farther  respect, 
nationalize  the  government.  Bo  the  framers  thought.  When  the  plan 
was  proposed  in  convention  it  obtained  the  sanction  of  bat  two  States. 
Time  and  again  it  was  voted  down,  not  because,  as  the  majority  of  the 
committee  maintain,  our  ancestors  were  '' afraid  to  trust  the  people, 
but  because  as  to  that  feature,  as  Mr.  Curtis  says,  in  his  History  of  the 
Constitution,  vol.  II,  p.  388,  '*  it  would  have  given  to  the  government 
a  character  of  complete  consolidation,''  *  *  and  'Hhe  States,  as  sov- 
ereignties, would  have  been  excluded  from  representation  in  this  de- 
partment." We  have  looked  carefully  into  the  debates  in  the  convention 
to  find  the  origin  of  this  idea,  that  the  fathers  were  afraid  to  trust  the 
people.  Here  and  there  the  suggestion  was  made,  by  one  or  two  mem- 
bers, that  the  people  might  not  be  sufficiently  acquainted  with  candidates, 
or  might  be  de-  ceived  as  to  their  characters,  but  it  is  absolutely  incon- 
ceivable that  all  of  those  men  who  had  given  birth  to  the  Declaration 
of  Independence,  and  who  were  then  engaged  in  framing  a  constitution 
which  guaranteed  republican  government  to  each  State,  were  afraid  to 
trust  the  people.  With  all  due  deference,  the  charge  is  a  libel.  What 
the  fathers  feared  was  consolidation,  which  would  defeat  the  right  of  local 
self-government 

The  majority  of  the  committee  say  the  clause  we  are  discussing 
was  a  compromise.  So  was  the  whole  Constitution.  The  larger  States, 
for  instance,  wanted  proportionate  representation  in  the  Senate  also; 
the  smaller  States  said  no.  Sooner  than  yield  that  they  would  seek  a 
foreign  alliance.  Thus,  at  every  stage,  we  find  checks  provided  to  guard 
the  rights  of  the  States. 

If  we  look  to  the  time  when  the  provision  we  are  discussing  was 
agreed  upon  in  convention,  the  reasons  for  its  adoption  become  plain. 
The  mode  of  electing  the  Chief  Executive  had  been  the  most  difficult 
problem  to  settle.  Plan  after  plan  had  been  proposed,  adopted,  recon- 
sidered, and  rejected.  At  last,  when  every  other  important  provision 
had  been  settled,  this  scheme  was  proposed.  It  met  with  approval  at 
once,  and  was  adopted  within  forty-eight  hours  of  the  final  adjournment. 
The  reason  was  that  it  harmonized  with  the  system  already  devised.  It 
gave  the  several  States  electors  in  exact  proportion  to  their  representa- 
tion in  the  two  branches  of  Congress.  It  is  true  the  larger  States  by 
this  plan  had  more  electors,  but  this  was  in  part  compensated  by  the 
fact  that  each  as  a  State  was  to  select  its  electors  in  such  manner  as  it 
might  please  by  its  legislature  to  direct,  preserving  in  that  regard  its 
entity  as  a  sovereign  State. 

The  majority  of  the  committee  contend  that  their  plan  does  not 
infringe  upon  the  rights  of  the  States,  because  it  leaves  to  the  people 
of  each  State  the  number  of  electors  the  State  was  before  entitled 
to.  To  us  it  appears  that  this  is  a  confusion  of  ideas  resulting 
from  a  failure  to  consider  what  constitutes  a  State.  Territory  does  not 
constitute  a  State.  Virginia  ceded  the  Northwest  Territory  upon 
which  several  States  have  been  erected,  each  entitled  to  cast  its  elec- 
toral votes  without  reference  to  the  votes  of  Virginia.  Nor  do  the 
people  of  a  State  constitute  the  State.  Virginia  has  been  divided. 
The  same  people  and  the  same  territory  that  once  constituted  one 
State  now  constitute  two,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia.  A  State  is  an 
organized  political  community,  speaking  through  its  duly  commissioned 
authorities — an  entity,  speaking  one  voice  for  its  whole  people.  Web- 
ster defines  it  "  arpolilical  body."  Under  the  present  system  each  polit- 
ical body,  each  State,  has  the  right  to  speak  for  all  its  people.  The  pro- 
posed plan  takes  away  from  these  political  bodies  the  right  to  speak, 
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each  for  all  its  people,  and  permits  minorities  to  si)eak  to  the  whole 
United  States,  to  have  their  voice  heard  here  in  the  aggregate  resalt ; 
to  become^  in  effect,  voters  of  the  United  States  instead  of  voters  of  the 
States.  The  right  to  speak  by  a  majority,  when  its  fundamental  laws 
permit,  is  a  right  inherent  in  every  repablic.  This  plan  takes  away  from 
these  republics,  the  States,  this  right  to  speak  hy  their  majorities^  and  con- 
fers npon  the  United  States  the  right  to  say  by  a  majority  of  the  whole  who 
shall  be  Presidentand  Vice-President.  Why  should  the  right  of  a  majority 
in  a  State  not  be  as  sacred  as  the  right  of  the  majority  of  the  whole 
United  States;  why  rob  the  States  of  this  right  and  confer  it  upon  the 
general  govemmentt  Is  it  not  too  clear  that  this  is  simply  another 
step  toward  consolidating  the  States  out  of  sight  in  oar  system! 

The  States  can  now,  if  they  see  proper,  provide  for  the  appointment 
of  electors  by  their  legislatures,  as  did  Colorado  in  the  last  election,  or 
they  can,  if  they  wish,  give  to  the  minority  representation  in  the  elec- 
toral college ;  but  the  proposed  plan  takes  away  from  them  all  power  in 
the  premises. 

When  the  plan  of  the  committee  shall  have  been  adopted,  and 
those  who  are  now  voters  of  the  States  shall  have  become  voters  of  the 
United  States,  the  next  step  will  be  to  demand  that  the  United  States 
shall  fix  the  qualifications  of  voters  and  regulate  the  election  in  all  re- 
spects; for  it  is  easy  to  show  that  it  is  unfair  that  States  should  inter- 
meddle with  afifairs  that  do  not  concern  them,  but  only  the  United 
States. 

Another  next  step  will  be  to  amend  the  plan  of  the  committee  by 
striking  out  the  inequalities  it  still  keeps  up.  Allowing  say  Delaware 
two  electoral  votes  to  represent  its  Senators,  each  voter's  ballot  there 
is  equal  under  their  plan  to  at  least  four  ballots  in  Kew  York,  where 
all  the  voters  of  that  State  are  only  allowed  the  same  number  to  repre- 
sent their  Senators.  In  truth,  if  we  must  amend  our  Constitution  wher- 
ever it  checks  the  popular  will,  then  we  destroy  the  whole  system. 

Another  objection  urged  is  that  elections  now  generally  turn  on  two 
or  three  pivotal  States,  such  as  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  New  York;  and 
it  is  argued  that  the  proposed  plan  will  distribute  the  contest  along 
the  whole  line,  and  thus  lessen  the  excitement  and  decrease  the  oppor- 
tunities for  corruption.  This,  at  fifst  glance,  seems  plausible,  bat 
would  the  expected  results  follow  t  .  In  the  close  States  nearly  every 
voter  now  feels,  during  the  canvass,  ithat  much  depends  upon  his  own 
individual  efforts.  Hence,  Indiana,  in  1876,  blazed  like  a  bonfire  from 
one  end  to  the  other.  Other  States,  as  Georgia  and  Vermont,  pasmd 
through  the  election  quietly,  because  it  was  known  that  the  overwhelm- 
ing majority  of  Democrats  in  the  one,  and  Kepublicans  in  the  other,  would 
speak  the  voice  of  the  State.  Indiana  was  excited  precisely  because 
each  vote  was  considered  important.  The  plan  of  the  committee, 
giving  importance  to  the  ballot  of  every  voter  in  the  Union,  making 
every  one  of  eight  millions  and  a  half  of  voters  feel  that  the  result  might 
depend  upon  him,  would  set  fire  to  every  atate  in  the  Union  at  once. 
The  people  in  every  State  would  feel  as  the^^Mt  in  Indiana  in  1876,  and 
as  the  telegraph  flashed  from  State  to  State  the  hopes,  the  fears,  and 
the  efforts  of  contending  factions,  the  wildest  excitement  would  prevail, 
aggravated  and  intensified  by  the  very  vastness  of  the  theater  of  the 
struggle.  The  same  reasoning  shows  that  frauds  would  be  perpetrated 
in  States  where  it  is  now  useless  to  attempt  them. 

It  may  be  admitted  that,  as  the  report  says,  the  adoption  of  the  sys- 
tem recommended,  especially  with  the  plurality  principle,  would  lessen 
the  chances  of  an  election  by  the  House,  but  the  adoption  of  the  pla* 
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rality  principle  in  the  electoral  system  as  now  existing,  if  that  were 
what  was  aimed  at,  woald  tend  to  the  same  resnlt. 

Again,  it  is  said  that  under  the  proposed  plan  there  would  scarcely 
ever  be  a  contested  Presidential  election.  Is  not  this  hope  illusory  ? 
Look  back  at  the  last  election.  There  was  a  contest  over  the  votes  of 
four  States.  In  one  of  them — Louisiana — there  were  more  than  8,000 
votes  as  a  margin  for  the  contest.  Thirty-eight  times  that  sum  make 
284,000  votes.  In  the  present  condition  of  parties,  and  in  fact  always, 
we  may  well  apprehend  that  the  candidates  might  not  be  separated  by 
so  wide  a  margin,  and  it  is  reasonably  certain  that  if  a  contest  under 
the  proposed  plan  ever  should  arise  it  would  be  extended  to  every  Slate 
in  the  Union,  parties  hoping  to  gain  in  one  State  fractions  they  might 
lose  in  another. 

But  it  will  be  said  the  condition  of  affairs  in  Louisiana  at  that  time 
was  abnormal,  and  is  not  likely  to  arise  again.  The  reply  is,  we 
think,  obvious  and  conclusive.  This  proposed  plan  would  invite  and 
provoke  in  all  cases,  where  there  was  an  appn)ximation  to  a  close 
election,  contests  as  to  the  electoral  votes  of  all  the  Southern  States, 
upon  precisely  the  grounds  of  the  Louisiana  contest — intimidation.  Even 
Into  the  great  States  of  Virginia  and  Kentucky  partisans  would  be 
tempted  to  go  and  say,  <^  Here  we  should  have  had  thousands  of  votes 
more  for  this  candidate  or  that,  but  for  the  fact  of  intimidation."  Will 
these  States,  will  any  of  the  Southern  States,  open  their  doors,  by 
ratifying  this  amendment,  and  invite  Federal  power  and  national 
partisans  to  come  in  and  stir  up  strife  among  their  citizens  where  all 
now  is  peace  and  quiet  t  Ought  any  of  the  States  of  this  Union  to 
desire  to  extend  the  field  of  conflict  upon  such  issues t 

All  these  considerations  are  proofs  of  the  wisdom  of  that  system  of 
checks  and  balances  devised  by  the  fathers,  whereby  it  was  intended  to 
secure  peace,  harmony,  liberty,  and  happiness  to  the  people  of  each 
separate  State  or  community. 

It  is  precisely  on  such  grounds  that  propositions  similar  to  this,  which 
have  been  so  frequently  made,  have  been  so  often  voted  down  in  Con- 
gress. Arguments  similar  to  the  able  argument  of  the  majority  have 
been  often  made  and  urged  with  great  force  and  power.  Mr.  Ben- 
ton, whose  eyes  were  for  thirty  years  on  the  Presidency,  made  such 
propositions  frequently,  and  the  majority  of  the  committee  think 
there  was  no  sufficient  answer  to  the  argument  he  made  in  1824.  The 
answer  was  then,  as  it  was  afterward  in  December,  1825,  in  January, 
1835,  and  in  June,  1844,  when  he  again  and  again  pressed  his  proposi- 
tion ;  a  refusal  to  adopt  it ;  and  such,  we  believe,  will  be  the  answer  to 
the  same  proposition  now.  But  the  debates  in  Congress  furnish  many 
an  answer,  and  none  more  conclusive  than  the  argument  of  Mr.  Everett, 
of  Massachusetts,  made  in  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  in  March,  1826. 
He  then  said : 

This  propoeition  is  at  war  with  the  substaDtial  principles  of  all  our  institutioos; 
with  that  principle  which  lies  at  the  basis  of  our  entire  repablic,  to  throw  back  on  the 
States  as  mach  of  the  detail  of  the  system  as  possible. 

And  further  he  said — and  we  desire  to  call  attention  to  his  words,  for 
he  was  not  what  has  been  called  an  ultraist  in  the  advocacy  of  the 
rights  of  the  States : 

I  repeat,  sir,  that  it  is  the  life  and  sonl  of  this  goYemment  to  exercise  no  more  power 
than  is  absolutely  necessary,  and  to  leave  as  much  as  possible  to  the  discretion  of  the 
States.    It  is  for  want  of  some  such  adjustment  as  this  that  all  the  governments  that 
have  ever  been  established  over  widely-extended  regions  have  fallen  to  pieces.    Sir,  I. 
am  willing  to  retract  what  I  said ;  I  am  ready  to  think  that  in  this  respect  this  Con- 


22  ELECTION   OF   PRESIDENT   AND   VICE-PKESIDENT. 

fititatioD  is  perfect.  When  I  oonsider  this  partition  of  powers,  when  I  see  how  the 
separate  States  are  relieved  from  all  perplexity  of  foreign  relations,  and  how  the  gen- 
eral government  is  relieved  from  all  odium  of  local  administration,  I  am  ready  to  pro- 
noance  it,  in  this  part,  a  perfect  system.  I  apprehend  there  are  no  limits  to  the  pos. 
sible  extension  of  this  government  in  this  respect.  I  believe  it  might  g|0  into  harmo- 
nious operation  from  Labrador  to  Cape  Horn  as  easily  as  it  does  from  Maine  to  Floridt. 
I  mean  as  far  as  this  part  of  the  system  is  concerned.  I  think  this  is  a  part  of  the  tyi- 
tem  which  of  all  others  ought  to  he  treated  sacredly. 

This  is  the  manner  in  which  a  system  was  spoken  of  half  a  century 
ago,  which  is  now  said  to  be  so  peculiarly  inequitable. 

When  such  an  argument  as  that  submitted  by  the  majority  is  made 
by  a  committee  of  this  Congress,  composed  of  represeotaUves  of  boUi 
great  political  parties,  it  indicates  that  we  have  indeed  drifted  far,  very 
far,  from  that  haven  wherein  our  fathers  thought  they  had  securely 
anchored  American  liberty ;  and  the  grave  question  confronts  iis,  whether 
it  is  possible  to  get  back  again  the  American  mind  to  the  American  sys- 
tem, as  originally  established. 

We  believe  it  is.  We  have  faith  in  the  people,  in  their  love  of  liberty, 
and  in  their  capacity  to  see,  now  that  the  smoke  of  battle  has  cleared 
away,  that  liberty  cannot  be  safe  unless  the  right  of  local  8elf-govero* 
ment  be  jealously  guarded ;  for  the  right  of  local  self-government  is 
liberty  itself. 

We  know  that  some  of  our  profoundest  thinkers,  men  deeply  imbued 
with  love  of  that  system  so  admirably  described  by  Edward  Everett, 
have  despaired.  They  think  the  war  and  its  consequences  destroyed 
States'  rights.  But  we  trust  and  believe  they  are  mistaken.  It  did  de- 
stroy secession  ;  it  did  establish  the  perpetuity  of  the  Union — every  man 
knows  that — the  constitutions  of  the  Southern  States  now  declare  it; 
public  opinion  in  the  South  and  everywhere  declares  it,  and  there  is  no 
danger  from  which  this  government  is  so  absolutely  safe  as  from  another 
attempt  at  secession. 

This  peril  overpast,  there  is  now  no  danger  in  States'  rights.  Men 
may  discuss  it  on  its  merits,  may  look  into  and  see  what  was  the  sys- 
tem of  our  fathers,  and,  if  it  be  wise  to  do  so,  may  set  aboat  returning 
to  it.  It  is  not  true  that  revolutions  never  go  backward,  and  that  gov- 
eruments  once  corrupted  never  become  pure.  The  government  of 
Great  Britain  a  century  ago  was  essentially  corrupt  in  almost  every 
department.  Bribery  was  common.  Lord  Chatham  began  the  work  of 
purification  by  refusing  a  corruption  fund  which  had  always  been  voted 
to  his  predecessors,  and  for  the  last  fifty  years  civil  service  in  England 
has  been  notably  pure. 

Much  has  been  done  in  this  country  in  the  past  few  years  toward  re- 
covering from  the  demoralization  consequent  upon  the  war ;  and  the 
patriot  who  believes  with  the  great  Webster,  that  ^'  limitation  of  gov- 
ernment is  the  liberty  of  the  citizen,"  has  marked  with  pleasure  the 
changes  the  people  in  many  of  the  States  have  recently  made  in  their  con 
stitutions.  In  nearly  every  State  in  which  there  have  been  recent  changes 
in  the  organic  law,  and  they  are  many,  the  people  have  placed  upon  their 
rulers  new  and  additional  limitations  and  restrictions.  They  reserve  to 
themselves  power  they  had  previously  intrusted  to  their  rulers — this  for 
the  preservation  of  liberty  and  property.  This  movement  may  now  well 
be  directed  toward  the  General  Government.  If  the  people  of  the  States 
have  wisely  seen,  as  they  have,  that  they  cannot  trust  their  home  rulers 
with  too  much  power,  they  may  well  be  jealous  of  the  power  over 
their  rights  and  liberties  wielded  here,  without  stint,  by  men  most  of 
whom  are  ignorant  of  the  wants  and  careless  of  the  wishes  of  localities 
other  than  their  own.    Mr.  Buckle,  one  of  the  foremost  men  of  this  age, 
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draws  an  iofitractive  parallel,  in  his  History  of  Civilization,  between  the 
progress  of  liberty  in  England  and  in  France.  He  reaches  the  conclu- 
sion that  liberty  has  notlonrished  in  France  because  the  Frenchman  is 
always  willing  to  sacricce  individual  liberty  to  the  glory  of  France,  and 
surrenders  everything  into  the  control  of  the  government;  whereas  tho 
Englishman  is  always  jealous  of  his  individual  liberty  and  resists  every 
encroachment  by  the  government  upon  it,  and  hence,  he  says,  come  the 
excellence  of  English  institutions  and  the  liberty  of  the  English  citizen. 
So  we,  in  America,  must  watch  our  rulers  and  not  intrust  them  with  too 
much  power  over  our  persons  and  property.  Ours  is  not  a  pure  democ- 
racy, such  as  existed  in  Athens  when  all  the  citizens  met  in  the  Agora 
to  make  laws.  This  is  impracticable  with  forty-two  millions  of  people. 
Here  the  people  and  the  States  elect  and  provide  for  the  appointment  of 
.  their  officers,  Federal  and  State,  and  should  jealously  limit  their  powers 
in  both  governments. 

It  is  true  that  the  late  war  gave  a  powerful  impetus  to  centralization ; 
so,  also,  did  the  steps  the  party  in  power  deemed  advisable  to  take  iu 
the  matter  of  reconstruction.  But  the  results  of  reconstruction,  even 
though  we  should  admit  every  step  taken  to  have  been  necessary,  fur- 
nish convincing  illustration  that  no  communities  or  States  can  prosper 
deprived  of  the  right  of  self-government.  All  parties  admit  that  the 
Southern  States  were  plundered  and  robbed  by  the  aliens  who  controlled 
them.  When  the  rulers  are  not  of  and  do  not  sympathize  with  those 
they  govern,  the  people  mourn. 

These  instructive  lessons,  we  do  not  believe,  will  be  lost  upon  the  lib- 
erty-loving, intelligent  American  people,  and  we  have  faith  to  believe 
that  the  recuperative  power  of  free  institutions  will  be  as  marked  in  the 
future  as  in  the  past  few  years,  and  that,  with  the  principle  firmly  set- 
tled that  this  union  of  States  is  indissoluble,  we  will  yet  preserve  the 
right  of  local  self-government,  not  only  by  maintaining  the  theory  of 
our  fathers,  but,  if  need  be,  by  further  limitations  placed  on  the  power 
of  this  government  to  prevent  robbery  of  the  people. 

Another  reason  for  halting  in  the  work  of  centralization  is  found  in 
the  vast  accumulation  of  business  in  Congress.  Eailroads  and  telegraphs 
'>are  channels  of  information,  but  they  do  not  remove  the  difficulty; 
they  do  not  increase  the  natural  capacity  of  the  human  mind ;  and,  with 
their  aid,  it  is  far  more  difficult  for  this  Congress  to  understand  the 
wants  of  forty-two  millions  of  people  in  thirty-eight  States  than  it  was 
for  the  first  Congress  to  make  laws  for  four  millions  in  thirteen  States. 

In  conclusion,  we  do  not  concur  with  the  msgority  that  there  is  any 
widespread  public  demand  for  such  a  plan  as  this,  or  for  any  measure 
that  would  tend  to  mar  the  theory  of  our  government,  obscure  its  ori- 
gin  and  purpose,  destroy  the  autonomy  of  the  States,  or  rob  them  of 
any  of  their  reserved  rights. 

But  the  people  do  expect  of  this  committee  some  measure  for  ascer- 
taining and  counting  the  votes.  It  was  for  want  of  that,  and  that  only, 
that  the  country  was  imperiled  in  1876.  For  that  there  is  a  demand,^ 
and  we  trust  the  committee  will,  in  that  respect,  answer  public  expecta- 
tion. 

H.  A.  HERBERT. 
JNO.  F.  HOUSE. 
EPPA  HUNTON. 

I  agree  with  the  majority  of  the  committee  that  we  should  dispense 
with  the  Presidential  electors,  and  allow  the  vote  to  be  cast  direct  by 
the  people,  but  believe  when  we  depart  from  the  principle  that  the  States 
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throagh  their  majoritieft  have  the  right  to  control  their  whole  vote  for 
President,  and  amend  the  Constitution  to  take  away  that  power,  we 
shonld  base  our  action  upon  the  true  republican  and  American  princi- 
ple that  the  vote  of  each  citizen,  in  whatever  part  of  the  republic,  should 
have  the  same  weight  and  force  in  the  choice  of  President  with  that  of 
any  other  citizen ;  and  the  person  receiving  a  majority  of  the  votes 
should  be  President. 

The  plan  of  the  majority  being  founded  on  neither  the  one  nor  the  other 
of  the  above  principles — neither  that  the  States  have  the  right  to  con- 
trol their  votes  for  President  as  the  majority  may  determine,  nor  that 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  voter  being  equal,  have  the  right 
to  make  the  selection  of  President,  as  the  m^ority  may  determine,  bat 
being,  in  ray  opinion,  a  cambersome  admixture  of  the  two  plans,  1  am 
constrained  to  dissent  from  the  report  of  the  majority. 

B.  S.  SAMPSON. 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
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FIELDING  HURST. 


May  22,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  John  T.  Harris,  from  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  3347.] 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom  was  referred  House  bill 
No.  3347,  beg  leave  to  report  back  the  same,  with  an  amendment,  and 
with  a  recommendation  that  it  do  pass.  And  the  said  committee,  for  a 
statement  of  the  facts  involved  in  this  case,  adopt,  as  their  report,  the 
following  letter  from  the  Hon.  Green  B.  Ranm,  Commissioner  of  Inter- 
nal Revenue,  in  the  following,  words  and  figures,  to  wit : 

Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  Internal  Revenue, 

WaehingUmf  May  9,  1878. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  yoar  letter  of  the  3d  instant,  relative  to  the  case  of  Fielding  Harst 
late  collector  of  internal  revenae  for  the  sixth  district  of  Tennessee,  for  whom  a  biU  of 
relief  has  been  introduced  in  the  Honse  of  Representatives,  and  asking  certain  informa- 
tion relative  theroto,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  Fielding  Harst  neld  the  office  of 
coUector  of  the  sixth  district  of  Tennessee  from  December  1,  1869,  to  Jane  15,  1871. 
His  district  was  composed  of  14  conntiee  sitnated  in  what  is  now  the  western  part  of 
Middle  Tennessee.  The  collections  in  said  district  dnring  the  period  for  which  Mr. 
Harst  was  collector,  amonnted  to  $115,077.41.  For  the  period  from  Jaly  1, 1869,  to 
Jane  30, 1871,  an  allowance,  in  Uea  of  the  salary  and  all  commissions  aUowed  by  law, 
was  granted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasary  to  the  coUector  of  the  sixth  district  ox 
Tennessee,  giving  him  increased  commissions  on  his  coUections  of  5  per  cent. 

In  the  adjustment  of  late  CoUector  Harst's  accoants  on  the  basis  of  the  aUowanoe  of 
increased  commissions,  he  was  aUowed  the  sam  of  $5,384.63.  Daring  the  period  cov- 
ered by  his  term  of  office,  late  CoUector  Harst  expended  for  deputies,  cleus,  rent,  fuel,  and 
lights,  as  shown  by  vouchers  submitted  to  this  office,  the  sum  of  $3,867.36,  which,  de- 
ducted from  the  commissions  received,  as  shown  by  the  statements  of  the  a^ustments 
of  his  accounts  by  the  accounting  officers,  would  leave  him  a  net  personal  compensation 
of  $1,517.27  for  his  whole  term  of  service,  1  year  6  months  and  14  days,  or  at  tne  rate  of 
about  $1,000  per  annum.  This  amount  is  not  deemed  an  adequate  compensation  for 
the  service  rendered  during  the  period  above  named,  and,  in  the  opinion  of  this  office, 
it  should  be  fixed  at  a  rate  not  less  than  $2,500  per  annum. 

But  for  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress,  dated  February  8, 1875,  by  which  the 
Secretary  is  barred  from  making  allowances  to  collectors,  except  within  one  year  after 
such  services  were  rendered,  it  is  probable  that  this  office  would  have  made  a  recom- 
mendation to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  an  allowance  of  $2,340.30  be  granted 
to  late  Collector  Hurst  to  make  his  net  personal  salary  equal  to  $2,500  per  annum  for 
his  entire  term  of  service,  viz,  from  December  1,  1869,  to  June  15,  1871. 
Respectfully, 

GREEN  B.  RAUM, 

CanimUsioner, 

Hon.  John  T.  Harris, 

Chairman  Subcommittee  on  the  Judiciary j  House  of  Representatives, 
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LIGHTHOUSE  AT  THE  MOUTH  OF  THDNDER  BAY,  MICHI- 

GAN. 


Mat  22,  1878.— Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Overton,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Commerce^  to  ichom  tens  re/erred  the  joint  resolution  of 
the  legislature  of  Michigan  asking  for  an  appropriation  to  construct  a 
light-house  at  the  mouth  of  Thunder  Bay  River,  in  the  county  of  Alpena, 
having  had  the  same  under  consideration,  respectfully  r^ort : 

That  in  the  opinion  of  said  committee  an  appropriation  is  not  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  asked,  as  a  light  was  established  at  the  month  ot 
said  river  in  August  last,  as  will  appear  from  the  following  letters  re- 
ceived in  reply  to  request  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  informa- 
tion: 

Treasury  Department,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

n^ashingtofif  D,  C,  December  18,  1877. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  the  6th  instant 
in  which  yon  inclose  a  resolution  of  the  legislature  of  Michigan,  asking  an  appropria 
tion  for  the  constmction  of  a  light-honse  at  the  month  of  Thunder  Bay  River,  and 
request  information  in  regard  to  the  necessity  for  the  proposed  li^ht-house,  and  as  to- 
the  propriety  of  recommending  an  appropriation  for  its  construction. 

In  reply,  I  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter,  dated  the  14th  instant,  from  Maj. 
Peter  C.  Hains,  Unit«fd  States  Armv,  Engineer  Secretary  of  the  Light-House  Board, 
wherein  that  officer  states  that  the  hoard  is  of  opinion  that  an  appropriation  for  the 

Surpose  named  is  not  necessary,  as  a  light  was  established  at  the  month  of  Thunder 
lay  River,  Michigan,  on  the  18th  Au^st  last. 
The  resolution  referred  to  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  SHERMAN,  Secretary, 

Hon.  E.  OvERTOX,  Jr., 

Chairman  Subcommittee  of  Committee  on  Commercej  House  of  Represenlntives. 


Treasury  D  epartmext,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

JVaahingion  D,  C,  December  14,  1877. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  hohor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  (E.  W.  C),  of  De- 
cember 8,  transmitting,  for  the  views  of  the  Light-House  Board  thereon,  a  joint  reso- 
lution of  the  Michigan  legislature,  approved  April  12,  1877,  asking  an  appropriation 
for  the  construction  of  a  light-house  at  the  mouth  of  Thunder  Bay  River,  Alpena 
County,  Miohigan,  referred  to  the  department  December  6, 1877,  by  the  Committee  on 
C  ommerce  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

In  reply,  I  beg  leave  to  say  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Light- House  Board,  an  appro- 
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priatioD  for  the  parpose  named  is  not  necessary,  as  a  light  was  established  bj  the 
board  August  18, 1877,  at  the  mouth  of  Thunder  Bay  River,  Michigan. 
The  original  papers  transmitted  with  your  letter  are  herewith  respectfully  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

PETER  C.  HAINS, 

Engineer  Secreiarif, 
The  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Yoar  committee  therefore  reoommend  that  said  joiut  resolution  be 
laid  upon  the  table,  and  that  this  report  be  printed. 


«TH  Congress,  »    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,     (  Report 
2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  822. 


LIGHTHOUSE  AT  HALF- WAY  ROCK,  MASSACHUSETTS. 


May  23, 1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Overton,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1268.] 

The  Committee  on  Commercej  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H,  R.  1268) 
atUhorizing  the  constriu^tion  of  a  light-house  on  Halfway  Rocky  on  the 
coast  of  MassofihusettSy  respectfully  report : 

That,  having  had  the  same  under  consideration,  in  their  opinion  the 
proposed  light-house  is  unnecessary,  for  the  reasons  given  in  the  follow- 
ing letters,  in  response  to  a  request  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
information  on  the  subject : 

Treasury  Department,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

WashingUm,  D,  C,  February  1,  1878. 

Sir:  Referring  to  yonr  letter  of  the  29th  nltimo,  I  have  respeotfally  to  inform  yon 
that  the  letter,  aated  the  6th  December  last,  referred  to  therein,  inclosing  for  informa- 
tion, <&c.,  House  bill  No.  1268,  authorizing  the  construction  of  a  light-house  on  Half- 
way Rock,  on  the  coast  of  Massachusetts,  was  duly  received  and  referred  December  8 
to  the  Light-House  Board  for  report. 

A  reply,  dat«d  the  31st  ultimo,  has  this  day  been  received  from  Capt.  J.  G.  Walker, 
United  States  Navy,  naval  secretary  of  the  Light-House  Board,  wherein  that  officer 
states  that  the  board  is  of  opinion  that  the  proposed  light-house  is  unnecessary,  as 
there  are  already  six  lights  exhibited  near  to  and  within  plain  sight  of  the  locality 
specified  in  said  bill. 
The  bill  referred  to,  and  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  Light-House  Board  are  inclosed. 
Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  SHERMA.N, 

Secretary. 
Hon.  E.  Overton,  Jr., 

Chairman  Subcommittee  of  Committee  on  Commerce^  House  of  Representatives, 


Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  the  Light-House  Board, 

Washington,  January  31,  1878. 

Sir:  1  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  (£.  W.  C.)  of  De- 
cember 8,  1877,  transmitting,  for  the  views  of  the  Light-Honse  Board  thereon,  the  bil 
(H.  R.  1268)  authorizing  the  construction  of  a  light-house  on  Half-way  Rock,  on  the 
coast  of  Massachusetts,  referred  to  the  department  December  6, 1877,  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Commerce  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

In  reply,  I  beg  leave  to  say  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Light-Honse  Board,  the  pro- 
posed light-house  is  unnecessary,  as  there  are  already  six  lights  exhibited  near  to  and 
within  plain  sight  of  the  locality  named  in  the  bill  referred  to.    The  papers  transmit- 
ted with  your  letter  are  herewith  respectfully  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

J.  G.  WALKER, 

Naval  Secretary, 
The  Hon.  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  report  adversely  upon  said  bill,  and  rec- 
ommend that  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 


45th  Congress,  \    HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES.     i  Hepout 
2d  Session.       )  (  No.  823. 


LIGHTHOUSE  AT  THE  MOUTH    OF  MEXOxMONEE  HARBOR. 


May  22,  1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Overton,  from  tbe  Committee  on  Commerce,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Commerce^  to  whom  teas  re/erred  the  joint  resolution  of 
the  legislature  of  Wisconsin^  asking  for  an  appropriation  for  the  erection 
of  a  lighthouse  at  the  mouth  of  the  harbor  of  Menomonee^  in  that  State^ 
having  considered  the  same,  respectfully  report : 

That  in  the  opinion  of  said  committee  an  appropriation  is  not  needed 
for  the  purpose  asked,  for  reasons  which  appear  in  the  following  letters 
received  in  reply  to  request  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  informa- 
tion on  the  subject : 

Treasury  Department,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Waahingtonj  D.  C,  December  17,  1877. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  6th  instant, 
in  which  you  inclose  a  resolution  of  the  legislature  of  Wisconsin,  asking  an  appropria- 
tion for  a  light-house  at  the  month  of  the  harbor  of  Menomonee,  and  request  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  the  necessity  for  the  proposed  light-house  and  as  to  the  propriety  of 
recommending  an  appropriation  for  its  construction. 

In  reply,  I  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter,  dated  the  13th  instant,  from  Maj. 
Peter  C.  Hains,  U.  S.  A.,  engineer  secretary  of  the  Light -House  Board,  wherein  that 
officer  states  that  the  board  is  of  opinion  that  an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  named 
is  not  necessary,  as  a  light  has  already  been  established  by  the  board  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Menomonee  River,  and  was  exhibited  for  the  first  time  on  the  night  of  the  15th 
of  Jnne  last. 
The  resolution  referred  to  is  herewith  returued. 
Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  SHERMAN, 

Secretary, 
Hon.  E.  Overton,  Jr., 

Chairtnan  Subcanimiltee  of  Committee  on  Commerce ^  House  of  Representatives. 


Treasury  Department,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington.  V.  C,  December  13, 1877. 

8iR :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  December  8,  trans- 
mitting, for  the  views  of  the  Light- House  Board  thereon,  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
Wisconsin  legislature,  approved  March  7, 1877,  asking  an  appropriation  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a  light-honse  at  tne  mouth  of  the  harbor  of  Menomonee,  in  that  State. 

In  reply,  I  beg  leave  to  say  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Light-House  Board,  an  appro- 

f»riation  for  the  purpose  named  is  not  necessary,  as  a  light  has  already  been  estab- 
ished  by  the  board  at  the  month  of  the  Menomonee  River,  and  was  exhibited  on  the 
night  of  June  15,  1877,  for  the  first  time. 
The  original  papers  transmitted  with  your  letter  are  herewith  respectfully  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

PETER  C.  HAINS, 

Engineer  Secretary, 
The  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  that  said  joint  resolution  be 
laid  upon  the  table  and  that  this  report  be  printed. 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPKESENTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       )  )  No.  824. 


LIGHTHOUSE  AT  SAN  LUIS  OBISPO  HARBOR,  CALIFORNIA. 


May  22j  1S78. — Laidoa  the  t«ble  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr,  Overton,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  submitted  tlie  fol* 

lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  1458.] 

The  Committee  on  Commerce^  to  whom  teas  re/erred  the  bill  (H,  R.  1458) 
to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  lighthouse  at  San  Luis  Obispo  Harbor^ 
in  the  State  of  Califorma^  having  carefully  considered  the  samCy  respect- 
fully report : 

That  your  committee  do  not  consider  the  erection  of  a  lighthouse  at 
this  place  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  general  commerce,  and  they 
fully  concur  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  naval  secretary  of  the  LightHonse  Board  in  the  following  let- 
ters, viz : 

Treasury  Department,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

iVashington,  D,  C,  February  1, 1878. 

Sir  :  Referriog  to  your  letter  of  the  29th  nltimo,  I  have  respectfally  to  inform  yoa 
that  the  letter  dated  the  6th  December  last,  referreid  to  therein,  inclosing  for  informa- 
tion, &c.,  Honse  bill  No.  1458,  providing  for  the  erection  of  a  light-hoase  at  San  Luis 
Obispo  Harbor,  in  the  State  of  California,  was  dnly  received,  and  referred  December  8 
to  the  Light-House  Board  for  report. 

A  reply,  dated  the  31st  ultimo,  has  this  day  been  received  from  Capt.  J.  G.  Walker, 
IT.  S.  N.,  naval  secretary  of  the  Light-House  Board,  wherein  that  officer  states  that  the 
proposed  light-house  is  not  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  general  commerce,  and  that 
if  established  it  would  be  of  service  to  local  trade  only. 

It  further  appears  from  the  report  of  Captain  Walker  that  there  are  a  number  of 

points  on  the  coast  of  California  where  the  necessity  for  the  establishment  of  lights 

is  much  greater,  but  with  regard  to  which  the  Light-House  Board  has  refrained  from 

making  any  recommendation,  in  view  of  the  present  state  of  the  national  finances. 

The  Dill  referred  to,  and  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  Light- House  Board,  are  inclosed. 

Very  respectfully, 

JOHN  SHERMAN, 

Secretary, 
Hon.  E.  Overtox,  Jr., 

Chairman  Subcommittee  of  Committee  on  Commercff  House  of  Bepreseniaiives, 


Treasury  Department, 
Office  of  the  Light-House  Board, 

Washington,  January  31,  1878. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  (E.  W.  C. )  of  De- 
cember 8,  1877,  transmitting  for  the  views  of  the  Light-House  Board  thereon  bill  H. 
R.  No.  1458,  to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  light-house  at  San  Luis  Obispo  Harbor,  in 
California,  referred  to  the  department  December  6,  1877,  by  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

In  reply,  1  beg  leave  to  say  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Light-House  Board,  the  pro- 


2       LIGHT-HOUSE   AT   SAN  LUIS   OBISPO   HARBOR,    CALIFORNIA. 

posed  lightrhonse  is  not  necessary  for  tbe  purposes  of  general  commerce^  and  that  if 
established  it  wonld  Ue  of  serrioe  to  local  trade  only. 

There  are  a  number  of  points  on  the  coast  of  California  where  the  ne  essitT  for  the 
establishment  of  lights  is  much  greater,  but  with  regard  to  which  the  Light-House 
Board  has  refrained  from  making  any  recommendation,  in  view  of  tbe  present  state  of 
the  national  finances. 
The  papers  transmitted  with  your  letter  are  herewith  respectfully  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

J.  G.  WALKER, 

Xaval  Seatiary, 
The  honorable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  that  no  appropriation  be  made 
for  the  erection  of  said  proposed  lip^Ut  house,  and  that  said  bill  be  laid 
upon  the  table. 


45th  Congress,  )    HOUSE  OF  BEPKESENTATIVES.     i  Eepobt 
2d  Session.       i  \  No.  825. 


NEWTON  S.  MURPHEY. 


May  22, 1878. — Committed  to  tbe  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Laphah,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  submitted  the  fol- 

lowiug 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  3527.] 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary^  to  wliom  teas  referred  the  bill  (ff.  R. 
3521)  for  the  relief  of  Xewton  8.  Murphey,  have  had  the  same  under  con- 
sideration, and  report  thereon  a^  follows: 

The  bill  provides  for  the  payment  to  said  Murphey  of  the  sum  of  $1,500, 
as  compensation  for  his  services  in  defendiug  three  suits  against  inter- 
nal-revenue officers  of  the  Uuited  States,  ia  the  circuit  court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  eastern  district  of  Wisconsin. 

The  three  suits  referred  to  were  actions  brought  against  collectors  of 
internal  revenue  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  to  recover  back  certain  sums 
of  money  paid  to  them  as  tax  on  thimble-skeins  and  pipe-boxes  used  in 
constructing  wagons,  carriages,  &c.  They  involved  directly  about 
$5,000,  but  indirectly  a  much  larger  sum,  as  they  were  test  cases,  and 
presented,  and  their  decisions  determined,  the  question  of  the  legality  ot 
the  tax  in  question.  The  final  result  was  that  all  the  taxes  collected 
upon  the  articles  above  named,  prior  to  March  1, 1867,  were  legal  and 
valid,  and  those  collected  after  that  date,  illegal. 

The  committee  are  unable  to  make  even  an  approximate  estimate  of 
the  sum  which  would  have  been  lost  to  the  Uuited  States  by  a  final 
adverse  decision  in  all  these  cases,  but  it  is  certain  that  if  they  had  been 
determined  against  the  government  similar  suits  would  have  been  insti- 
tuted by  other  persons  who  had  paid  such  taxes  to  recover  back  the 
sums  paid,  and  a  very  large  sum  would  have  been  in  that  way  recovered 
from  the  United  States. 

We  are  justified,  therefore,  in  finding  that  the  litigation  involved  a 
question  of  great  importance  to  the  United  States.  It  appears  that 
Mr.  Murphey  was  employed  to  defend  these  cases  for  the  United  States 
by  one  A.  E.  Burpee,  a  revenue  agent  who  had  been  sent  out  to  look 
after  them. 

At  the  time  of  this  employment  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Reve- 
nue had  no  authority  to  employ  counsel,  the  sole  power  to  do  this  hav- 
ing shortly  before  been  conferred  upon  the  Attorney-General.  Of  this 
fact  Mr.  Burpee  was  advised  by  a  dispatch  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue,  dated  October  22, 1870,  as  follows : 

A.  E.  Burpee,  Revenue  Detectivej  Milwauheef  Wis.  : 

Yonrs  of  14th  received ;  am  prerented  employing  connsel  under  existing  law. 

Attorney-General  has  to  commission  all  persons  employed  as  counsel ;  cannot  com- 
mission Senator  Carpenter.  Would  not  Erskine  employ  him  it  necessary  ?  Do  the  best 
yon  can.    What  day  will  case  come  on  f    Answer. 

C.  DELANO. 


Z  NEWTON   S.    MURPHEY. 

It  would  seem  that  upoa  the  receipt  of  this  dispatch,  Mr.  Barpee^ 
probably  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  court  was  then  in  session,  and  of 
the  possibility  of  reaching  the  case  for  trial  very  soon,  and  the  necessity 
for  an  appearance  by  counsel  in  the  cases,  acted  upon  the  direction  to 
do  the  best  he  could,  and  employed  Mr.  Mnrphey.  The  employment  was 
certainly  irregular,  but  inasmuch  as  under  it  Mr.  Murphey  appeared  in 
the  cases  and  rendered  valuable  service  for  the  government,  the  bene- 
fits of  which  the  government  has  received  and  enjoyed,  it  is  the  opinion 
of  your  committee  that  he  is  entitled  to  receive  a  fair  compensation 
therefor.  The  service  consisted  in  trying  the  three  cases  above  referred 
to  before  the  court  and  jury,  and  in  preparing  them  for  hearing  in  the 
Supreme  Court  on  writs  of  error.  The  court  below  decided  adversely  to 
the  United  States,  but  that  decision  was  reversed  as  to  two  of  the  cases, 
and  affirmed  as  to  one,  by  the  Supreme  Court  upon  writs  of  errors,  as 
will  appear  by  reference  to  the  15th  volume  Wallace's  Keports,  pages 
6S  and  75. 

Your  committee  recommend  that  the  bill  be  amended  by  striking  cot 
*^ fifteen  hundred''  in  the  fifth  line,  and  inserting  ''one  thousand '^  in 
lieu  thereof,  and,  thus  amended,  they  recommend  its  passage. 


45th  Congeess,  (    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,     j  Report 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  826. 


JEAN  FRANgOIS  PERRY. 


May  22,  1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  TowNSHEND,  from  the  Committee  on  Private  Land-Claims,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2361.J 

The  Committee  on  Private  Land-Claims y  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (JT. 
R.  2361)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Jean  Francois  Perry,  havitvg  had 
the  same  under  consideration,  report: 

That  it  appears  that  Jean  Fran9ois  Perry,  deceased,  of  Saint  Clair 
Coanty,  Illinois,  who  died  in  the  year  1811,  bequeathed  his  entire  estate 
to  his  widow,  who  died  intestate  in  the  year  1834,  leaving  the  estate  to 
two  surviving  children,  Henrietta  S.  Pensoneau  and  Adelaide  Snyder. 
Part  of  the  property  owned  by  Perry  were  several  tracts  of  land  in  the 
district  of  Kaskaskia,  Illinois,  which  were  confirmed  by  acts  of  Congress, 
bat  never  located,  for  the  reason  that  neither  the  widow  nor  children 
were  acquainted  with  the  proper  mode  of  procedure  under  the  laws  by 
which  to  obtain  their  rights. 

These  claims  were  confirmed  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  April  16, 
1814,  and  were  entered  in  the  favorable  report  of  Commissioners  Jones 
and  Backus,  who  issued  their  certificates  of  confirmation.  The  claims^ 
however,  were  never  surveyed  in  place,  nor  have  float  certificates  ever 
been  issued  in  satisfaction  therefor,  the  period  allowed  by  law  for  such 
relocation  having  expired  October  1, 1816. 

The  bill  authorizes  the  Commissioner  of  the  Oeneral  Land  Office  to 
issue  scrip  for  the  benefit  of  the  heirs  of  Perry,  when  it  shall  appear  that 
these  claims,  in  whole  or  in  part,  have  not  been  satisfied  or  disposed  of 
during  his  life-time. 

The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  says,  in  a  communica- 
tion to  your  committee : 

It  appears,  on  examination,  that  several  claims  were  confirmed  to  Jean  Francois 
Perry  by  the  act  of  April  16, 1814,  and  that  a  considerable  number  of  them  have  never 
been  surveyed  in  place. 

If  the  claims  of  Jean  Francois  Perry,  as  confirmed  bv  the  said  act  of  April  16,  1814, 
in  lieu  of  which  scrip  is  proposed  to  be  issued  by  the  bill  in  question,  have  not  been 
satisfied  as  contemplated  by  the  sixth  section  of  that  act,  I  can  see  no  objection  to  the 
passage  of  such  an  act. 

Your  committee,  in  view  of  the  above  facts,  report  the  accompanying 
bill,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


45th  Congress,  \   HOUSE  OF  REPBESENTATIVES.    /  Repobt 
2d  Session.       f  \  Ko.  827. 


WILLIAM  H.  CORNELL. 


May  22f  1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Crittenden,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the 

followlDg 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  petition  of 
W.  H.  Cornell,  late  acting  third  assistant  engineer  of  the  United  States 
steamer  Winnebago,  report  adversely  on  the  claim  of  said  Cornell,  and 
for  the  reason  therefor  attach  and  make  a  part  of  this  report  the  letter 
of  Secretary  Thompson  to  Hon.  A.  A.  Sargent,  chairman  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs  United  States  Senate,  dated  February  28, 1878 ;  and  tlie 
committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the 
said  petition. 


Navy  Department,  February  28, 1878. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  bonor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  26th  instant, 
referrine  to  the  debate  on  the  bill  for  the  reliefof  the  late  Acting  Third  Assiatant  Engi- 
neer William  H.  Cornell,  as  shown  in  the*Kecord  of  that  day  of  the  Senate's  proceed- 
ings, and  asking  what  has  been  the  constmction  by  the  department  of  the  prize-laws 
in  the  case  of  an  ofQcer  regularly  on  the  rolls  of  a  war-vessel,  but  absent  at  a  hospital 
from  sickness,  when  captures  occurred. 

The  practice  of  the  department  has  been  to  decide  as  entitled  to  share  in  prize  those 
doing  duty  on  board  and  borne  on  the  books  of  the  capturing  vessel  at  the  time  of  the 
capture.  If  they  were  **  temporarily  absent  on  duty  "  at  the  time  of  the  capture,  and 
their  names  continued  to  be  borne  on  the  books,  they  were  allowed  to  share  in  the 
prize. 

In  1863,  instructions  were  issued,  that  when  any  person  was  removed  from  a  vessel 
and  not  expected  to  return  within  a  definite  period,  nis  accounta  were  to  be  transferred 
with  him.  Therefore  when  an  officer  waa  transferred  from  a  vessel  to  a  hospital,  as  a 
rule  his  account  was  transferred  with  him,  thus  removing  him  from  the  vessel  on  which 
he  had  been  serving.    He  was  no  longer  borne  on  the  books  or  rolls  thereof. 

Absence  as  an  invalid  in  a  hospital  is  not  ^*  absence  on  duty.*' 

In  the  case  of  Acting  Third  Assistant  Engineer  Cornell,  the  Fourth  Auditor  reports 
that  he  was  transferr^  July  7, 1864,  from  the  Winnebago  to  the  hospital  at  Memphis, 
and  his  accounts  taken  up  there.  He  did  not  again  join  the  Winnebago,  which  vessel 
shared  in  captures  at  Mobile. 

His  is  a  case  of  an  officer  who  was  not  doing  duty  on  the  capturing  vessel,  was 
not  borne  on  the  books  thereof,  nor  "  temporarily  absent  on  duty." 
Very  respectfolly, 

R.  W.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  of  the  Xavy. 

Hon.  A.  A.  Sargent, 

Chairman  Comm  iiiie  on  Naval  Jffairs,  Uviled  Stales  Senate, 


46th  Oonobbss,  >    HOUSE  OF  BBPEBSENTATIVES.     /  Rbport 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  S2S. 


CHARLES  BOMBONNELL. 


May  23, 1878.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Eden,  from  the  Committee  on  War-Claims,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  Committee  on  War-Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  application  of 
Charles  Bombonnell^for  leave  to  withdraw  from  the  files  of  the  House  the 
papers  in  the  claim  presented  by  him  to  this  House^  and  on  which  the 
Committee  on  War-Claims  in  the  Forty -third  Congress  made  an  adverse 
report  J  having  examined  the  same,  report  as  follows : 

That  the  adverse  report  was  made  on  the  ground  that  <' a  foreign 
government  may,  on  behalf  of  its  citizens  or  subjects,  treat  with  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  in  relation  to  claims  of  such  citizens 
or  subjects,  but  when  this  is  done  the  United  States  can  arrange  to  se- 
cure the  claims  of  their  citizens,  or  such  other  rights  as  international 
rights  may  require.  Congress  cannot  safely  and  by  piecemeal  surrender 
the  advantages  which  may  result  from  diplomatic  arrangements."  The 
claimant  being  a  citizen  of  France,  the  committee  declined  to  entertain 
his  petition.  This  course  was  taken  upon  the  suggestion  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  that  Mr.  Bombonnell  be  permit- 
ted to  withdraw  his  petition,  and  that  the  papers  on  file,  procured  from 
the  departments,  be  returned  to  their  proper  places. 


r»  -I 


45th  Congress,  i     HO  QBE  OF  BEPRESBNTATIVES.     (  Report 
2d  Session.       ]  \  No.  829. 


DRYDOCK  AT  MARE  ISLAND,  CALIFORNIA. 


Kay  23, 1878. — Referred  to  the  Committeeon  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  OooDE,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Afifairs,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  biU  H.  R.  721.] 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  {H,  R* 
721)  to  appropriate  money  for  the  completion  of  the  stone  dry-dock  at 
Mare  Island  navy-yard^  Calif omia^  have  had  the  same  under  considera- 
tion^  and  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  for  the  reasons  contained  in  the  annual  report  of  Admiral  J.  C. 
Howell.  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  bearing  date  October 
13, 187v,  and  found  on  pages  88-89  in  the  '^  Message  and  Documents  of 
the  Navy  Department  1877-^78,"  they  recommend  an  appropriation  of 
t400,000  for  the  continuation  of  the  work  on  said  stone  dry-dock. 


45th  Congeess,  \    HOUSE  OF  KEPEESENTATIVES.     /  BeporT 
2d  Session.       f  \  No.  830. 


WILLIAM  G.  LANGFORD. 


May  23, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  BuTLEB)  fiOQ]  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2715.] 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary^  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill  {H,  R,  2715) 
to  restore  to  William  G,  Lang  ford  the  possession  of  a  tract  of  land  in 
Idalio  Territory^  having  carefully  examined  the  question  presented  by  the 
papers  and  memorial^  beg  leave  to  report  the  following 

STATEMENT  OP  FACTS. 

In  November,  1836,  Bev.  H.  H.  Spalding  and  his  wife,  being  sent  out 
by  the  American  Board  of  Commissioners  for  Foreign  Missions,  a  relig- 
ious corporation,  proceeded  by  an  overland  journey  across  the  continent 
of  great  hardship,  suffering,  and  peril,  came  to  Lapwai  Creek,  in  the 
Territory  of  Idaho,  and  established  their  home  and  mission  in  the  Lap- 
wai Valley,  about  two  and  one-half  miles  from  Clearwater  Biver,  and 
occupied  the  land  the  possession  of  which  is  provided  for  by  this  bill. 

This  portion  of  the  public  domain  was  then  the  wildest  Indian  terri- 
tory, occupied  by  wholly  uncivilized  Indians,  who  lived  by  hunting  and 
fishing,  and  of  the  tribe  known  as  the  Nez  Percys.  The  Indians,  being 
of  a  peaceable  disposition,  received  the  missionaries  with  kindness,  and 
set  apart  a  portion  of  their  land  for  their  use.  Mr.  Spalding  built  him 
a  house  near  the  Lapwai  Creek,  and  commenced,  with  his  wife,  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties,  instructing  the  savages  in  the  Christian  religion, 
in  reading  and  writing  in  the  native  language  of  the  tribe,  in  the  arts 
of  civilization,  and  especially  in  the  arts  of  agriculture,  for  eleven  years, 
until  the  fall  of  1847. 

The  missionaries,  with  their  colaborers,  had  planted  orchards  and 
gardens,  and  cultivated  fields,  erected  mills,  a  school-house,  boarding- 
houses,  a  printing  office,  a  store-house,  and  barns,  and  bad  begun  the 
erection  of  a  stone  chapel. 

The  missionaries  had  taken  with  them  some  twelve  or  fifteen  cattle, 
as  many  horses,  seeds  of  fruit  trees  and  grain  for  planting,  and  the  suc- 
cess of  their  teaching  was  so  great,  and  the  improvement  of  the  Indians 
so  rapid,  under  the  teachings  of  Mr.  Spalding  and  his  wife  and  the  as- 
sistance that  had  come  to  them,  that  they  had  numerous  herds  of  cattle, 
and  sheep,  and  horses,  and  crops  of  wheat  amounting  to  some  25,000 
bushels  per  annum.  A  Christian  church  had  been  formed,  numbering 
nearly  one  hundred  Indian  communicants,  and  a  school  established  in 
which  pupils  of  all  ages,  numbering  from  one  to  five  hundred,  attended. 
The  language  of  the  tribe  bad  been  brought  into  a  written  language,  and 
a  printing-press  had  been  set  up,  which  was  a  gift  from  the  native 
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chnrch  of  the  Sandwich  Islands,  on  which  had  been  printed  the  laws  of 
the  tribe,  a  small  book  of  hymns  used  in  their  worship  by  the  Indians, 
and  a  translation  of  the  gospel  of  Matthew. 

Daring  these  eleven  years  the  Nes  Percys  had  never  been  at  war  with 
the  Americans ;  no  oatrages  apon  frontiers  had  ever  been  committed  by 
them,  and  they  were  rapidly  approaching  a  state  of  civilization  which 
woald  have  rendered  unnecessary  many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dol- 
lars which  have  since  been  spent  by  the  United  States  in  patting  down 
Indian  wars. 

But  a  conspiracy  was  formed  against  the  whites  by  other  tribes  of 
Indians,  which  resulted  in  an  outbreak  at  a  missionary  station  estab- 
lished by  Dr.  Marcus  Whitman,  one  hundred  and  twenty  miles  from 
Lapwai,  the  first  result  of  which  was  the  murder  of  Dr.  Whitman  and 
his  wife  and  eleven  other  persons,  and  the  capture  and  dispersion  of 
some  fifty  others  who  were  at  the  station.  Dr.  Spalding,  being  at  that 
time  on  his  way  to  visit  Dr.  Whitman,  hearing  of  the  slaughter  and  be- 
ing warned  that  he  would  share  his  fate,  returned  home,  pursued  by 
the  hostile  Indians,  and  after  a  six  days'  march  through  the  wilderness 
he  returned  to  his  wife  and  family.  The  Nez  Percys  were  still  friendly 
and  resorted  to  no  acts  of  violence,  but  protected  and  guarded  Mr. 
Spalding  and  family,  who,  fearful  least  they  should  be  drawn  into  the 
conspiracy,  made  preparation  to  leave,  but  he  and  his  people  were  held 
by  the  Nez  Percys  as  prisoners,  who  would  not  allow  any  harm  to  be 
done,  and  their  lives  were  held  as  security  to  prevent  retaliation  upon 
tiie  Indians  by  the  Americans  for  the  slaughter. 

Meanwhile  Governor  Ogden,  of  the  Hudson^s  Bay  Company,  learning 
the  state  of  facts,  called  the  Indians  together  and  persuaded  them  to 
allow  Mr.  Spalding  and  his  companions  to  go  into  Canada.  The  hostile 
Indians,  having  consented,  let  Mr.  Spalding  and  his  company,  accom- 
panied by  an  escort  of  fifty  Nez  Percys  Indians,  go  to  Fort  Vancouver, 
where  they  arrived  on  the  8th  of  January,  1848. 

It  clearly  ap|>ears  that  Mr.  Spalding  was  thus  forced  from  his  mis- 
sionary home,  and  left  it  with  the  full  intention  of  returning,  and  prom- 
ised the  Nez  Perc^  tribe  that  as  soon  as  peace  was  restored  he  would 
return. 

The  first  time  he  attempted  to  return  was  in  1848,  but  he  was  pre- 
vented by  Governor  Abernethy's  order,  which  was  published  officially 
in  the  Spectator,  a  newspaper  published  in  Oregon  City,  and  was  person- 
ally served  on  Mr.  Spalding.  This  order  closed  the  country  against  the 
the  missionaries  until  the  spring  of  1859.  In  that  spring  Mr.  Spalding, 
learning  that  the  country  was  open  by  the  ratification  of  the  Stevens 
and  Palmer  treaty  of  1859,  returned  to  resume  his  possession  and  re- 
establish his  mission. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  order : 

Fort  Wascopum,  June  15, 1848. 
Rkvd.  Messieurs  :  As  Bnperintendent  of  Indian  affairs,  it  becomes  my  duty  to 
inform  yon,  with  all  due  respect  to  your  sacred  caUing,  that  it  is  desirable  that  no  far- 
ther miasiouary  efforts  should  be  made  with  any  Indians  east  of  the  Cascade  Mountains 
nntil  the  presence  of  well  or>;auize<i  and  disciplined  troops,  under  command  of  United 
States  officers,  shall  render  such  efforts  safe  and  judicious.  At  present  tbe  relations 
between  the  whites  and  Indians  are  too  precarious  to  allow  missionary  labors  with 
the  Indians  to  be  either  prudent  or  effective  of  good.  8o  soon  as  circamstances  will 
allow,  1  shall  take  much  pleasure  in  throwing  wide  the  door  of  miasioDary  labors 
amongst  the  natives  to  all  Christian  missionaries.  At  present,  prudence  demands  that 
it  should  be  closed  against  all. 

With  much  respect,  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  messieurs,  vour  obt.  servant, 

H.  A.  G.  LEE, 
Superintendent  of  Indian  Ajfain. 
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WbeDy  in  1859,  b^  did  retara  aud  uDdertake  to  get  possession  of  his 
mission,  he  was  prevented  by  the  Indian  agent,  Mr.  A.  J.  Cain,  who 
had  occupied  it,  and  who,  in  his  testimony,  swears  as  follows: 

I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the  abandonment ;  my  knowledge  of  Indian  affairSi 
from  being  connected  with  the  Indian  service  from  1855  to  1861,  and  common  report 
amongst  both  whites  and  Indians,  satisfies  my  mind  that  he  [H.  H.  Spalding]  was  com- 
pelled to  leave  the  Nez  Perc^  country,  and  as  late  as  the  year  1859 1,  of  my  own  knowl- 
edge, know  that  it  was  unsafe  for  Mr.  Spalding  to  attempt  to  occupy  the  mission  claim, 
which  he  desired  to  do. 

Mr.  Spalding  visited  me  at  Walla  Walla  Valley  in  the  year  1859,  explaining  to 
me  that  he  desired  to  return  and  occupy  this  mission  claim.  "^I  informed  him  it  would 
be  unsafe  for  him  to  do  so,  in  view  of  tlie  then  existing  state  of  feeling  amongst  the 
Indians ;  that  influential  men  amongst  and  of  the  Nez  Perc^  tribe  were  claiming  this 
mission  claim  as  their  own  property,  having  appropriated  it  to  themselves,  and  ob- 
jected to  its  bein^  occupied  by  any  white  man.  In  view  of  their  rights,  as  they  under- 
stood them,  I  objected  myself,  as  Indian  a^ent,  to  the  occupation  of  this  land  as  a 
missionary  station  until  I  was  officially  notified  that  the  rights  of  the  missionary  board 
were  recognized  by  the  government  (this  land  bein^  included  in  the  Indian  reserva- 
tion) and  a  more  satisfactory  state  of  feelins  securea  among  the  Indians  themselves. 

In  the  year  1862  the  Rev.  Mr.  Eells  showed  me  a  power  of  attorney  to  him  from  the 
American  Board  of  Missions,  authorizing  him  to  look  after  the  mission  claims  known 
in  this  country  as  the  Lapwai  raisfiion  claim.  The  Lapwai  mission  claim  not  being 
«xce])ted  in  the  reservation  of  lands  for  the  Nez  Perc^  Indians,  I  informed  him  that 
without  instructions  from  my  superior  officer  I  could  make  no  official  recognition  of 
the  claims  of  the  mi^ionary  board  to  the  lands  in  question. 

These  lands  were  originally  occnpied  by  a  license  from  the  Indian 
Department  and  the  Secretary  of  War.    The  order  was  as  follows : 

War  Department,  Office  Indian  Affairs, 

March  2,  1836. 

Sir:  At  the  request  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Green,  of  Boston,  I  iuclose  to  you  a  permit  for 
yourself  and  Doctor  Marcus  Whitman  to  reside  in  the  Indian  country  among  the  Flat- 
heads  and  Nez  Perc^  ludians. 

Very  respectfully,  your  humble  servant, 

ELBERT  HERRINa. 
Rev.  Henry  H.  Spalding, 

Saint  Louis,  Miwouri, 

The  American  Board  of  Foreign  Missions  have  apprised  the  department  that  they 
have  appointed  Doctor  Marcus  Whitman  aud  Rev.  Henry  H.  Spalding,  both  of  the 
€tate  of  New  York,  to  be  missionaries  and  teachers  to  reside  in  the  Indian  country 
among  the  Flathead  and  Nez  Perc^  Indians. 

Approving  the  design  of  the  board,  these  gentlemen  are  permitted  to  reside  in  the 
country  indicated,  and  I  recommend  them  to  the  officers  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  to  the  Indian  agents,  and  to  the  citizens  generally,  and  request  for  them  such 
attention  and  aid  as  will  facilitate  the  accomplishment  of  their  objects  and  protection, 
should  circumstances  require  it. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  the  seal  of  the  War  Department  this  first  day  of  March 
1836. 

[seal  of  war  dept.]  lew.  CASS. 

It  would  seem  that  eleven  years'  possession,  the  assent  of  the  la 
diaus,  and  the  license  of  the  United  States,  would  have  secured  the 
right  of  property,  but  the  title  of  the  petitioner  does  not  depend  upon 
that. 

On  the  14th  of  August,  1848,  within  a  few  months  after  the  mission- 
aries had  been  driven  out,  an  act  was  passed  organizing  a  Territorial 
government  in  Oregon,  the  Urst  section  of  which  had  the  following 
proviso : 

Providedj  also,  That  the  title  to  the  land,  not  exceeding  six  hundred  and  forty 
acres,  now  occupied  as  missionary  stations  among  the  Indian  tribes  in  said  Territory, 
and  the  improvements  thereon,  be  confirmed  and  established  in  the  several  reli;;ions 
societies  to  which  said  missiouary  stations  respectively  belong. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  words  of  the  act  say  now  occupied  as  miS' 
sionary  stations  among  tfie  Indi<in  tribes.    The  fact  that  the  occupants 
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were  driven  out  by  hostile  iDdiaos  in  war  with  the  United  States, 
clearly  leaves  the  occupation,  in  contemplation  of  law,  in  the  missioDa- 
ries  who  had  been  driven  out,  and  were  then  awaiting,  near  at  hand, 
to  return.  If  it  were  otherwise,  the  proviso  of  the  act  of  Congress 
would  seem  to  be  useless,  because  the  war  had  driven  the  missionaries 
substantially  out  of  all  the  missionary  stations.  Bat  the  case  is  re- 
lieved from  doubt  upon  that  point,  because,  on  the  2d  day  of  March, 
1853,  the  act  organizing  the  Territorial  government  for  the  Territory  of 
Washington,  which  includes  the  locus  de  quOj  contained  the  followiug 
proviso  to  the  first  section : 

That  the  title  to  the  land,  not  exceeding  six  hundred  and  forty  acres,  now  occupied 
as  missionary  stations  among  the  Indian  tribes  in  said  Territory,  or  that  may  have  bttm 
90  occupied  as  missionary  statu^ns  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  establishing  the  Territorial 
government  of  Oregon,  with  the  improTements  thereon,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
confirmed  to  the  several  religious  societies  to  which  said  missionary  stations  severally 
belong. 

It  will  have  been  observed  that  Mr.  Spalding  was  desiroas  of  return- 
ing to  his  mission  from  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  organizing  the 
Territorial  government  down  to  1859;  and  that  he  was  always  himself 
ready  to  take  the  risk  of  so  doing,  but  was  prevented  by  the  proclam^ 
tion  of  the  governor  and  the  action  of  Indian  Agent  Cain,  who  at  tbat 
time  occupied  the  mission-houses  for  the  use  of  his  family  and  himself^ 
as  appears  from  the  deposition  of  Cain,  above  mentioned.  In  1862  Mr. 
Spalding,  having  been  appointed  superintendent  of  instraction  to  the 
Nez  Pere6  Indians,  had  arrived  at  the  Lapwai  agency.  How  he  was 
received  is  well  described  in  a  letter  from  J.  W.  Anderson,  Indian  agent, 
in  the  words  following : 

Lewiston,  February  22, 1865. 

Sir  :  I  was  United  States  Indian  agent  in  charge  of  the  Nez  Perc6  Nation,  Idaho 
Territory,  when  the  Rev.  H.  H.  Spalding,  who  had  been  appointed  saperinteodent  of 
instmction  for  Nez  Perc^  Indians  by  Superintendent  Hale,  arrived  at  the  Lapwai 
agency  in  the  fall  of  1862.  At  the  time  of  his  arrival  a  great  part  of  the  tribe  was 
collected  at  the  agency,  and  I  must  say  they  seemed  highly  delighted  at  seeing  Mr. 
Spalding  again.  They  seemed  much  pleased  at  the  idea  of  having  a  school  started 
among  them  and  of  haviug  a  minister  who  could  preach  to  them  in  their  own 
language. 

Every  Sabbath  the  Indians  in  great  numbers  attended  Mr.  Spalding's  preaching,  and 
I  was  greatly  astonished  at  the  orderly  and  dignified  deportment  of  the  ooDgregation. 
Although  Mr.  Spalding  had  been  absent  from  the  tribe  many  years,  yet  they  retained 
all  the  forms  of  worship  that  he  had  taught  them.  Many  of  them  have  prayers  nigfat 
and  morning  in  their  lodges.  The  Nez  Percys  have  always  maintained  friendly  r^ 
tions  with  tne  Americans.  This  is,  no  doubt,  in  a  great  measure  to  be  attributed  to 
the  infinence  and  teachings  of  Mr.  Spalding.  In  my  opinion,  Mr.  Spalding,  by  bis 
own  personal  labors,  has  accomplished  more  good  in  this  tribe  than  all  the  naoney  ex- 

rsnded  by  government  has  been  able  to  effect.  Not  having  anv  suitable  school-houte, 
permitted  Mr.  Spalding  to  open  his  school  in  my  office  shortly  after  his  arrival,  and 
from  that  time  till  he  was  compelled  to  discontinue  the  school  from  severe  sickness,  the 
office  was  crowded  not  onl^  with  children,  but  with  old  men  and  women,  some  com- 
P|elled  to  use  glasses  to  assist  their  sight.  Some  of  the  old  men  would  remain  till  bed- 
time engaged  in  transcribing  into  their  language  portions  of  Scriptore  translated  by 
Mr.  Spalding.  The  desire  I  have  to  correct  any  false  impression  tbat  may  have  gone 
abroad  with  regard  to  the  reception  of  Mr.  Spalding  by  the  tribe  on  his  retnrn  to  the 
Lapwai  in  the  fall  of  1&G2,  is  the  only  apology  I  will  offer  for  troubling  you  with  this 
communication. 

I  remain,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  ANDERSON. 
S.  H.  Atkins,  D.  D. 

The  possession  of  Cain  was  maintained  by  otber  Indian  agents,  and 
the  Amerioan  Board  of  Commissioners  for  Foreign  Missions,  finding 
that  they  were  not  able  by  any  peaceful  means  to  get  possession  of  tbe 
land,  brought  an  action  for  the  land  in  question  against  James  O-^eil, 
United  States  Indian  agent,  then  holding  possession  of  the  same  as  such 
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public  officer,  which  actioD  was  duly  entered  in  the  district  court  for  the 
first  judicial  district  of  the  Territory  of  Idaho. 

The  United  States  district  attorney  appeared  and  filed  a  demurrer  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  court.  This  demurrer  was  fully  argued  and  heard 
before  the  court  and  overruled  April,  1868,  and  the  defendant  was  given 
time  until  October  7, 1869,  in  which  to  answer  the  declaration.  No  an- 
swer was  ever  filed,  and  on  the  20th  day  of  December,  1871,  William 
O.  Langford,  the  petitioner,  who  had  purchased  said  land,  and  who  had 
been  substituted  as  plaintiff  in  said  proceedings,  as  might  be  done  under 
the  Territorial  law,  took  judgment.  No  appeal  was  taken  by  the  United 
States  or  any  one  in  its  behalf,  and  no  defense  was  made  to  the  suit  on 
the  merits,  but  the  records  of  the  Indian  Office  will  show,  as  your  com- 
mittee are  informed,  that  the  United  States  paid  the  costs  of  the  de- 
fense. The  plaintiff  took  a  judgment  in  ejectment  against  Newell,  a 
defendant  in  the  suit  by  substitution,  who  was  the  successor  of  James 
O'Neil  as  Indian  agent.  Meanwhile  Newell  was  turned  out  and  another 
Indian  agent,  clothed  with  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  succeeded 
in  possession,  under  instructions  of  the  Indian  Bureau,  who  still  holds 
it  as  against  the  one  whom  we  believe  to  be  the  lawful  owner. 

Langford  took  his  writ  habere  possessionem,  and  was  given  possession 
thereunder  of  the  land  in  question  by  the  sheriff  of  Idaho  County,  who 
ejected  the  Indian  agent,  one  Monteith,  therefrom.  Monteith  there- 
upon, as  Indian  agent,  took  a  lease  of  the  premises  from  Langford, 
promising  to  pay  rent,  and  was  restored  to  possession  as  the  tenant  of 
Langford,  the  petitioner,  November  13, 1874,  but  afterwards,  refnsing 
to  pay  rent,  he  was  again  ejected  upon  an  alias  writ  on  the  10th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1875;  and,  thereupon,  being  ejected,  the  following  occurred,  as 
related  by  Monteith : 

When  the  sberiff  pnt  me  off  I  asked  bim  if  I  would  be  allowed  to  come  back  to  my 
meals.  He  tbouf^ht  a  moment  and  said  he  bad  notbing  to  do  but  pnt  me  off ;  that 
he  bad  no  orders  to  keep  me  off. 

I  then  informed  him  that  I  would  return.  I  don't  see  that  I  am  bound  to  remain 
ejected  unless  tbey  order  me  to  keep  off*  the  claim. 

On  the  6th  of  February,  Monteith  had  asked  the  commanding  officer  at 
Fort  Lapwai  for  a  detachment  of  troops,  under  an  officer,  to  place  him 
in  possession  of  his  office,  one  of  the  buildings  on  the  property,  and  keep 
him  in  possession.  That  demand  was  refused,  as  he  says,  but  the  fur- 
ther execution  of  the  writ  was  prevented  by  troops.  Thereaftcrwards 
Langford  brought  his  action  for  forcible  entry  and  detainer  against  his 
tenant,  the  Indian  agent,  and  employes  of  the  United  States,  obtained 
a  judgment  of  the  court  in  his  favor,  which  judgment  he  proceeded 
to  execute,  but  on  the  14th  of  June,  1875,  Montieth  reports  that — 

On  the  lltb  instant  orders  were  received  by  the  commanding  officer  at  Fort  Lapwai^ 
to  eject  Mr.  Langford's  agent  and  place  me  in  full  possesion  of  aU  agency  buildings 
and  grounds.  In  obedience  to  tbe  same,  a  detachment,  under  command  of  Lieutenant 
Force,  was  sent  to  tbe  agency,  arriving  here  about  2  o'clock  p.  m.  Lieutenant  Force 
demanded  tbe  keys  to  tbe  mills,  cbnrcb,  and  other  buildings  that  Langford  claimed  to 
be  in  possession  of,  but  the  demand  was  not  complied  with.  Thereupon  Lieutenant 
Force  ordered  the  Iceys  to  be  taken  from  said  agent  and  placed  in  my  possession,  which 
was  done,  and  Mr.  Langford's  agent,  with  his  baggage,  was  immediately  removed  from 
the  reserve. 

Meanwhile  the  petitioner  had  brought  a  suit  before  the  Court  of 
Claims  for  rent,  which  has  been  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  and  is  now  pending. 

The  petitioner  in  his  memorial  declares  that  he  is  ready  and  willing 
to  sell  the  land  to  the  United  States,  if  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for 
them  to  have  it,  at  a  fair  price.    He  fixes  the  price  at  $40,000,  or  is  will- 
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iug  that  it  shoald  be  appraised  at  its  true  value  by  any  disinterested 
parties  under  the  provisions  of  an  act  of  Congress. 

Your  committee  have  endeavored  to  state  the  facts  as  succinctly  as 
the  history  of  so  long  a  period  or  lapse  of  time,  and  the  many  acts 
which  are  necessary  to  advert  to  for  a  full  understanding  of  the  matter, 
will  permit.  But  the  whole  transaction,  in  the  judgment  of  your  com- 
mittee, resolves  itself  into  the  following: 

By  a  permission  issued  from  the  War  Department,  in  1836,  the  mis- 
sionary agents  of  the  American  Board  of  Commissioners  for  Foreign 
Missions  were  permitted  to  occupy  these  lands,  and  make  a  home  there 
for  the  purpose  of  instructing  the  Indians.  They  continued  in  such 
occupation  until  they  were  driven  off'  by  hostile  Indians  ;  not  those  in- 
structed, civilized,  and  Christianized  by  their  teachings,  who,  on  the 
contrary,  guarded  them  carefully  to  a  place  of  safety. 

The  missionaries  having  made  several  attempts  to  return,  and  being 
prevented  by  the  order  of  the  Indian  Bureau,  as  soon  as  they  were  per- 
mittted  did  return,  and  attemped  to  get  possession  of  their  home,  houses, 
property,  mills,  gardens,  fields,  and  church;  but  these  were  found  to  be 
the  comfortable  quarters  of  the  Indian  agent,  who  opposed  and  pre- 
vented the  return  of  these  religious  men  and  women,  who  were  thns 
kept  out  of  the  property,  and  the  mission  again  broken  up  by  men 
equally  savage  as  their  former  assailants,  though  of  the  white  race. 

Two  several  acts  of  Congress  having  been  passed  in  their  favor,  con- 
firming the  title  of  these  lands  in  them,  the  opinions  of  two  Attorneys- 
General,  of  different  political  faith — Hon.  Jeremiah  S.  Black  (9  Opinions, 
339),  and  Hon.  Edward  Bates  (May  4, 1864) — having  determined  their 
title  to  be  valid,  brought  suit  in  a  proper  court  against  an  officer  of  the 
United  States,  who  pretended  to  make  claim  to  the  property  in  behalf 
of  the  United  States.  They  sued  for  possession,  which  suit  was  de- 
fended by  the  district  attorney  of  (he  United  States  at  the  cost  of  the 
United  States,  and  such  proceedings  were  had  that  a  judgment  was 
entered  in  a  proper  court,  having  full  jurisdiction,  against  the  United 
States  and  its  officer  in  favor  of  the  petitioner.  After  various  negotia- 
tions and  waiting  for  a  long  time,  this  judgment  was  not  appealed  from, 
and  cannot  now  be  reverb  or  changed  or  set  at  naught.  After  wait^ 
ing  a  very  considerable  time,  and  after  sundry  negotiations,  finding  it 
impossible  otherwise  to  get  possession  of  the  land,  the  petitioner  saed 
out  a  writ  of  habere  possessionem  and  ejected  the  Indian  agents  and  em- 
ployes of  the  United  States  then  in  possession  by  means  of  the  sheriff 
of  the  proper  county,  acting  under  the  writ.  Unwilling  to  embarrass 
the  government,  on  the  same  day  the  petitioner  executed  a  lease  for  a 
nominal  rent  to  the  several  employes  and  agents  of  the  government, 
who,  thereafterward,  in  breach  of  their  legal  obligations  as  tenants,  and 
in  breach  of  good  faith  toward  one  who  had  put  them  in  possession  of 
land  which  had  been  adjudicated  to  him  by  the  courts,  the  Indian  agent 
and  his  emploj^s  under  his  instructions,  declined  to  pay  the  rent  or  give 
up  possession,  but  called  upon  the  military  arm  of  the  government  to 
send  its  officers  and  soldiers  there,  who  forcibly  ejected  the  plaintiffs 
agent  from  the  premises,  took  the  keys  of  the  church  and  other  build- 
ings from  him,  and  restored  the  possession  to  the  Indian  agent. 

Your  committee  cannot  understand  how  such  a  transaction  as  this 
could  well  be  done  under  a  government  of  laws.  In  time  of  peace  the 
government  can  no  more  rightfully  forcibly  take  possession  of  land  by 
means  of  its  soldiers  than  can  a  mob  do  the  same  thing  and  claim  any 
title  thereby.  Without  stopping  to  use  such  terms  of  characterization 
of  these  proceedings  as  might  rush  to  the  lips  of  just-minded  men,  your 
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committee  are  clearly  of  the  opiuiou  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  pass  such  an  act  as  will  give  force  and  efii'ect  to 
the  adjadicatioD  of  the  courts  in  favor  of  the  petitioner,  which  adjudica- 
tion seems  to  your  committee  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  right,  leaving 
the  government,  if  they  desire  the  land,  to  acquire  it  by  due  proceedings 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution,  which  allows  no  man's  property 
to  be  taken  without  compensation  being  made  therefor. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompany- 
ing bill. 


45th  CoNaBESS,  \    HOUSE  OP  EEPRESENTATIVES.      (  Repoet 
2d  Sesaian.       f  \  No.  831. 


PAYMENT  OF  CERTAIN  JUDGMENTS  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 


May  23, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  BuTLEB,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Jadiciary,  sabmitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  B.  4960.] 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary^  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
James  Flynn^for  the  payment  of  certain  judgments  recovered  against  the 
United  States  as  taxable  costs  in  the  courts  of  New  Yorky  as  parties  set- 
ting up  the  unll  of  Charles  Fox,  beg  leave  to  report : 

It  appears  to  yoar  committee  that  one  Charles  Fox  made  and  pub- 
lished his  last  will  and  testament  whereby  he  devised  his  property, 
valaed  at  $250,000,  to  the  United  States,  to  be  nsed  in  payment  of  the 
national  debt.  The  United  States,  acting  through  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  took  measures  to  propound,  prove,  and  have  allowed  and  set 
up  said  Fox's  will  in  the  proper  courts  of  New  York,  and  so  became 
party  litigant  therein.  After  full  trial  and  hearing  the  will  was  set 
aside  because  decedent  was  not  of  sound  mind  at  the  time  of  the  ex- 
ecution of  said  will,  and  two  several  bills  of  costs  were  taxed  and 
allowed  against  the  ITnited  States  as  such  defeated  party,  according  to 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York.  Those  judgments  cannot  now  be 
collected  against  the  United  States  for  want  of  any  appropriation  ap- 
plicable to  the  payment  thereof,  but  they  remain  a  valid,  ascertained, 
and  adjudicated  claim  against  the  United  States,  adjudicated  in  favor 
of  the  contestant  of  the  will.  *«  Short  copies,"  as  they  are  called,  of  the 
judgments  are  annexed  to  this  report. 

Your  committee  can  see  no  reason  why  these  amounts  should  not  be 
paid,  and  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill. 


The  people  of  the  State  of  New  York,  by  the  grace  of  God  free  and  independent,  to  all 
to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  or  may  concern,  greeting : 

Know  ye  that  we  having  examined  the  records  and  files  in  the  office  of  the  clerk 
of  the  oonnty  of  New  YorK  and  clerk  of  the  supreme  court  of  said  State  for  said 
county  do  find  a  certain  judgment  there  remaining  in  the  words  and  figures  follow- 
ing, to  wit : 

Supreme  court. 

In  the  matter  of  the  probate  of  a  paper- 

writiog,  propounded  as  the  last  will  and 

testament  of  Charles  Fox,    deceased,  the 

United  States  of  America,  appellants, 

agsU 
Anne  Fox,  Joseph  Fox,  Qeorge  Fox,  Ben- 

jamin  N.  Disbrow,  David  Hays,  and  A.  H. 

Brummell,  respondents. 

The  United  States  of  America  having  taken  an  appeal  in  this  action  from  the  judg. 
mentoi  the  general  term  of  the  first  iudicial  dft^Mtm^XLt  eiiX^x^^  \i^\«v^  w^^nSq^a'^v^ 


y  Judgment  June  11, 1873. 


2  PAYMENT   OP  CEBTAIN  JUDGBiENTS   AGAINST   UNITED   STATES. 

day  of  Jane,  1872,  to  the  oonrt  of  appeals,  and  the  said  appeal  having  been  argned 
and  the  said  Jodgment  having  been  afflrmedi  with  oostSi  and  the  remittitor  from  aaid 
court  of  appeals  having  been  filed,  and  an  order  duly  entered  making  the  judgmeal 
of  the  court  of  appeals  the  judgment  of  this  court: 

Now,  on  motion  of  James  Flynn,  attorney  for  the  guardian  ad  litem  of  the  reroond- 
ents,  Anne  Fox,  Joseph  Fox,  and  George  Fox,  minors,  it  is  ordered  and  a^jndged  that 
BeiHamin  N.  Disbrow,  as  guardian  ad  Utem  of  said  minor  respondents,  recover  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  appellants,  the  sum  of  9147.06,  costs  and  disburwments 
upon  appeal  to  said  court  of  appeals,  together  with  the  sum  of  $4,000  awarded  to  said 
guardian  ad  Utem  by  order  of  this  court  as  an  additional  allowance  to  the  usual  costa, 
making,  together,  the  sum  of  94,147.08,  costs  and  disbursements,  and  that  said  guard- 
ian ad  Tttom  nave  execution  therefor. 

All  which  we  have  caused  by  these  presents  to  be  exemplified,  and  the  seal  of  oai 
said  supreme  court  to  be  hereunto  affixed. 

Witness  Hon.  Charles  Donohue,  justice,  at  the  city  of  New  York,  the  eighth  day  of 
May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-eight,  and  of 
our  Independence  the  one  hundred  and  second. 

[SEAL.]  HENRY  A.  GUMBLETON, 

Clerk, 

I,  Charles  Donohue,  presiding  Justice  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
for  the  city  and  county  of  New  York,  do  hereby  certify  that  Henry  A.  Gnmbleton, 
whose  name  is  subscribed  to  the  preceding  exemplification,  is  the  clerk  of  the  said 
connty  of  New  York,  and  clerk  of  said  supreme  court  for  said  county,  duly  elected 
and  sworn,  and  that  full  faith  and  credit  are  due  to  bis  official  acts.  I  farther  certify 
that  the  seal  affixed  to  the  exemplification  is  the  seal  of  our  said  snpreme  court,  and 
that  the  attestation  thereof  is  in  due  form. 

Dated  New  York,  May  8, 1878. 

CH.  DONOHUE 
State  of  New  York, 

aty  and  County  of  New  York,  ss : 

I,  Henry  A.  Gnmbleton,  clerk  of  the  supreme  court  of  said  State,  in  and  for  Uie 
city  and  countv  of  New  York,  do  hereby  certify  that  Charles  Donohue,  whose  name  is 
subscribed  to  the  preceding  certificate,  is  presiding  justice  of  the  supreme  court  of  said 
State  in  and  for  tne  city  and  county  of  New  York,  duly  elected  and  sworn,  and  that 
the  signature  of  said  justice  to  said  certificate  is  genuine. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereto  set  my  hand  and  affixed,  the  seal  of  the  said 
court  this  8th  day  of  May,  1878. 

[SEAL.]  HENRY  A.  GU^IBLETON, 

Clerk. 

The  people  of  the  State  of  New  York,  by  the  grace  of  God  free  and  independent,  to 
all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come  or  may  concern,  greeting : 

Know  ye  that  we  having  examined  the  records  and  files  in  the  ofiQce  of  the  clerk  of 
the  county  of  New  York,  and  clerk  of  the  supreme  court  of  said  State  for  said  county, 
do  find  a  certain  judgment  there  remaining,  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to 
wit: 

Supreme  court. 

In  the  matter  opfrHK  probate  of  a  paper- 

writing  projiounded  as  the  last  will  and 

testament  of  Charles  Fox,  deceased,  The 

United  States  of  America,  appellants, 

agst. 
Anxe  Fox,  Joseph  Fox,  George  Fox,  Ben- 

jamin  N.  Disbrow,  David  Hays,  and  A.  H. 

Brummell,  respondents. 

The  above-named  appellants,  having  heretofore  appealed  to  this  conrt  from  the  de- 
cree of  the  surrogate  or  the  county  of  New  York  made  and  entered  on  the  24th  day  of 
March,  1871,  in  tne  matter  of  the  probate  of  a  paper- writing  propoanded  as  the  last 
will  and  testament  of  Charles  Fox,  deceased,  and  the  respondents,  Anne  Fox,  Joseph 
Fox,  and  George  Fox,  by  Benjamin  N.  Disbrow,  their  guardian  ad  litem,  having  fikd 
their  answer  to  the  petition  of  appeal,  and  the  said  appeal  having  been  heard  at  th« 
general  term  of  this  court,  held  in  June,  1872,  and  the  decision  of  said  general  term 
having  been  duly  rendered  at  said  term  as  appears  by  the  order  of  said  court  bearing 
date  June  14,  1872,  and  duly  filed  with  the  clerk  of  this  court,  whereby  it  appears  that 
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the  said  decree  of  the  said  surrogate  of  the  ooonty  of  New  York  was  affirmed  with 
costs : 

Now,  on  motion  of  James  Flynn.  attorney  for  Benjamin  N.  Disbrow,  guardian  ad  litem 
of  the  respondents,  Anne  Fox  and  Joseph  Fox,  it  is  a^adged  that  the  said  decree  of 
the  said  surrogate  of  the  county  of  New  York  made  and  entered  on  the  24th  day  of 
March,  1871,  in  the  matter  of  the  probate  of  a  paper- writing  propounded  as  the  last 
will  and  testament  of  Charles  Fox,  deceased,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  affirmed ;  and 
that  Benjamin  N.  Disbrow,  guardian  ad  litem  of  the  respondents,  Anne  Fox,  Joseph 
Fox,  and  George  Fox,  recover  of  the  United  States  of  America,  the  appellants,  the  sum 
of  $106.55,  his  costs  and  disbursements  on  said  appeal. 

(Indorsed :)  Filed  June  29, 1872. 

All  which  we  have  caused  by  these  presents  to  be  exemplified,  and  the  seal  of  our 
said  supreme  court  to  be  hereunto  affixed. 

Witness  Hon  Charles  Donohue,  justice,  at  the  city  of  New  York,  the  eighth  day  of 
May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-eight,  and  of  our 
Independence  the  one  hundred  and  second. 

[SEAL.]  HENEY  A.  GUMBLETON,  Clerk. 

I,  Charles  Donohue,  presiding  justice  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
for  the  city  and  county  of  New  York,  do  hereby  certify  that  Henr^  A.  Gumbleton,  whose 
name  is  subscribed  to  the  preceding  exemplification,  is  the  clerk  of  the  said  county  of  New 
York,  and  clerk  of  said  supreme  court  for  said  county,  duly  elected  and  sworn,  and  that 
full  faith  and  credit  are  due  to  his  official  acts.  I  further  certify  that  the  seal  affixed 
to  the  exemplification  is  the  seal  of  our  said  supreme  court,  and  that  the  attestation 
thereof  is  in  due  form. 

Dated,  New  York,  May  8, 1878. 

CH.  DONOHUE. 

State  of  New  York, 

City  and  County  of  New  York,  sa : 

I,  Henry  A.  Gumbleton,  clerk  of  the  supreme  court  of  said  State,  in  and  for  the  city 
and  county  of  New  York,  do  hereby  certify  that  Charles  Donohue,  whose  name  is  sub- 
scribed to  the  preceding  certificate,  is  presiding  justice  of  the  supreme  court  of  said 
State  in  and  for  the  city  and  county  of  New  York,  duly  elected  and  sworn,  and  that 
the  signature  of  said  justice  to  said  certificate  is  eenuine. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  the  said 
court  this  8th  day  of  May,  1878. 

[SEAL,]  HENRY  A.  GUMBLETON,  Clerk, 
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§ 
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46th  Congbess,  )  HOUSE  OP  EEPEBSBNTATIVES.      i  Report 
2d  Session.       )  \  No.  832. 


WILLIAM  P.  FERGUSON. 


Mat  23, 1878. — Laid  on  the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  BuTLEE,  from  the  Gommittee  on  the  Judiciary,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

In  ihe  matter  of  the  petition  of  William  P.  Ferguson^  duly  referred  to  your 
committee^  asking  for  payment  of  a  debt  due  him  from  the  late  Charles 
Foxjfor  serviees  render&ij  and  to  have  the  will  of  said  Fox  set  aside^ 
your  committee  beg  leave  to  report : 

It  appears  that  Gharles  Fox,  of  New  York,  made  his  will  and  be- 
qaeathed  all  his  estate  to  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  assisting 
to  discharge  the  debt  contracted  by  the  war.  That  will  the  United 
States  attempted  to  set  up,  and,  as  your  committee  are  informed,  failed 
to  have  it  proved,  approved,  and  idlowed,  because  Fox  was  not  of  sane 
mind. 

As  the  property  has  never  come  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  there  is  no  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Grovemment  to  pay 
€harle8  Fox's  debts  to  the  petitioner,  however  justly  due,  and  your  com- 
mittee are  not  advised  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  Oongress  to  set  aside 
the  last  will  and  testament  of  any  one,  whether  sane  or  insane.  They 
therefore  report  against  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner,  and  ask  that  the 
petition  and  this  report  may  lie  upon  the  table. 


[ 


45th  Congress,  >   HOCTSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.      (  Report 
2d  Session.       j  \  No.  833. 


SUPPLIES  FURNISHED  SIOUX  INDIANS  OF  MINNESOTA. 


May  23, 1878. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honse  and  crdered  to  be 

printed. 


Mr.  Stewart,  from  the  Committee  on  IndiaD  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT: 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2642.] 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  to  whofn  teas  referred  the  Mil  (JBT.  R. 
2642)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  ascertain  the  amounts 
due  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  for  supplies  furnished  the  Sioux  or  Da- 
kota Indians  of  Minnesota  subsequent  to  August,  1830,  and  prior  to  the 
massacre  of  August,  1862,  and  providing  for  the  payment  thereof  have  con- 
sidered tliesamCy  and  respectfully  report : 

That  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  for  whom  this  bill  would  make 
provision,  are  certain  traders,  who  were  lawfully  engaged  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  trade  and  business  in  selling  commodities  to  the  Sioux 
or  Dakota  Indians  of  Minnesota,  expecting  the  Indians  to  pay  for  the 
same  out  of  annuities  to  be  paid  them  by  the  United  States. 

That  at  the  time  at  what  is  familiarly  known  as  the  Sioux  or  Dakota 
Indian  massacre  of  August,  1862,  the  Indians  involved  were  indebted 
to  these  traders  for  necessary  supplies  furnished  them  during  a  period 
of  two  years  just  then  passed,  to  the  amount  of  about  $120,000,  and  that 
their  only  resource  for  discharging  such  indebtedness  was  their  annu- 
ities. 

It  also  appears  that  some  of  these  claims  were  presented  to  the  com- 
missioners appointed  under  the  act  for  the  '^  relief  of  persons  for  dam- 
ages sustained  by  reason  of  depredations  and  injuries  by  certain  bands 
of  Sioux  Indians,"  approved  February  16, 1863,  and  that  said  commis- 
sioners declined  considering  them,  for  the  reason  that  none  other  than 
claims  for  depredations  were  deemed  by  said  commissioners  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  terms  of  said  act,  and  their  indebtedness  to  their  traders 
not  being  provided  for  in  specific  terms,  they  felt  it  their  duty  not  to 
assume  the  responsibility  of  their  adjudication. 

It  also  appears  by  the  first  section  of  the  act  above  referred  to  that 
all  annuities  due  these  Indians  were  forfeited  to  the  United  States 
leaving  them  nothing  with  which  to  pay  this  indebtedness. 

In  regard  to  the  annuities,  &c.,  due  these  Indians  under  treaty  stipu- 
lations, abrogated  and  annulled  by  the  act  referred  to,  the  papers  in  the 
case  show  that  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  said  act  there  were  annual 
installments  due  and  to  become  due  to  the  Upper  Bands,  in  the  aggre- 
gate amounting  to  $2,584,000,  besides  a  permanent  fund  of  $3,000,000, 
on  which  interest  at  5  per  cent,  was  paid  them  annually,  and  the  differ- 
ence between  the  amount,  $170,880,  to  be  paid  for  the  land  ceded  by 
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the  treaty  of  1858,  and  the  sam,  say  $70,000,  paid  therefrom  on  aceoant 
of  the  debts,  &c.,  amounting  to  about  $100,000,  and  to  the  Lower  Bands 
an  a^rgre^ate  amount  of  annual  installments  due  and  to  become  due,  of 
^2,547,900,  which  said  amounts  would  have  been  paid  or  still  due  io 
part  by  the  United  States  to  said  bands,  had  not  their  treaties  been  ab- 
rogated and  their  annuities  forfeited  by  said  act  of  February  16, 1863. 

It  further  appears  that  there  has  been  appropriated,  since  the  abro- 
gation of  the  treaties,  for  the  payment  of  claims  on  account  of  depreda-, 
tions  committed  during  the  massacre,  the  sum  of  $1,170,374,  and  for  the 
removal  and  to  subsist  and  care  for  them  at  their  new  homes,  and  as 
provided  by  act  of  May  16, 1874,  in  round  numbers,  $741,000,  making 
in  all  that  has  been  appropriated  for  and  on  account  of  these  Sioux,  be- 
tween the  abrogation  of  their  treaties  and  the  making  of  new  treaties 
with  them,  about  the  sum  of  $1,911,374,  which  would  leave  a  balance 
in  favor  of  or  that  would  be  due  to  the  Indians  of  about  $3,720,526. 

That  these  traders,  unable  thus  to  collect  their  debts  from  the  Indians, 
come  now  to  the  United  States  and  ask  to  be  reimbursed  for  their  losses 
out  of  moneys  represented  in  the  aforesaid  confiscated  annuities. 

As  the  credit  given  to  these  Indians  was  based  upon  the  well-known 
fact  of  their  interest  in  these  annuities,  and  as  the  claim  had  accmed 
prior  to  their  forfeiture,  we  think  it  clear  that  a  lien,  equitable  at  least, 
existed  upon  said  annuities,  and  a  trust  arose  in  favor  of  these  creditors 
to  the  extent  of  any  existing  indebtedness  so  created. 

Your  committee  therefore  recommend  the  passage  of  said  bill  with  an 
amendment. 
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